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Transmittal of Report of the Commission of Inquiry
to enquire into and report on the circumstances surrounding
the death in an explosion of the late Dr. Walter Rodney on the
thirteenth day of June one thousand nine hundred and eighty at
Georgetown

To

His Excellency David A. Granger
President of the Co-operative Republic of Guyana

Your Excellency,

[n my capacity as Chairman of the Walter Rodney Commission
of Inquiry, [ have the honour to submit the Report of the Inquiry to which the
President appointed us by Instrument dated 8" February, 2014,

The Commissioners were, in the Instrument of Appointment,
expected to submit their Report within ten (10) weeks from the start of the
Commission. The Commission started its work on 28" April, 2014,

As we understand it, the premise informing the early submission
date was that the Commission coming thirty-four (34) years after the death of
Dr. Walter Rodney and the events surrounding that event, would, in all

prabability, be supported by only a few persons volunteering to give evidence
and/or having an interest in this matter.

That was a wholly mistaken view and the Commission was
generously well supported by volunteer witnesses who had relevant and
interesting evidence to give. Some came from overseas to testify as well.

In addition to the volume of the evidence that was provided us,
itis always difficult to schedule hearings with three (3) Commissioners living
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in different jurisdictions and all having professional commitments of their
own. At times, too, we have suffered delays because of the unavailability of
witnesses to accommodate our timetabling. By far, however, our greatest
delay arose from the General Elections held in Guyana on 11" May, 2015.

We felt it wise and we were so advised that we should not be sitting while the
parties were electioneering or immediately thereafter. We therefore
adjourned the hearings on March 27" 2015, and did not resume until 27" July,
2015.

In the end, the Commission did not hear from all the witnesses scheduled to
testify as the Government brought the Inquiry to a premature end.

Foitunately, there was on record enough evidence to make significant findings
of fact and some recommendations which we hope will be found useful.

For us it has been an incomparable honour to be asked to assist in what we
hope will be the resolution of the controversy which has existed ever since
13" June, 1980, on the circumstances surrounding Rodney’s death.

We hope that the recommendations made will serve to address, if indeed steps
to that end have not already been taken, many aspects of the operation of the
Coroners’ Department, the Police Force and the Army such that they would
improve the speed, efficiency and thoroughness with which they undertake
their important responsibilities.

We hope, too, that this Report will help to bring closure to the irreplaceable
and painful loss suffered by Dr. Rodney’s family.

Elsewhere we have expressed our appreciation to a wide range of
organizations and individuals who have assisted us in our work. Top of that
list is the office of the President in the persons of President Ramotar, your
distinguished predecessor, and your esteemed self.

The Commission has served to unearth a wealth of evidence relating to the
circumstances surrounding Rodney’s death. It has also succeeded in
highlighting the need for the improvement of the performance of the Police
investigative machinery, particularly as it relates to the investigation of
serious crimes, especially murder. Our work has exposed, too, the weaknesses
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of the record keeping of both the Army and the Police. If resulting from our
work there is a correction of the limitations indicated, we feel our work would
not have been in vain.

Please accept, Your Excellency, the assurances ot our highest consideration.

SIR RICHARD L. CHELTENHAM, K.A., Q.C.
CHAIRMAN

....................................................................

MR. SEENATH JAIRAM, S. C
COMMISSIONER

o 4 w")l’?)// e

---------------------------------------------------------------

MRS JACQUELINE SAMUELS- BROWNE, Q.C.
OMMISSIONER

Datedthe 53 day of February, 2016
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CHAPTER 1

BACKGROUND TO APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSION OF
INQUIRY

1.1 Dr. Walter Rodney met his death in violent and controversial
ctreumstances in John's Street, near the Georgetown Prison, Guyana, in the
carly night ot the 13" day of June, 1980.

1.2 Thirty-four (34) years later and specifically on the 6"

day of
[‘cbruary, 2014, the President of the Republic of Guyana established a
Commission of [nquiry pursuant to the Commission of Inquiry Act, Chapter

19.03 with the following Terms of Reference set out herein.

1.3 The foltowing person were appointed as Commissioners:
Sir Richard L. Cheltenham, KA, QC. Ph.D. - Chairman
Mr. Scenath Jatram, SC

Mrs. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown, QC

1.4 The Terms of Reference of the Commission were as follows:

f. To examine the facts and circumstances immediaiely prior, at the
time of and subsequent to the death of Dr. Walter Rodney, in order
to determine, as far as is possible, who is or what was responsible

Jor the explosion resulting the death of Walter Rodney;
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To enquire into the cause of the explosion in which Dr. Rodney
died, whether it was an act of terroriym and, if so, who were the -

perpetrators,

To specifically examine the role, if any, which the late Gregory

Smith, Sergeant of the Guvana Defence Force, plaved in the death .

of Dr. Walter Rodney and, if so, (o inquire into who may lave !

counseled, procured, aided or abetted him to do so, including

facilitating his departure from Guvana after Dr. Walter Rodney's

death;

To examine and report on the actions and activities of the State,
such as the Guvana Police Force, the Guyana Defence orce, the
Guyana National Security, The Guyana People’s Militia and those .

who were in command and superintendence of those agencies, 1o

determine whether they were tasked with the surveillance of and

carrying out of actions, and whether they did execuie those fasks

and carried out those actions against the Political Opposition for
. st st :

the period 1V January, 1978 10 31" December, 1980;

To examine, review and report on carlier investigations and

inquiries done and into ihe death of Dr. Walier Rodney.
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A Note on Backgronund to Appointment

1.5 Prior to our appointment as a Commission of Inquiry, there was
no official public inquiry into the circumstances surrounding the death of Dr.

Walter Rodney which occurred some thirty-lour (34) years ago.

1.6 There was, however, a Coroner’s Inquest into his death which
ook place some cight (8) years afler his death. There was, too, an inquiry
into his death which was carried out by the International Commission of

Jurists.

STATEMENT OF PROCEDURES

I. Letters Prior to Public Hearings

; 1.7 The Comnissioners were deterinined to build public support
! for our task by inecting with persons and organizations that may have been
able to assist the public inquiry directly or indirectly. Accordingly, we held

meetings with the following persons:

 The President of the Co-operative Republic of Guyana
¢ Chicf ot Staff of the Guyana Defence Force
| * ‘The Lcader of the Opposition and/or Leaders of the main
political partics
¢ The Chancellor of the Judiciary
¢ The Commissioner of Police




e ihe Private Scctor Commission

o T'he Head of the Chamber of Commerce

o The Head of'the Trade Unions Congress

e [leads of major religinas organizations and or Head of the main

inter-religious organization

We wish (o place on record our sincere gratitude (o the persons and
organizations mentioned above who were most gracious, co-operative and

understanding of our role and function,

{ Procedural Rules

.S The Commissioners drafted the Rules governing the procedure
(o be lollowed during the Inguiry. The Rules were published in the Officrad
Gazette the 22" ot April. 2014 A copy of the Rules appears as Appendix

> Public Hearings and Sessions

1.9 The Inquiry's public hearings began on April 282014 We

held 66 sessions on the foltowing dates:
28 April 2014 to 2 May 2014
27 May 2014 to 6 June 2014
23 June 2014 to 2 July 2014
29 July 2014 to 7 August 2014

25 August 2004 ta 29 August 2014



J
E_

20 October 2014 to 7 November 2014
26 January 2015 to 30 January 2015

O February 2015 to 20February 2015
23 March 2015 to 27 March 2015

27 July 2015 to 31 July 2015

28 September 2015 to 2 October 2015

We heard the oral evidence of some 31 witnesses, 29 of whom
were examined, cross-examined and re-cxamined where necessary. Among
them two (2) witnesses were heard in -camera at the witnesses’ request. In
addition, we heard the incomplete evidence of 2 other witnesses, namely,
Major General (Ret’d) Norman Mc Lean and Holtand Yearwood also called
Jomo. The hst of the witnesses who came before the Comimission appears at

Appendix 2.

1.10 We wish to say that upon our appointment, we were concerned
about the availability of the witnesses and their memories, having regard to
the lapse of time between the events of 1980 and our appointment.  Any

doubts and concerns which we had were dispelled at an early stage.

I.11 Mr. Dcenbow of the Commission Secretariat, assisted by
Counsel to the Commission and investigators, went about the task of
identifying, contacting, persuading and inlerviewing potential witnesses with
zcal, skill, determination and resourcefulness. We were helped, too, by the
fact that we had available to us the record of the Coroner’s [nquest

proceedings as well as the record of the trial of Donald Rodney betore the



Magistrate Court. Also available to us was the report of the International
Commission ot Jurists which visited Cruyana during the period 4 March to

[7 March 1995 and produced its Report dated 2" May, 1995, .

.12 In addition, cven though many individuals wha played

important roles in this event arc dead, many are still alive and were prepared

to testify.  And, even though some were prevented from so doing by the
premature lermination of the Commission, statements were provided by

them and were available to us.

.13 A large number of witnesses who had not given cvidence
previoasly came forward valuntarily and offered to testify. We arc
particularly grateful to them and indeed to all of the witnesses for their
public-spiritedness.

3 Premature Termination Of The Commission

(1) Change of Government

.14 The Rodney Commission adjourned its sittings on [riday,

March '27"', 2015 and sct no date for its resumption as the General Election

was eminent.  That Election was held on Monday, May 11" 2015, It -

resulted in a change of Government.

115 The present Administration, led by President David Granger,

determined that the Rodney Commission would  be given two morc days ol



public hearings — July 27" and 28" The letter communicating that
information and further comrespondence between the Chairman and the

President thereon are here exhibited as Appendix 4.

1.16 RBoth days were devoted to receiving submissions I[rom

Commission counsel as well as counsel representing interested parties.
(2} Effect of Premature Termination

1.17 The decision of the Executive will have implications for the
thoroughness and completeness of the report. In so far as there were at least
tenn (10) witnesses still to be heard and who will not now be heard, some of
the Terms of Reference, not adequately supported by the testimony received,

will so remain.

1.18 In addition, the fairness of the report will be impacted as well.
Some individuals who have been adversely criticized by witnesses in the
course of the hearings, have not been provided an opportunity to answer
and/or comment on those criticisms. No adverse {indings can, in the

circumstances, be made against those individuals.

1.19 We feel obliged to observe, however, that it is wholly within
the competence of the Executive arm of Government to terminate the public
hearings of a Commission. That type of action or variants of it is not at all

unknown.




(3) Role of the Fxecutive

1,20 It must be remembered that Commisstons of Inquiry are

creatures of the Fxecutive. The Executive anm of Government. mter alwa:

o [stablishes commissions

e Dectermines their Tenms of Relerence

e Decides who constitutes the Commisstons and who will be the
Chairman

o Arranges tor the location of the public hearigs

e DProvides the funding for the activities of the Sceretartat

e Compensates the Commissioners on terms negotiated with them prior

to their appointment and much more
(4) Delivery of the Report

.21 The Commission was given at the outset until November 30", 2015 to
deliver its Report to the President. For a nusceliany of reasons. some
personal to the Commissioners and others related o the Commission sclt,
extensions of the dates for the delivery of the Report have been sought and

. : : - u
granted the last of which is to end on February 8 L2010,



4 Secretary to the Connnission

[.22 Mr. llugh Denbow was appointed as head of the Commission’s
Secretariat and later Secretary to the Commission following the departure of
Nicole Pierre. 1lis was a large and serious task involving identifying and
sourcing hterature and documentation relevant to the period and identifying,
too, and persuading individuals who would be ol help to the Commission to
testify.  He was responsible, too, for all the administrative arrangements to

ensure the smooth tunctioning of the Commission.

t.24 Always Mr. Denbow, busy with matters outside the
Commission tike the Chairmanship ol the Civil Awviation Authority,
discharged his duties with seriousness and diligence and, at all times, travel
arrangements for the Commissioners coming from Jamaica, Trinidad &
Tobago and Barbados were carefully made. The arrangements for our
accommodation at the Pegasus Hotel and for our transportation to and [rom

were at all times of a high order.

1.25 Mr. Denbow was assisted at all times by a courteous and
ctficient staff who constituted the Secretariat. No praise can be too high for

the manner in which they performed their duties. We were fully satisfied.

1.26 The typing of the Report and its compilation was undertaken by
my Personal Seerctary, Ms. Sophia Payne.  She came to Guyana ten (10)

days before the presentation of the Report and worked for long hours with



single-minded devotion and with large clficiency and resourcefulness to:
ensure that the Report was faithlully typed, carefully arranged and complete.

We are indebted to her.
5 Counsel to the Conunission

1.27 On 3 March, 2014, Counsel appointed to the Commission
were Mr. Glen Hanoman, as Tead Counsel together with Ms. J.atchmie |
Rahamat, Attorneys-at-Law. Ms. Nicola Picrre was appointed as Secretary |
o the Office of the Commission until she relinquishied her post to take up

the appointnient of Commissioner of Title/Judge of the Land Court on DRl

November, 2014,

1,28 Commission counsel, though not attached to the Commission

tull time, did an excellent job in assisting the Secretariat in taking witness

statements and in questioning the witnesses in the course of presenting the -

evidence. We are indebted to them.
7. Acknowledgments

AP

are others to whom we must express our profound thanks for their assistance

during the period of the functioning of the Commission.
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1.29 Apart from the persons mentioned in paras 115 to .18, there
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(i) Counsel for Interested Parties
1.30 The Attorneys for the intercsted parties helped to make our task

more manageable. This we tully appreciate.  The list of Attorneys 1s here

attached as Appendix 3.
(ii)  The Commissioner of Police and Security Detail

.31 The Cominissioner of Police displayed a high regard for our
safety and sccurity. He kept us safe and preserved order during the
proceedings of the Commission. At no time was it necessary {or us to call
upon Police Officers to preserve order during the Inquiry or at all We shall
be forever indebted to those members of the security detail who remained
with us from our first day to the last except for a brief interruption. We are
happy, too, to mention the team of drivers who discharged their duties in a

punctual and professional manner.

8. The CAT Reporters
1.32 The proceedings of the Commission of Inquiry were recorded
verbatim, by a dedicated and seemingly indefatigable group ol Computer-

Atded Transcriptionists (CAT Reporters), Lvery day’s procecdings was

transcribed and made available to us latc the same evening. We

11




acknowledge a large debt of gratitude to Pamela Binda and her team wlio

prepared the transcripts.
9. The Government Informeation Service

1.33 Our public hearings were tetecast live and repeated later in the
evenings. We wish to thank Mr. Ragubir, the producers in the studio, the
cameri orews and all those who ensured that the public were the recipienis

ol telecasts of high qualty.
[0 The Media

P34 Our procecdings in public were also faithfully reported by the
arint media. The Stabrock News. Guyand Chyonicle. Kajeteur News and
Guyana Times made sure that they attended cach day’s sitting of the
Commission. We thank them for their commitment to infarming the public.
We had very few complaints about the accuracy or correciness of thetr

reporting,
o Vritten Materiol

1.35 We were provided with copies ol books written on Catyana
trom different perspectives. Some were written, 100, covering the period in
which Dr. Walter Rodney niet his death. They were cenerally helpiul and

we express appreciation to the [olfowing authors:



s Jui Nartne Singh - Guyana: Democracy Betrayed: A Political
IHistory 1948 — 1993

o Nanda K. Gopaul - Resistance and Change: The Struggles of
Guyana Workers (1964 — 1994) with emphasis on the sugar
imdustry.

o [ust Kwayana - Walter Rodney

o [Father Andrew Morrtson SJ - Justice: The Struggle for
Democracy mn Guyana 1952 - 1992

e Walter Rodney - The Struggle Goes On

¢ Sallahuddin - Guyana: The Struggle tor Liberation 1945 — 1992

e Ashton Chase - Guyana: A Nation in Transit: Burnham’s Role

e David A. Granger - National Defence: A Brief History of The
Guyana Defence Foree 1965 - 2005

e Gearge K. Danns - Domination and Power in Guyana: A Study

of the Police in a Third World Context

{2.The Pegasus lotel

1.36 During our hearings, Commissioners were accommodated at
the Pegasus [otel. We were very comfortable. Besides, at all times, we

were made to feel welcome by the management and staff of the facility.

13



CHAPTER 2

A BIBLIOGRAPITY ON DR, WALTER RODNIEY

-

2.1 Both the Dr. Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry and the
Report that follows are largely about Rodney; how he met his death; who
was responsible therefor and whether the person responsible acted alone or

whether he was counseled, procured, aided or abetted so to do.

2.2 [0 that context. no justitication is needed tor commencing the

Report with a biographical note on Dr. Walter Anthony Roduoey.

2.3 Walter Rodney was horn in Georgetown, Guyana, on March
234 1042, e came from a working class family of five (3) sons, Fis
Grther Fdward was a tailor and his mother Pauline was i scamstress. [hey
were both supporters ol the PPP. According to s older brother, Fawrence
Edward Rodney, Waller was o “bright boy” at school and got a scholarship to
Queens College, the top male high school in the country. There, he excelled
academically and carned a reputation as an outstanding debater. Walter also

had an interest in sports and was & good athlete.

2.4 in 1960, Walter praduated Frst in his class and won an open
scholarship to the University College of the West Indies, ay it was then

Lnown at Mona, Jamaica. He entered the History Department and graduated

with First Class Honours in 1963 Rodney then atiended the School of

Oriental and African Studics, a constituent colfege of the University ot

London. where at age 24, he received his Pl with Honours in African

14



History. Rodney’s thesis, A History of the Upper Guinea Coast, was

published by Oxford University Press in 1970,

2.5 As a stadent in Jamaica, Walter maintained his reputation as an

outstanding debater. Besides, he participated in discussion circles.

2.6 When Walter was in London, his brother Lawrence was also
there. lle testified that they both spoke at Hyde Park and attended meetings
at the West Indies Student Centre. Besides, they attended Pan African type

gvents,

2.7 In 1965 when Walter was in London, he participated in a
symposium an Gayana, It was during that period that he came In contact
with the prominent West Indian intellectual and political analyst, C.L.R.

James, and became one of his devoted students,

[

.8 Walter was multi-lingual.  He lcarnt Spanish, Portuguese,

French and Swahili in order to facilitate his research for his doctoral thesis.

2.9 The teaching appointment which Walter first accepted was in
Tanzania before returning to Jamaica and to the University of the West

[ndies in 1968 as a lecturer in the History Department.

2.10 In Janaica, Rodney combined his scholarship with activism and
became a voice for the ander-represented and the disenfranchised. He

became particularly close to the Rastafarians and the Jamaican masses to

15




whom he took his message ot Black Power, Black Liberation and Black
Consciousness.  He shared his knowledge of African history with them.
And his speeches and lectures to those groups were published  as

Groundings With My Brothers, 1t became a picce of literature critical to the

Caribbean Black Power Movement.

2.11 Rodney’s activities had by then attracted the attention of the
JTamatcan Government then headed by Prime Minister Hugh Shearer. And
after attending the Black Writers™ Confercnce in Montreal, Canada, in 1968,
Radney was banned {rom re-entering Jamaica.  That decision atltracted
considerable publicity in Jamaica and beyond. It sparked widespread riots
and revolts in Kingston on October 6™, 1968, in what came to be known as

the “Rodney Riots”.

212 flaving been expelled from Jamaica, Walter returned to
Tanzania.  There he lectured from 1968 to 1974 and continued his
groundings in Tanzania and other parts of Southern Alrica.  He became
deeply involved in the African Liberation Struggles of that era.  And that
influenced his second major work and his best knawn, How Europe
Underdeveloped Africa. Tt was published in London in 1972, It has since
becn translated into many languages. Father Malcolm Rodrigues, the Jesuit
pricst and [riend of Rodney, testified that he met a Prolessor from Australia
who informed him that Rodney was respected not only tn Tlurope but 1n
Australia as well. Turther, that the boolc is regarded “as compulsory reading

for any student who wishes to embark on a study of African History™.
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2.13 Notwithstanding the pressures in the last year of his life,

Rodney managed to complete four books inctuding an academic work:

1. A History of the Guyanese Working People, 1881 - 1905.
2. A Political Call to Action: People’s Power, No Dictator; and
3. Two children’'s books:

(1)  Kofi Baadu Out of Africa and
(ily  Lakshmi Out of India.

Other books written by Rodney include:
Masses in Action, 1966
The Imperialist Partition of Africa, 1970
The Question of Disengagement from Imperialism, 1971
Tanzanian Ujamaa and Scientific Socialism, 1972
The African Revolution, 1972
Marxism and African, 1975
Class Contradictions in Tanzania, 1975
International Class Struggle in Africa, the Caribbean and America,

1975
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2.14 Rodney through his writings and his publishing, cstablished an
mtellectaal tradition which today makes Dar-Es-Salaam one of the cenlers of
Adrican politics and history,  Critical articles were written by Rodney on
Tanzanian Ujamaa*, inmiperialism, underdevelopment, and the problems off
State and class formation in Africa. Many ofthe articles which were wrilten
in Tanzania appeared in Maji Maji, the discussion journat ot the TANU

Youth League at the University.

205 Walter Rodney was a Pan-Africanist. He developed close
politicat relationships with those who were struggling to change the external
contrnl of Alrica.  He was also very close o some of the leaders ol the
liberation movements in Southern Afica.  Together with other Pun-
Alricanists, he participated in discussions leadnig up to the Sixth PPan-
African Congress, held n Tanzania in 1974 In preparation lor the
Congress, he wrote a piece: "Towards the Sixth Pan-African Congress:
Aspects of the Internatianal Class Struggle in Africa, the Carihbean «nd

America’

2. 16 n 1974 Walter Rodney returned to Guyana 1o take up an
appointment as Prafessor ol Hhstory at the University of Guvana.  The
Academic Board had appointed him, but the Untversily Counctl, desceribed

by liusi Kwayana as a “political body”, rescinded that appointment.
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* Ujmnaa i Swahili means: ‘extended family™; *brotherhood” or socialism. It is a political concept developed by
Julius Nyerere of Tanzania asserting that a person develops through his community

2.17 According to the testimony ot the Eusi Kwayana, “the whole
country was looking forward to Dr. Walter Rodney, even before he set foot
in Guyana”. He continued: “Ifrom the time he was banned from Jamaica

and came to the notice of the public as a son abroad, he was a very popular

force in the imagination and hearts of the Guyanese people...."

2.18 Resulting from the Council’s rescission of his appointment, the
African Society for Cultural Relations with Independent Africa in Guyana
(ASCRIA) decided to develop a national coalition of resistance. According
to Mr. Kwayana, the recession of his appointment was seen by ASCRIA as
“everybody business ”. In consequence, all the political parties were spoken
to, including the PPP with its large constituency among Indian Guyanese at
that time, the Working People’s Vanguard Party, the Indian Political
Revolutionary Associates (IPRA) and the Liberator Party.

2.19 Public meetings to protest the rescission of the appointment of
Dr. Rodney were being held and this raised what Mr. Kwayana described as
“a storm and great resentment from the Government and they had it be

knowr that this was not a welcomed step”.

2.20 There was, according to Lusi Kwayana, “spite, fear and
hostility to Walter Rodney even before his return”. He attributed this to the
fact that Walter Rodney at the street corners was a very effective person,
speaker, and that Rodney later called the Head of Government “king kong”

and made other remarks to his discredit.
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2.21 The House ol Isracl, as described by Mr. Kwayana was a “kined
of street foree for the regime Jor the time ™, and he testified that they played a

areat role in the attack on the public meetings and the resuliing disruptions.

222 Mo Kwavana, in the course of his testimony, recatled the
meeting at Middle and Cummings Streets and that when Dr. Jagan was
lalking, the “assault began'.  Dr. Kwayana explained that Dr. Jagan
speaking in Georgelown “was rot a welcomed thing far the rivaled partr”
In Mr. Kwayana's words, “there was a legitimacy war between the PP and
the PNC. as to who way the rigliful ruler of Guvana. So the PNC ruling at
that time with a tvo-thirds majorine could nat allow certain people to speak

to the citizens of Georgetown ™. That was part ot his anatysis of the political

sttuattan in Guyana,

2.23 The meeting was deseribed by Mr. Kwayana as “massive " and
he added that “nothing like it had been seen since ihe 1930s, whea the
popuar united Peoples Progiressive Party, hefore the split, won the Eloction
hainds down ™. The public mectings were described as “arge, multi-racial
and energeric”. That was, said Mr. Kwayana, an cxperiencesspectacle that

had died since 1955,

2.24 The PNC lelt the organized vesponse to the University
Council's decision not to contirm the Academic’s Board decision to appoint
Dr. Rodnev to the Chair in hstory was T chattenee” and that those

aroanizing the public meetings had “no pight 1a cive a microphone o tlietr
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rival 7. In fact, Mr. Kwayana revealed that while Dr. Jagan was just opening
his speech, a policeman came up and stopped him. FHe added that when
Tacuma Ogunseye, a market vendor and craftsman, who was also a political
activist, founding member of the WPA and a close associate of Dr. Rodney,

tried to defend Dr. Jagan he was charged with assaulting a peace officer.

2.25 The protest in support of Dr. Rodney was not only domestic
but, according to Mr. Kwayana, it came “from ull around the post-colonial
world”. He referred to a letter from Professor Ali Mazrui, a Kenyan scholar
of “great eminence”, sent to the Ambassador ot Guyana tn Washington,
DC, to be transmitted to the Government of Guyana pleading that, to
paraphrase Mr. Kwayana, “they do not make the mistake of shutting out «
person with the qualities of Dr. Walter Rodney from the educational
institutions of the Government of Guyana”. e appealed not to let the
gentleman become just “another exile somewhere in the so-called

metropolis .

2.26 Subscquent to his return to Guyana, Rodney spent mueh time
educating the masses in public meetings which he saw as a forum for both
education as well as agitation. He also spoke with smaller groups which
were attended by WPA members, supporters and others not restricted to
those living in Georgetown. He was invited to give lectures at the
Umiversity of Guyana at the request of the University of Guyana Workers’
Union. He later extended those classes to bauxite workers in the
communities of McKenzie, Kwakwani and Everton. Additionally, he held

history classes as his home.
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2.27 Rodney further extended his educational reach to sugar workers
as well. Though his work in that respect was, wrote Ogunseye, “fess formal
und less intensive due to the fact that the sugar workers were ot phvsically
concentrated in one place like the bauxite workers”. e added that sugar
workers were historically organized by the PPP, and the WPA and Rodney,
in order to maintain opposition unity and avoid antagonizing the PPP, “ivas

carefil to avoid being seen us courting PPP supporters .

2.28 When Rodney returned 1o Guyana in 1975, the WPA was
already established. lle joined the Party and though he never held any
formal position therein, he was rapidly perceived by the masses as the leader
of the party. As the principal spokesman of the WPA, at a conference
sponsored by the Graduate Students of the State University of New York at
Binghamton and the Institute for Global Cultural Stadics in 1986, in honour
of Rodney’s life work, Ogunseye indicated that Rodney took the lcad in

articulating the strategy of the party in the following respects:

(1) De-cmphasizing race and emphasizing class;

{2) Undcrstanding that political power would not be achieved by clectoral
Imeans;

(3)Recognizing that the party organization had to be both overt and
covert;

{(4)Seeing the nced to mount a direct challenge to the sclf-created image

of the dictator Barnham; and
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(5)Recognizing that the masses must be involved in their own self-

cmancipation.

2.29 Rodney was a master in the art of public speaking and, added
Ogunseye: “it was his willingness to lead by example even in the wmost
daring  engagements in pursuit of his objectives that captured the
imagination of the entire party and the Guyanese masses”. He was a slim
man of average height who was easily recognized by his distinctive beard

and bespectacled visage.

2.30 On Juty | ' 1978, the olfice of the General Secretary of the
Pcople’s National Congress and the Ministry ot National Development was
destroyed by fire. The next day a number of WPA members and supporters
were detained, included among there were Dr. Rodney, Dr. Roopnarine and
Omawale, promincnt activists and intellectuals, who were arrested and

charged with arson.

2.31 That heightened a process of public confrontation with what
Ogunseye termed was “the PNC dictatorship”. That conirontation ushered
in the Civil Rebellion and eventually the death of Rodney on Friday, June

13" 1980 at age 38,

2.32 WALTER: THE FAMILY MAN

232 Walter was married to Dr. Patricia Rodney and had three

children namely, Shaka, his son, and Kanini and Asha, his daughters.
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2.33 Walter did not spend alt of his cnergies in writing, mobilization
and lecturing. Ile was a rounded man, according to his wife Patricia, who
was good with his hands and built alt the book shetves in his house. He was
very involved, too, in the lite of his children and took them to school most
mornings and aliernated with his wife in picking them up on cvenings. lle
even insisted on combing the girls’ hair which, according to his wife, “fie
could not do”. In fact, on the very evening of his death, Rodney had carlicr

attended an cvent at one of his daughters’ school.

2.34 Every Friday cvening he had a meeting with hits children and
revicewed with them their school work and coquired how they were gelting
on. According to Patricia, be took the children everywhere and they ended
up frequently at the Archives. Whenever convenient, so to do, he took them

with him on his visits Lo Linden.

2.35 (On the morning of June 13" 1980, he took the children to
school and returned home where he and his wife discussed a recent
invitation for him to work at the University in Zimbabwe. [le had in the past
ignored many such invitations from other universitics. On this occasion, he
was particularly keen and actually decided to go to Zimbabwe. Later the

cvening, he was dead.

2.36 WITAT FACTORS INFORMED THAT CHANGLE OF
OUTLOOK?
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2.36 That seeins explainable on several bases. To begin with, he had
recently lost a close fellow activist. He was aware, too, of the stresses being
felt by his in-laws who were subjected to frequent police visits and searches.
In addition, he felt it necessary for the children’s education to be pursued in
an environment more conducive to learning. The dangers of the society were
not at all lost on him and in the past, he had brushed them aside because he
felt he had a commitment to continue the work he was doing in terms of

building the solidarity between the races in Guyana. And that took

precedence.
2.37 REACTION TO RODNEY’S DEATH
2.37 The immediate reaction of the Catholic Church to Rodney’s

death was to call for Guyanese to refuse to what Father Andrew Morrison,
ST in his book: JUSTICE: The Struggle for Democracy in Guyana, 1952 —
1992 at page 152, called “the option of counter violence and to proclaim by

word and deed their opposition fo violence”.

2.38 Many stirring tributes were paid to Rodney on the day of his
interment and, the celebrated Barbadian author and friend of Rodney,

George Lamming, in paying tribute, declared:

“Today we meet in a dangerous land, and at the most dangerous of
times. The danger may be that the supreme authority, the supervising
conscience of this nation, has ceased to be amenable to any

requirement of ordinary human decency”,
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Quoted by Father Morrison at page 136 of his book.

2.39 Ot Rodney's death, Burnham echoed a different note uand had
this to sav: “Sud us T am at his inglovious cnd, { know thar somewhoere

therein there is hound to be a lesson for the misguided others ™

2.40 THE FUNERAL
2.40 Ms. Karen DeSouza was not a member ot the WPA, but was

sympathetic to their cause and followed up their meetings. She was triendty,

too, with many in the lcadership of the WPA,

2 She testified that the funeral of Rodney was, “an astonishing
display of racial solidarity and defiance”. the defiance was explained on
the premise that it was made known that to attend Rodney’s tuneral was to
risk losing one’s job.  She also described the funeral procession which
moved from along the East Coast into the city, as “the maost massive display
of racial solidavity in the recent histary of Guyvana with over 30.000 in

attendance

2.42 A large number of persons came from many parts of the world,
“ot all of whom were allowed to enter the countrv”, according 1o the

evidence ot Bust [Kwavanit.
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2.43 The carly hours of the morning following the death of Dr.
Rodney, there were distributed in the yard outside of his house and in the
strects of GcOrgetown, what appears to be a nursery rhyme. It was simply
entitled: TO WALTER. And it was significant that it appeared at a time

when the details of his death were not fully known.

2.44 'The text 1s as follows:

TO WALTER

Hickory Dickory, Doc

Appointment at 8 o’clock

We wouldn’t need no bail

And this walkie-talkie start talk!

Rockabye Rodney now lives in the past
Dispatched to his master so quick and so fast,
T’was never the intention

That his fiendish invention

Would choose his own lap for the blast,

- Text of a pminphlet that began circulating
on the streets of Georgetown, early in the
morning of Saturday, June 14, 1980. The
lines parody the children’s nonsense
rhyme Hickory Dickory, Doc

27

.....



245 The rhvie containg details ot Rodney™s death such as its
suddenness which resulted [rom the walkie-talkic and which at the time was
located on his lap.  tThe words to “"Rockabve Walter” appear to be a
reterence to the lullahy “Rockabye Baby” which is well known and deals

with people Falling [ram great heights, often to thetr deaths.

246 We regard it as a posthumeus taunt sceking to mock and

triviahze Dr. Rodney's death.

2.7 Nursery  rhymes, though often seen as solely  for the
cntertainment ol children, ofi-times have hidden meanings.  They can be

important records of historical events or propagatuda picees.

248 In this case, there appeass to be a propiaganda component to the
rhyme as it refers to Rodney’s liendish device and the implied theary seems
to suggest that he had obtained the incendiary device for some sinister
purpose of his own. It suggests, too, that he was responsibie lor his own

death.

2.49 [t scems likely that the rhyme was mtended o send a message
of terror to those whom Burnham referred to 1n s comment on Rodney's
death as “the misguided others”. It would appear, oo, that it was intended
to detlect suspicion [rom other persons and support the thesis ot an acewdent

which was wholly attributable ta Rodney.
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CHAPTER 3

VO EXAMINE THE FACT AND CIRCUMSTANCES INMEDIATELY PRIOR, AT T
TIME OF, AND SUBSEQUENT 10, THE DEATH OF DR, WALTER RODNEA IN
ORDER TO DETERNMINE, AS FAR AS POSSIBLE, WHO OR O WHAT VAN
RESPONSIBLE FOR THE EXPLOSION RESULTING IN FHE DEATH OF DR
WALTER RODNEY - TOR 1 |

R The Relationship between Rodney, WPA and Jagan

3 Whatever semblance of interraciaf unity might have resulted |
from the victory of the PPP in 1953 with Jagan and Bursham operating
under the same roof, as it were, was shattered following the suspension of
the constitution by the British Government and the sphit of the PPP later in

1953,

32 Jagan was theting  with communism  and Burnham  was

prescnted iy a hiberal democrat committed to o democratic and constitutional
path to the country's develapment.  That split in the scmblance of cthnie
harmony was further widened when in 1957 Burnham foutded the Peoples’
National Congress (PNC). Its support was mamly among Afro-Guyanese
and in the urban centres. The PPP was, on the other hand, almost
exclusively supported by the Indo-Guvanese lound in the savannah areus

and the country districts.

33 The PPP won the General Elections in 1957 and 1961, Those
victories rellected the stubborn demogriaphic reality thiat Indo-Guyanese
constituted 51%% of the population and Agro-Guyanese were no more i -

35%. In the lirst-pass-the-post clectoral system such as operated in Guyiani |

10
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at the time, the PPP had a distinct advantage and could not be casily

defeated.

3.4 Jagan’s procommunist stance in the midst of the Cold War was
a4 matter of deep concern to Washington and London. [t did not come as a
surprise when, at the Independence Talks, there was an acute divide between
the PPP and the PNC and the United Force, a third party, on the question of
what electoral system should obtain in the General clection insisted upon by

the British Government as a pre-condition to independence.

3.5 In the face of deadlock with respect to the electoral system that
should be instituted going forward, Jagan suggested that the Sccretary of
State for the Colonies should determine the matter.  He supported the

Opposition’s insistence on Proporttonal Representation (PR).

3.6 What PR did was to lessen the large clectoral divide between
the Indo-Guyanese and the Afro-Guyancse. It provided a third party,
namely, the United Force, led by a Portuguese businessman and which was
fundamentally opposed to Jagan’s views, the opportunity to secure enough

seats to join with Burnham in forining the Government in 1964 and 1968.

3.7 But when once the coalition between the PNC and the United
IForce had collapsed, and Burnham had exhausted his tcchnique of attracting
sitting members of the PPP to his administration, new modalities were

needed to keep a distinctly minority party in power.
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3.8 [t was in that context that Burnham took political control
ol'the clectoyal machinery, disadvantaged the opposition parties on Election
Day and through various techniques of doublful validity, ranging [rom
overseas voting, phantom voling, proxy voting succeeded in rigging the
clections in 1968, By 1973, the intervention of the army and postal voting
came into elfect. Thereafter, Burnham and the PNC won each and cvery

General Election up until his death in 1985,

3.9 By the time Dr. Rodney returned to live in Guyana in 1974
there was evidence ol an emerging dictatorship. Rodney rapidly stood out as
a man capable ot bridging the pap of Guyancse of all ethnicitics. e brought
new lifc to the Guyana political scene. In addition, he forged a close

working relationship between himseif and the WPA with Jagan and the PPP.

3.10 According to Mr, Clement Rohee in his testimony: “The core
matter of the understanding between these two men was very solid.  They
had a broad vision of what they needed to do, how they needed to work but
those differences never undermined the unity or the vision that they had”.
They were concerned to cffect “change ta improve the wellheing of the

working people”

RN Mr. Rohec did not think there was any fundamental difference
in ideology between Rodney and Jagan, Jagan was cast in the mold of “an
established commuanist leader” and Rodney was seen as a “revolutionary
democrat”. Both wanted o “achieve unity of the working people, unifed

struggles by the representative organizations, bringing the trade unions
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together and this common vision fo make Guyana a better place for its
people, that was basically it.” In terms of tactics, they both placed emphasis
on work among the represcntative organizations of the working people
which were trade unions and the mass organizations which Rohee identified,
as tncluding the farmers and religious bodies. As Mr. Rohee expressed it,
‘the whole idea was to work to create a broad based unity of these
organizations with a common objective of taking advantage of the isolation

of the PNC and the local condition to make a change in Government.”

3.12 The WPA, mainly through Rodney’s presence, was attracting
large crowds to its public meetings. And many, if not all, of these meetings
were disrupted by members of the House of Israel often in the presence of

the Guyana constabulary who did nothing to restrain them.

3.13 THE ESTABLISHMENT AND WORKINGS OF THE HOUSE OF
ISRAEL
3.13 The House of Israel was a religious cult founded by David Hill,

a former civil rights activist in the United States who had taken part in many
protests and demonstrations, There in the United States he was convicted of

corporate blackmail and sentenced to twenty-five years in prison.
3.14 He came to Guyana in January of 1972 while on bail pending

appeal and that explains why Eusi Kwayana, in testifying about the House of

Israel and its leader, referred to him as “fugitive from justice’.

33
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315 David Hill called himsell Rabbi Edward Washington and ,
attracted (o his religious scrvices mostly, though not exclusively, poor, )'
uneducated men and women lor whom he provided housing at the!

l
[cadquarters of the Mouse ol Isracl on Sixth Strect and Light Strect, ‘I

Albertown. i
3.16 The Commission was fortunate to hear {rom Joseph Hamilton |

who was actively involved with the cult from 1977 to 1987, except for the |

period when he was out of Guyana. e provided an insider’s view, as it |,

were, of the structure of the organization, its guiding principles, its close |

relationship with the PNC and its rofe in disrupting the mectings of the |

opposition parties, particularty the WPA. We accept his cvidence as both'_

truthful and helpful.

3.17 Mr. Hamilton who was Parliamentary Secretary in the Ministry
of HMealth when he testified, revealed that people of all strata of socicty J;
including persons who were members of the disciplined forces in the country |

constituted the membership of the House ol Israel.

i
|
i
318 He revealed that (heir members reccived training from |

-
personnel of the Guyana Defence Force, some of whom were members ofz;li
the House of Israel. They were, too, among its membhers, servicemen and lf
policemen both active and retired. Training in the use ol firearms and bomb ;i

. e . |
maling was provided by Mr. Wycliff McAllister. !l

319 PIILOSOPILY OF THE HNOUSE OF ISRALEL '
;!
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3.19 ‘I'he three pillars on which the philosophy of the House of Israel

was based, according to Mr. Hamilton, were as follows:

(1)  That the original Jews were black Africans;

(ii)  Self love which meant in effect that thcir members were
supportive of one another as people of African descent;

(111)) Reliance on oneself as a people supporting one another in

businesses based on our ‘cthnic origin’.

3.20 Father Andrew Morrison, in his book: Justice: The Struggle

Jor Democracy in Guyana — 1952~ 1992, devotes much space — pp 167 to

175 — to the House of Isracl. According to him, Rabbi Washington preached
“a strongly racist doctrine, taking liberties with the bible ro prove that Jesus

L

was a black man and that the only true Jews were African”.

3.21 Of the Rabbi, he wrote that he claimed to be more than Elijah,
he was God: “He would tell his cheering congregation if [ am not God let
the real God strike me down.”  I'rom his followers, he demanded and
received total submission. He, in turn, exercised total control over the most
important areas of their lives. For example, they had to obtain his
permission to accept employment, to form love relationships, to marry and
even lo discipline their children. And Father Morrison reported, that while
visiting him while reporting for the Catholic Standard, he heard members

greet Washington as “hail Master”.
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3.22 Mr. [Tamilton oflered some insight into the structure of the
organization. e testilied that those who had an interest in assuming a
leadership role in the organization needed 1o participate in what he called “a
Priesthood Tecture College ™ which olfered several lectures ot “different
issues”. This was s process that lasted 6 - 12 months.  Those who

completed that training were reterred to as CPriests

323 Bevond the priestiood was another structure of povernment, it
was, said Mr. Hamilton, “fike a quasi-cahinct " Those who constituted that
body were entrusted with specilic respansibilitics not ol a theolopical nature
but more ol a “special cconontic vpe of activiny”. He tllustrated that by
indicating that those who were most senior had the respunsibility for the
social condition of members, for example, their health needs. Another group
of seniors might be responsible for the “social needs of the children who

might have been orphans ™.

324 The hicrarchical structure of the House of Tsrael was as follows:

Rabbi

King

District Pricst

Pricst

Student/ Frainee Priest

Brothers and Sisters
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3.25 Besides Rabbi Washington, the teadership at the time consisted
of Rufus Lewis known as JOMO, Abraham McAllister known as

OMAWALL and Vincent Hinds known as ALL

3.206 To help finance the cult, plantain chips and safted nuts were
sold on the streets and outside cinemas. Most of the money generated had to
be turned over to the Iouse of Isracl. [n return, they were provided with
what Father Morrison catled “very meagre fare and housed in squalid,
overcrowded conditions”. The Rabbi, on the other hand, lived “in style and

drove an expensive large black car”.

3.27 FFrom very early in the life of the cult, the Rabbi was given
prime time on the Government radio stations to deliver his “daily racist
message”. He spoke fluently in a southern American accent and according
to Father Morrison, pages 168 — 169, “when he held forth at in-House
services, speaking from a decorated podium, he could rival any southern

Evangelical preacher”.

3.28 RELATIONSHIP BERWEEN TIIE HOUSE OF
ISRAEL AND THE PNC

3.28 The Rabbi had a close relationship with the PNC and its leadership.
Mr. Hamilton expressed it as follows:
“... there was an established relationship with the Government of the
day and there were relationships with Ministers of the Government
and therefore Rahbi Washington had the privilege to call any Minister

to seek to ask them a favour on behalf of any citizen whether of a
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Judicial matter - f am talking about the level of Government - or
whether it was a matter of some other issue for themseles, ory
Sfamilies, or whatever because there was an ongoing relationship with ‘

the Government .

3.29 Many people in prominent positions visited the House of Israel
[rom time to time including Ministers of Government and Public Officials.

Mr. Stantey Moore, who was al one stage Minister ol [Tome Affatrs, was

onc such person. In fairness to him, it must be said, however, that “fie wos
known to the House of Isracl before he was Minister of Home Affuirs ™.
Jduring the time he was Minister and atter. There was. too, Mr. Hamilton
testified. "o consistent  relationship  with - Mr. Moore and Rabbi
Washington... . Mr. Moore sought and secured the assistance of the Tlouse
ol Israel to guard his property while under construction.  That service @
continued  “aronnd-the-clock” for several years after the llouse  wis |
completed. Mr. George Jackman who was jater the DPP was also a [requent

VISILOY.

31.30 Some of the persons visiting the Rabbi had matters in courl and
needed the intervention of the Rabbi on their hehalf, Businessmen were at

times charged with bringing ito the country contraband 1tems. Some were

charged with taking money heyond the limit permitted outside the counlry :

and in some cases. too, the seizure ol their lunds resulted.  Still others were
charged with attempting to smuggle gold outside the country. The evidence

of My, Hamilton is that the Rabbi uscd Lis contact with Mr. Jackman in his

attempt to help. Even when there were matters before the court the call ot a
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government minister could bear fruit.  Mr. Hamilton reminded the
Commission that as Mr. Kwayana had indicated in his testimony “that when
a Government Official in that time called a member of the judiciary, he had
to respond in a most favourable way or there was a penalty for not
responding”. Mr. Hamilton cmphasized that that was the “nature of the

time” and it was not “Hamilton’s Theory”.

3.31 No specific evidence was provided the Commission as to
precisely how successful were those interventions made for others by Rabbi
Washington including those made on the judiciary. We fully accept that
they were made and that it reflects what Mr. Hamilton himself said — “thar

was the time”,

3.32 Again referring to Mr. Kwayana’s evidence, he mentioned as
evidence of interference with the judiciary — Magistrate Oscar Paravatan
suffering because lte did not accede to the request to remand Roopnarine and

Rodney to prison is but one illustration.

3.33 The members of the House ot Israel were so confident that they
enjoyed immunity in the cyes of the law that they often had in their
possession arms and ammunition and felt in no way concerned that they
would be arrested even if the police knew or suspected that they were
unlawfully armed. Mr. Hamilton underscored the point when he testified
that ”...threatening and assaulting and beating citizens in the Sull view of the
police and they never arrested House of fsrael members” because they felr

that “they had the protection of the Government of the day”.
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3.34 Mr. Hamtlton lurther reinforced that sense of immunity when

he testitied that tor @ pertod he had in his possession a 9mm Browning

pistot and had no fircarm licence to carry it. He added that he had no tear ot

being arrested for being i possession of'it.

3.35 Hamilton conceded under close examination {rom Mr. Basil

Williams, Counsct far the PNC, that within half of an hour on some days, he .

would be transformed trom being a Trainee Pricst to breaking up mectings
and waelding « stick at somebedy’s head, coffectvely uvansformed into

COFIOFIS o | heating pe le up ™
CEFOFISING N Dedling peopte up

3.36 Me. Thanilton could not say of hits own knowledge that the

Guyana Defence Foree was supplying the Fouse ot Isracl with guns but -

having been shown a document by Commission Counscl, Ms. Rahamat,

dated June 24" 1979, he recognized the name Major McPhersen on that -

document which showed that there was an appreciable quantity of arms and
ammunition including 19 G3 ritles, 19 G3 Bayonets, 1500 7.62 ammo, 10
brovwning pistols and 300 Ymm long rounds which vere taken from the

GDE, Vtotally chargeable” 1o the PNC. The weapons were handed over o

the House of Isracl.  The full extent to which the Fouse of lsracl was

supplied with arms rom the GDF routed through the PNC could not be

ascertained as they gifts in the record ot the GDI-.

3.37 THE PARAMOUNTCY OF THE PNC



' i 1
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3.37 The specially convened 1974 Conference of the PNC took place
at Sophia Plantation. 1t marked the 10" anniversary of the PNC in
government and it has become memorable for what is known as “The

Sophia Declaration” at which the Paramountcy of the Party was declared.

3.38 Burmmham, in the course of a long specch in which he
summarized the achievements of his party in Government and pointed to the

road ahead, declared:

“It was agreed after lengthy discussion that the emphasis should be on
mobilising the nation in every sphere and not merely for periodic
clections and in support of specific action and programmes. It was
also decided that the Party should assume unapologetically its
paramountcy over the Government which is merely one of its

executive arms’’.

3.39 He indicated that the Comrades had demanded that the country
be given practical and theoretical leadership at all levels — political,
economic, social and cultural — by the PNC which he said had become “the

major national institution”

3.40 Burnham summarized the rationale informing the doctrine of
the paramountcy of the party and the politicization of Government
institutions (See Caribbean Contact, September 1975 and also reflected in
the book - Demination and Power in Guyana: A Study of the Police in a

Third World Context - by George K. Danns at page 80). It is as follows:
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“Itis the Party thar mobilises, educates aud appeals to the peaple on
the basis of its pragrammes. [t is the Party that selects the menibers
of the political gavernment to execute the former's policy which has

bheen cworefully debated and then presented ™.

RIE Y Burnham is turther quoted (New Nation, November 17", 1973)

as declanng that:

“God says that hefore vou were [ was.  The porty says to ihe
Government hefore vou were, we were. The govermment has got 1o be

in owr svstear a subordinate agency 1o the party ™.

- ; e ; ; : il
342 According to BEusi Kwayana, in his testimony on May 2§ "\
2014 on the doctrine said that it was the “will of the Party”. He obscrved
that it was not an indigenaus notion but one borrawed rom Eastern Lurope

where the party controls the gavernment.

343 Mr. Kwayana pointed to the Ministry of National Development
and reminded that the Minister ol National Development “doubles as the

CGeneral Secretary ™ with a number of exeeutive seeretaries.

3.44 [Me added that “The Peclaration of Sophiv  said that
paramownicy would bo exceuted through the General Secretary and a
number of exective seerctaries . 1l expressed coneern that in (he

estimates af expenditure Tor 1975 there s no breakdown of the mwoney
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atlocated to the Ministry of National Development as is the position in
relation to other ministrics.  There was, he said simply one item — Other

Charges - with a $10 million allocation and “no details ™.

3.45 Omawale sow paramountcy of the Party as “a well-known
example of PNC dictatorship of the Party over the Government”. He further
testificd that that practice arnounted to a lack of separation of party from
Government and State. tHe, too, pointed to the mulitary establishment, the
Ministry of National Development and the Office of General Secretary of
the PNC. Impliedly, he seemed to have been reflecting on the bureaucratic

implication of the dnctrine.
3.46 PARAMONTCY AND THE PUBLIC BUREAUCRACY

3.46 Danns, in his book, reminded at page 75 that Burnham was
fond of saying: “Seek ve first the political kingdom and all eise shall be
added”.  Duanns interpreted that statement as indicating Burnham’s
intentions to consolidate his political position, stressing as a priority “the
paranountcy of the Party — before giving serious attention to the problems

of economic development”.

3.47 At pp 78 and 79 of his book, Danns spelled out some of the
implicatians far Guyana’s public bureaucracy resulting fiom the embrace by
the governing PNC of the doctrine of paramountcy of the party. [lc argued
that public burcaucracies in the context of paramypuntey of the party are no

longer responsible to the public but rather “to the dominant pawrry and its

43



leader”. There is, us aresult, he contended, “hardlv any svsecmatic effort to-

audit public accounts und to presenf a report to parliament”.

3,48 Danns  further argued that the  politicization ot public
burcaucracics i1 Guyana was accomplished by “wide-scale and intensive
PNC party peaetration”.  He illustrated that by pointing to “senior
appohupients that were sanctioned by the PNC partv and the possession of d

party card as an important criteria jfor appointmeinis and promotions.” e

continucd: “public servants have been conditionied to be responsive to party i

demands cven if it inerferes with the smooth functioning of their own

Jepartiment.  Auendance ar the party congress IS compulsory for senior
public servants, who are asked to prepare papers on government policies

and intended policies for discussion by the congress.”

349 According to Dr. Nanda Gopaul, as far as Buroham was

glance 1o the Party and the

o=l

concerned, the pubtic scctor had to pledge alie

heas of all state agencies and the civil service were summoned at short -

notice to attend any event at the ruling party including General Council

meetings. Burnham claimed that:

"a massive campaign has now been launched inwhich there can be

no place for the disinterested and non-conformist who cnvisages

Jicedom in terms of indulging in the practices and attitudes which

were part of the colonial order. e did not win political freedom
from colonialism to protect the freedom of colonialism 1o poison and

mistoad out socicty and divert us from our national goals”,
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3.50 Danns continued his analysis of the implications of the adoption
of the doctrine and obscrved that apart from controlling public bureaucracies
and corporations, the governing party sought to minimize contact between
the masscs and opposition elements. In that context he pointed to the usc of
media ftacilitics by the opposition groups which he described as “severely
restricted and controlled as the government owns the two radio stations and
the two daily newspapers”.  As for news print, he wrote that it was
controlled and opposition newspapers had “a very lunited and almost
ineffective circulation”. He observed rhat “organized groups of party
thugs often hreak up opposition political meetings, which the police rarely

gave permission to holil”.

3.51 Focusing specifically on the police, Danns at pp 82 — 85 of his
book, repeat the views of Prime Mintster Burnham and his Deputy Ptolmey
Reid 1n relation to the police’s new role which de-emphasized law
enforcement and order maintenance and culled for the police “to be fully
acquainted with the policies of the PNC party, develop a socialist
orientation, become self-reliant and aid in the production of goods und

services as trustees and caretakers of the revolution”.

3.52 Dr. Gopaul supports this assessment of the Police Force and in
the course his testimony said that “there wus absolutely no indepenclence of
Police Force, Sir at that time, 1978 -1980 was a bitter, bitter, bitter period
when the Government declared literally war against those who dare

challenge the status quo of the State then ™,

45



3.53 Once of the consequences of this new emphasis was that the
police changed the title ol address from “*Sir” to “Comrade™  And, morc
importantly, “pledsed personal lovalty to Comrade Leader”™ Burnham”, In
May of 1978, on the occasion of the 25" Anniversary of the Prime
Minister's membership in parliament, the Commissioner ot Police sent a
courier to Prime Minister Burnham pledging the fovalty of himself and the
police to “Comrade Leader”. The Police, Danns obscrvel, Ccommtitted
themselves (o being servanis of the Prime Minister rather than officials in

the service of the State”

3.54  Danns concluded that the Police had openly accepted what he termed,
“the wndemocratic and unconstitutional notion of paramounicy of the party”
and had acquicscet in the idea and practice of the PNC interference tn the

day-to-day operations and the functioning ol the faree.

3.55 It was discloscd by Danns that the PNC party allegedly
maintained a “coon squad of thugs who disrupt political mectings organized
by opposition gronps even in the face of police™. e continued at page R5:
“these party goons would destroy the public address system, stone and beat

speakers and even bystanders, and turn over or i other wavs damage motor

vehicles belonging o organizers of the meeting”.

3.56 The view was expressed by Danns that the aim of the PNC
party was o deny opposition groups the opportunity of reaching the public

in any form whatsocver amd he referred at page 83 (o the results ot a 1974
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sample survey where the majority of respondents consisting of Afro and
Indo Guyanese were of the view that the police “protect only government
demonstrators and citizens assembled at political meetings sponsored by the
leading political party”.  The police on the other hand “harassed non-
goverament demonstraiors and often disrupt meetings held by opposition

parties”.

3.57 Resulting (rom the politicization of the public bureaucracy, it
was Danns' judgment, that the efficiency of the service which they provided
declined in the period under review and public confidence 1n their work also

fell.

3.58 Dr. Gopaul, 1n the course of his testtmony (November 5" 2014
- pp 80 to 83), said that the country was cxperiencing “fransportation woes "
as there was a shortage of transportation in the country and taxis were hardly
around. The main mode of transportation was government buses and in that

context, “destroying opponents’ vehicles was a norm”,

3.59 He provided the Commission with his personal experience and
testified that around Scptember [979 after the strike, he spoke an a platform
and two days aficr his “*vehicle ceased functioning ” although it was a Toyota
in fairly good state. e added that when the mechanic opened the cngine “ir
was completely destroyed and the mechanic discovered a sticky substance
helieved to the lave been sugar” that was poured into the engine. The
vehicle was rendered “completely useless™.  The sabotaging of his vehicle

was not an 1solated incident as opposition vehicles were destroyed/
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sahotaged fram time to time. All of that was happening at a time when the
ferry service, the principal means of transportation “had become verv

wireliahle” and those depending on it had to wait long hours.

2.60 [he importation of vehicles at that time. testifted Gopaul, was
very ditficult as one had to tirst get the authority ot the Minister of Labour,
then the Ministry of Finance and, finally, the Ministry of Trade before vou

could appraach the Importer.

3.61 THE IMPLICATION OF THE PNC RULE FOR
COLLECTIVE BARGAINING

Yol Dr. Nanda Gopaut, author of the text - Resistunce and Change:
The Struggle of Guyanese Warkers (1964 — 1994) With Emphasis on the
Sugar Industry - appeared before the Commussion i his capacily as
\Minister ot Labour and testified that there was, in the mid and late 70s. 4
fundamental shift in relation © collective bargaining trom what cxisted 1n
the past. Settlements were imposed on the unions by the PNC Government,
They were not the result of o free process of collective bargaining,

3.62 Dr. Gopaul makes the point in his boak (pp 3) that though
workers’ “solidarity action has not been outlawed ... the vovernment's
repressive actions following acts of solidarity effectively proscribed the right

to strike”

3.63 Fhere was established by the PNC Government a system wlhere
centralized negotiations ok place between the Trade Union Congress and
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the Government of Guyana. [t resulted, lor example, in minimum wages
being set for the period 1977 — 1979, Dr. Gopaul testified that it was
intended to be a minimum wage agrccmcm but it turned out to be u
maxinuon wage agreement by virtue of a decree by Government”’. In

consequence, the unions “were unable to bargain”.

3.64 According to Dr. Gopaul, Government went so far as to issue
instructions to employers that they ought not to negotiate with any trade
union any increases beyond what was stipulated in the 1977-1979 agreement
with the GTUC. Joseph Pollydore was, at the time, its President and it had

24 affitiated unions.

3.65 Dr. Gopaul testified that Government signed a comprehensive
agreement with minimum and maximum wage clause as if entering a
collective agreement but he was quick to explain that “Government did not
have recognition as a parent body of organized lubour. They do not have

collective agrecments .

3.66 The signing of the agreement received mixed reactions with the
strongest condemnation coming from NAACIE which had, since the Annual
Delegates Conlerence of the TUC in September of 1977, pointed to the
danger of the agreement being signed and the Government being allowed to
block coltective bargaining by the issuance of instructions to state

employers.
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3.67 But the warkers were to sutler vet more at the hands of

Gavernment, lor in June ot 1979, the Minister of Finance withdrew all
increments which had been paid (o workers by virtue of therr contractual
arrangements.  limployees ol state corporations and sugar mdustry workers

represented by NAACIE were among those most atfected,

1.68 When there was the strike at the Guyana Stores i 1979,
Governmenl ordered “scabs " to go in and open the store and the 82 striking

workers were fired, Among the seabs were members of the House of Israel.

3.69 My Desmond who was the branch official of CCWU and a statt

member of Guyana Stores was also fired. The President, Mr. Gordon Todd,
was picked up while picketing outside Guyana Stares, put ona helicopter by
Government personnel and taken i an unknown ride. So concerned was his
anion and work collcagues about his whereabouls that Mr. Pollydore.
Gieneral Sceretary of the TUC, called the President who assured him Todd

would be at Ogle by a certain time.

3.70 Mr. Todd, according to Dr. Gupaul, reported that he was taken

on a tour pver the Allantic n shark infested waters, “had his head pushed

out of the helicopter and shown the sharks swimming and was warned that if

hie was to persist in this activity he wmay likely end up in those warers . It
wits another illustration of a public act of terror against an individaal. 10way

tended (0 create fear and was a4 common technique af the Administration

ol the day.
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3.71 ECONOMIC CONDITIONS
3.71 The prevatling economic and social conditions in the country

were very difficult according to Mimster Rohee. Prices were high and goods
in short supply. The situation was compounded by the fact, according to
Jocelyn Dow, that in the distribution of the scarce food resources priority

was given 10 those who were affibated with the Party.

3.72 The Government was negotiating  with the IMF.  The
productive sectors were under performing. Lxports were low and foreign
cxchange was scarce. 'That was the cnvironment in which the Oppositions
parties intensified their struggles. [t was not, testified Kwayana, a race

issue. It was a class issuc.

3.73 Rodney and Jagan working together contributed to a growing

sense of unity with trade unions and religious organizations.

3.74 Guyana was a “totally controlled society”, testified Ogunseye

who added the Mr. Burnham was a man in control. He continued: “fie was

well informed and anvone who stepped out of line had to feel his ire "

3.75 PARAMOUNTCY AND THE TRADE UNIONS

3.75 As far as the Frade Union movement was concerncd, PNC

members who were also union members could not participate in strike action
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and when called by their unions so to do. The doctrine ol paramountey;

meant, in ctiect, that their party came before the union,

3.76

In 1975 the Congress of the ruling party endorsed the following

recommendations resulting from one of its workshops on the role of labour:

Ty

3.77

During this period, Unions should inake funds available annually

Jor education of workers in programmnes approved by the state,

Punitive measures should be meted out to party members who
support trade unions whose aims and objeciives ure not consisient:
with the revolutionary movement.

Salaried unionists should be phased out becuuse this encourdges.
such leaders in supporting uny unjust demands by the workers.
Trade Unions operating in the public sector must be affiliated to
the party, since unions not affiliated can undermine the aims and -
objectives of the party and government

An indastrial relations Bill should be introduced through um(m.sé
affiliated to the party and the party should establish a systein (o'

determine the necessity for strike action

It is incumbent on all party members to ensure fhat the trade
’ I

unions are affiliated to the party
Non affiliated unions whose members helong to the party should,!

through the executive of that union, urge affiliation.

As far as Burnham was concerned, strikes and other forms ol

industrial action had their roots in colonialism and ought not to take place mi
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his republic.. This was reflected in book by Dr. Nanda Gopaul and indicated
at ppl99 — 200. Gopaul [urther indicated that the black workers and
academics, regardless of race or occupation “‘who opposed the regime were
ruthlessly attacked”.  Succinetly expressed by Gopaul, “all those who

challenged the administration came in for special treatment”.

3,78 Gopaul testified that by 1979, the union movement became
more militant after the right to collective bargaining had becn denied.
Simultaneousty with that, however, the trade unions affiliated to the PNC
were subject to the policies of the party arising from the Sophia Declaration
and the 1975 PNC Congress. There were forces at work to ensure that they

fell in line with the party’s philosophy. The unions affiliated to the PNC at

that time were:

()  Guyana Labour Union

(1)  The Guyana Public Service Union

(i) The Guyana Teachers’ Union

(tv) The Amalgamated Transport

(v)  Guyana Postal and Telecommunications Workers
(vi) The Guyana Mine Workers

(vii) The General Workers” Union

3.79 INCREASED MILITARIZATION OF TIHE STATE
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379 One af the striking teatures of the period under review was the
sharp increase in the creatian of military and para-military institutions and

the equally dramatic increase inexpenditure thercon.

3.80 Mr. Robee, in the course of his testimony, addressed the

question of the substantial increase in expenditure bul was careful to indicate

that he was relyving on the {igures provided by I'ather Andrew Morrison, SJ ¢

m his book at pages 104 -105,

3.81 Iather Morrison suggested that to bolster the Party’s control
rom 1974 the military forces were considerably expanded. Created was the
Guyana National Service which was followed in 1976 with the tormation of

4 National Militia which lasted a relatively short period, 1976 - 1997, Other

armed groups included the Young Socialist Movement and the Women's ¢,

Revolutionary Socialist Movement.

3.82 There was a ten-fold increase in the strength of the armetl
torces in the 13-year period after 1964 when the British handed over
responsibility for scecurity to the Guyana government. The numbers ot

military personnel grew from 2,135 (o 27,754, Simultancously military

expenditure rose from $8.76 million in 1973 1o §48.72 million in 1976. That -

represented a six-fald increase.

3.83 David Granger, in his slim monograph cntitied: The Guyana

People’s Militia 1976 1997, posed the question: “Hiat were the redsons

tor the Militia’s  clamorous rise and  atmost soundless  demise?” I



answering that guestion, he submitted that externally the administration’s
leftward foreign policy posture “had the effect of alarming, if not alienating,

United States, Brazil and ncighbouring Venezuela”.

3.84 Venezuela had again been making claims to 2/3 of Guyana’s
tand space. In addition, Mr. Granger reminded that tn October of 1976,
Guyana was the victim of “‘the worst international terrorist attack in the
Western hemisphere when 11 of its citizens were killed in the Cubana Airline

atrocities .

3.85 On the internal front the administration was complaining that
the country was the target of destabilization and thus impliedly justifying an

increase in military resources to meet those challenges.

3.86 The National Service was justified on the ground that it
provided the nation’s young men and women with discipline, a sense of
service and with a range of skills. To the extent, too, that military training
was a part of the programme, in the face of the Venezuelan threat, Burnham
was quick to provide the reassuring note arising from the investment in the

National Service that “every citizen a soldier".
3.87 EXTRA JUDICIAL KILLINGS AND REPRESSION

3.87 There were additional and significant features of the period

under investigation that merit reporting upon.
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3.88 Newsprint was restricted and 1o the extent that freedom of
expression has 1o do with case of communication, that (reedom  was

compromised.

3.8Y Dayclean was the WPA's newspaper and it was printed in
Trintidad by Tapia Hause as no one in Guyana would do so lor fear ol the
Administration’s reprisals.  And when the lirst shipment of the newspaper
arrived they were seized at Customs and a trade order was issued banning,
them. The WPA were prevented [rom “uplifting the nesspapers ™. They
were subsequently destroyed 1 @ bontire but not before the civil servants at
the Port helped themselves to same coptes. i conscquence, Dayclean was

i limited circulation in the country.

3,90 There were two radio stations i the country at the time and
they were both owned by Govertiment. As a result the WPA liad no access
thereto. It was put al a serious disadvantage and had to find creative ways of
communication and getting its message across. That exclusion from the
atrwaves was consistent with the serious attempt by the Admnistration to

stitle its voice and restrict its message.

RICN Of lurge significance, too, was the “extra judicial killings ™, (o
use the classification of Tacuma Ogunseye, by the police torce under the
PNC. He said. too, that the extra judicial killings had gotten worst under the
Burnham administration when contrasted with the pre-tndependence period.
Speaking directly of Burnbam, he said that he had a special characteristic

which only one other politician demonstrated.  That was Janet Jagan, They
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were “both very vindictive”. [e said further that Burnham was prepared “10

do anything to maintain power and that included violence and death”.

3.92 Ogunseye’s testimony is significant in that he admitted [reely
that his WPA cell had taken the decision to acquire weapons. There was no
support for that initiative of his cell from the general party. Nevertheless, his

cell and a few others were, to his knowledge, amassing weapons.

3.93 The Commission is indebted to Mr. Kwayana who identified

and brought to our attention the cases mentioned below.

3.94 On November 28", 1979, thirty-six year old, Ohene Koama, a

Jeading WPA activist was shot in Greater Georgetown by the police.

3.95 The Police claimed that they had seen him put a bulky bag in
the car trunk and, as they approached, he pulled the gun from the bag and he
was killed in the process. Residents who claimed to have seen the shooting
say that shortly before that Koama turned into Roxanne Burnham Gardens,
where he lived. Two police cars came up in in front and behind him and as
he got out of the car, plainclothes policemen opened fire. Eusi Kwayana
testified that according to the residents he was shot “in cold blood”. In
Koama’s case, an attempt was made to have an inquest. It did start and the
police’s account was challenged by the residents on the ground that the size
of the gun described could not fit in the trunk of'the car and, further, that the

riflc would have had to be assembled before it could be used. The Police



never turned up and the inquest was closed and no onc held criminally

responsible

3.96 Next was the case of Edward Dublin.  [le, too, was a WPA
activist. e was shot at Wismar, across the river from the hauxite town, on
Thursday, February 28™, 1980, He died at the MacKenzie Hospital the next

day.

3.97 Police sources claimed he had been shot (in a confrontation
with three armed police, when he and two others were secn breaking into a
house at Wismar). The WPA had a different story and claimed that Dublin
was outside “Bird Palace” night club at Wismar when be was approached
and spolen to hy a group of police, one of whom pulled a gun and shot him
in his abdomen. Kwayana who invesligatcd these cases testified that he was
shot scveral times and only on the insistence ol spectators were the police

preventcd from dragging the wounded hody away.

3.9% According to the WPA, Dublin was subjected to harassment
from the day he became a WPA activist in the previous year. He had carlier
attracted the attention of the potice for he was the only demonstrator outside
of the QUurt on July 14" 1979, the same day that Father Darke was lkilled.
He was pulled out of the crowd and was taken away for questioning. On
another occasion, while he was at Wismar along with Dr. Rodney and others
distributing Party literaturc in the area, he was subscequently detained by the

Palice but no charges were laid agamst him.
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3.99 The WPA connected Dublin’s death to two documents received
by the WPA purporting to come from PNC sources. ‘They emphasized that

“all attacks on WPA activists must be fatal”.

3.100 Another WPA activist, Nazir Khan of La Grange, West Bank
Demerara was, on [ebruary 18”", 1980, shot by an unknown guard as he
entered his vard. Khan had reported that in the previous year when thugs
broke up a WPA meeting at Vreed-en-Hoop, they pursued Roopnarine and
destroyed the car he was driving near Khan’s house. He was one of those

who helped Roopnarine to escape.

3.101 There is no cvidence that any suspects were held in relation to

any of those deaths or any sertous investigations made.

3.102 Eusi Kwayana provided the details of these deaths which he
had personally investigated. He testified that those cases support his thesis
that in the period under investigation, there was a disregard by the

Administration for the right to life.

3.103 The period under review was one of extreme hardships and
difficulties in the life of the Guyanese people. The Rule of Law was
systematically subverted on a daily basis. It was replaced by the Rule of
Man in the person of Burnham and the PNC. No evidence was provided us
as to the extent to which the Guyanese people responded by emigration to
the USA, Canada and, to a lesscr extent, to the neighbouring Caribbean

countrics, But they did cinigrate and in substantial numbers,
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3104 One  of the main  instruments  cemploved by  the PNC
Administration was the inlliction of public harm, including death on the

WPA activists and perceived opponents of the PNC administration,
3.105 The chupters that fotlow discuss in greater detait the role ot the

military and paramilitary organizations in that period and the speeific events

and circumstances which climaxed in the death of Dr. Walter Rodney.

60



l

CHAPTER 4

To enquire into tlie cause of the explosion in which Dr. Walter
Rodney died, wliether it was an of terrorism, and if so, who were
the perpetrators — TOR 11

4.1 Time, Place and Cause Of Death

4.1 On the 13%of June, 1980 Dr. Walter Rodney died while seated
in the left front passenger seat of a Mazda Capella motor car bearing
registration number PBB2349 which had been driven by his brother Donald
Rodnev. At the time, the motor-vehicle was in a stationary position at/in the
vicinity of John Strect and Hadfield Street, in Georgetown. Ilis brother,
Donald Rodney, was in the motor car seated in the driver’s seat. [le himself

received relatively minor injuries.

4.2 On Donald Rodney’s account, piven 1n evidence at this
Commission: “Swuddenly, I lieard a loud noise and ar the same time 1 felt my
body being twisted against the driver’s door which flew open...[ realised
then that there had been an explosion on Walter's side of the car and that he

was seriously infured.”

4.3 Donald Rodney further testified that he immediately ran to the
house of Dr. Omawale, a leading member of the WPA. Also living there
were Karen De Souza and Andaiye, both supporters of the WPA. [le spoke

to the two women and informed them of what had happened.
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+.4 This 15 contirmed by the evidence of Karen De Souza who
testificd that he appeared at her door und she observed that, /iy face
secmed hattered and Blood ways dripping off lin. " Following his report that
“there was a terrible accident or something terrible had happened”, she
immediately left bome and went to where the car was located. Cross
examined by attorney-at-law, Mr. Basi Williams for the PNC. Ms, Karen
DeSouza acknowledged in her testimony at the 1988 Inquest that the wards
she reported Donald Rodney as saying when he arrived at her house, were
“there had been a terrible accident”,  When pressed by the attorney for the
PNC. she testified as tollows: Mr. Williams: “Nosww « terrible accident
connoies what in vour cstmarion?”  Ms. DeSouza: “Sugpests thad
something that you did not expect 1o happen has hoppened”. Mr. Williams:
“hud how do vou, in the same vein, understand these words ‘or sowmething
terrible has happened’ 7. Ns. DeSowza: “Something wiespected  and
terrible and horrible has happened and it was unexpecred.”  The
commissioners  accept this explanation and can perceive no material

difference between the two expressions.

4.5 As Ms. DeSouza also testified, on arrival at the scene of the
aceident: she pushed her way through a crowd that had already gathered. Not
onlv were there civitians in the crowd but among the civilians,
them were the members of the Death Squad.”” She saw, “that the top of the

car was off.” She interacted with a policeman who at first tried to discourage

her (rom moving closer to the car. However, she was eventaally allowed to

do so. She continued: 77 moved closer and savw a smooth dark cxpanse of

flosh. 1 saw that the body was on the floor almost pasted on. The head was

62

‘ot of




pressed wp against the dashboard. 1 thought I recognised the back of the
head which was the only part visible.” In her testimony she further stated
that she saw his protile and that she, “...cssentially recognized that it was
Walter . After these observations she moved away und then returned home.
As Ms. DeSouza explained, the Death Squad was a reference to a special
unit of the Guyana Police Force {(GPF). That name was given to it by

13

¢itizens because of those officers’ behaviour. 1n her words: ... they were
particularly vicious ... tended to be armed with hockey sticks and batons and
they did not seem to have any problem using these on people who were

runarmed.”

4.6 On the testimony of Father Malcom Rodrigues the news carried
on the 6 a.m. broadcast on the state-owned radio statton, Demerara Radio,
the following morning, in relation to the explosion and death, referred to a
person, “whose face was destroyed beyond recognition”. This despite the
wide-spread knowledge, even at that time, that it was Dr. Walter Rodney

who had died as a result of the explosion.

4.7 Later that day the radio station did carry the name of Walter
Rodney as the person who had died. Father Rodrigues was a close friend of
the cditor of the Catholic Standard, a weekly publication of the Catholic
Church in Guyana. {father Rodrigues knew Dr. Rodney and his family well

and spent the night at the home of the Rodneys.

4.8 That same day he positively identificd the body of Walter

Rodney on behalf of Dr. Rodney’s widow Patricta Rodney. On his evidence,
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Father Rodrigues had no difficulty recagnizing the deceased. He testified as
toltows: I walked around to the side and lvoked in. and Walter's Jace was
perfect.The beard was foo perfect, also, not one of those scraggly beards
e normally had. It looks as though somebody took u torch and went, and

singed it nicely. So, [ looked ar it and thought, "What an extraordinary

thing ... "

4.9 Dr. Patricia Rodney who gave evidence at the Inquiry testified
that she viewed the body three days after his death. On her account, the very
cevening of her husband’s death, police ufficers attended at her home and
carricd out a search. The next morning at about 9 am, her sister arrived at
her (Patricia Rodney’s) haime with a bag of bloodstained clothing which her

sister told her had been brought 1o her, the sister, by the police. She

recognized them
v s the clothes Walter was wearing the previows evening ™,
4,10 Later that day, accompanied by Father Rodrigucs, Patricia

Rodney went to the funerat parlour and_was totd by the police that she could
not sce the body that day.  She persisted and returned a secomi time but,
accordmg 1o her; “they sull relised 1o give us permission 1o sce the body.
My Lawver [Miles Fitzpatrick] went o the funcral home on the Sunday buu

they told Iim they did not work on Sundavs™.

+.11 On her cvidence, when she was (inatly allowed to view her

husband’s hady she had no difficulty recognizing and wdentitying hin

Patricia Rodney testified that, three days aflter his death, on June 7™, 1980:
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“Father Rodrigucs and | returned to the Newburg Funeral Parlour,
where [ASP] McCrae and some other policemen were present. The
funeral parlour was very depressing and not kept in a sanitary state. We
all went in to see in the bodv. It wus in a huge poorly working
refiigerator with about eight other bodies, some naked, some half
naked... . Walter's body svas at the bottom of the pite. It was a dreadful

experience.

4.12 Dr. Patricia Rodney described an interaction between herself
and ASP McCrace at the parlour, when he asked her 1f she recognized her
husband. She testified that she refused to cooperate in view of the state’s
inaccurate publication that she had previously been ottered the opportunity

to identify her husband hut she had retused.

4,13 Senior Superintendent Leslie James, the HHead of Criminal
Investigations Department at the time of the Inquiry, attended and pave
testimony. In 1980, Senior Superintendent James was not a member of the
Guyana Police Force, having only joined the Force in 1987. His testimony
was hased on the rccords uncarthed which were produced to the
Commission, as well as, his own experience and expertise, developed
through his 27 years in the police force, regarding methodologies used by
the Force. In the course of his evidence he produced exhibits including
police files relative o the investigation into the death of Walter Rodney and
Special Branch files concerning surveillance conducted in relation to the

WPA.
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4.14 A report of a post mortem examination conducted on the body
of Dr. Walter Rodney by Dr. feslie Mootoo, a local pathologist, on June
411980 gives the cause ot death as; /7 Shock and hacmorrhage and 2)
Multiple injurics of the abdomen and legs duc to explosion.” D, Mootoo in
his observations und opinion stated: “The explosive device was i [Dr,
Walter Rodney’s} lup ar the time of explosion”. The doctar’s further
professional opinton was that the explosive device; “.ovas nor hield in the
fiands of the deceased” as had this been so, “more severe nuwilating injurics

of the hands would have becn seen.”

4.15 Dr. [hugh Johnson, a consultant pathologist. was brought to
Guyana to undertake a turther post mortem exanination. In his report dated
the June 30", 1980, he also concluded that Dr. Walter Rodney. “had died
while sitting i a car jollowing the explosion of a device on his fap which he

was not fwondling at the time. "

4.16 Donald Rodney was hospitalized the night of June 13", 1980
for treatment of lus injuries. While in bospital, he was visited by ASP
MeRae. Donald Rodney’s attorney, who was present, handed to ASP McRace
a signed statement of Donald Rodney. Donald Rodaey was fater on the June
8" 1080, questioned by the satd police officer in the ahscence of his
attorney. While still i hospital, on Junc 2471980, ASP McRae again
attended at the hospttal where Donald Rodney, still a patient. was formally
charged for being in possession of cxplosives. The statement of Donald

Rodney was put in evidence at his trial by the prosecution and in his defence
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Donald gave a brief unsworn statement in which he basically summarized
what was in this statement. Relerence was also made to the fact of the

statement at the Coroner’s Inquest held later although it was not put in

cvidence.

4.17 THE CAUSE OF THE EXPLOSION, THE SOURCE OF
TIE EXPLOSIVE AND CIRCUMSTANCES
IMMEDIATELY PROXIMATE TO ITS PROVENANCE

4.17 Donald’s evidence was that although he was not a member of

the WPA, he decided to stick closer to his brother, Walter, and assist him in
what, in summary, would have been a supportive/protective role. This was
after certain cvents occurred which caused Donald Rodney to become
increasingly concerned for his Walter’s welfare.  In answer to his attorney,

Mr. Keith Scotland, he outlined the events referred to above,

4.18 These commenced with the murder of Father Darke, a journalist
priest of the Catholic Standard on June 14™, 1979, the very day the ‘arson
three’ were to appear in court. A crowd had gathered at the Brickdam prison
from which the accused were to be transported. Machete welding thugs were
there intimidating and threatening the crowd. According to Donald Rodney,
the police stood by doing nothing to protect the citizens. Among the other
cvents listed as influencing Donald’s decision was the speech of the then

Prime Minister Burnham at the third Biennial Congress.
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4.19 Selwyn Pieters, Attorney-at-Law for the Guyana Trades Union
Congress, also examined Donald Rodney in relation to his assistance to
Walter and probed whether the collection ot the walkic tulkic was a secret
between them. However, Donald denied any awareness of any such secret.

He was mercly helping his brother,

+.20 This was the context in which at his brother’s request Donald
Rodney made contact with CGegory Smuth to collect a walkie talkie sct
which his brother Walter had informed him Gregory Smith was constructing:
at Walter's request. He, Donald Rodney, stated that he had visited Gregory
Smith at his house in Russel Street in Georgetown on at least Lwo occasions:
and had met with hin on at least three other occastons elsewhere i
Georgetown, On one turther occasion there was an arrangement for Donald
to meet Smith at an address at North Runmveldt but when he arrived a lady
calicd out to him to tell him that Smith was not present. The unequivoeal
evidence in Donald Rodney's own wards reads, s far as [ know, it was o
waltkie-talkic that was heing wussembled. That is what | understood from

Walter, und that is what [ understood from Gregory Smith, ™

4,21 Donald Ruodney testified at this Inquiry as toltows: "Hell Dwas
introdiced  to Gregory Smith some  thwe in 19800 And, when 1 say
introduce.. Walter told me of CGregory Smith, And, the fact that (rregory:
Smith was making walkio-tatkics for him, Walter, and I assumed the WP
mist say on the first occasion when went (o meet Gregory Smith ar Russcll
arid Howes Street was carly 1980 i could have been fike February, And

the subsequent visits toak place hetween February and June. ™
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4.22 Donald Rodney {urther testificd that approximately two weeks
prior to the June 13" 1980, he had met with and collected from Gregory
Smith the walkic-talkie device for the purposes of a preliminary testing. His
cvidence is that about two weeks before June 13" Walter asked him to
collect the walkie-tatkie set lroin Gregory Smith. Donald did so and was
given a partly boxed object with an electrical circuit inside. Smith gave him

some directions for its testing. In his words:

“Part of the circuit had a small knob and he directed me that it needs to
he tirned to put into what [ would call now a set position. He would have
another upit which would remain in his possession... The circuit that [
had also had a bulb that [ would describe as a flash bulb and if that buib
Jlashed when ‘he’ Smith uctivated the unit the two units wonld be
synchronised. Now synchronised is « word [ am using now...The one [
was given and had in myv hand that we were discussing and one that [
have not seen but he referred to and [ assume he had... That is how it is

heing instructed that it would work...”.

4.23 Donald Rodney continued to testify that he conveyed these
instructions to Walter and that he and Walter adhered generally to the
tistructions given by Smith. The bulb did flash as Gregory Smith had said it
would and thereafier on further questioning by Mr. Scotland he answered as
toHows: “The flash went off: 1 assume that the svachronisation that was
heing sought had been achieved...” It was there after returned to Smith for
completion. What was must now be inferred is that the completed walkie-

talkic was collected by Donald from Smith on June 13", 1980.
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+4.24 On that lateful day Cregory Smith issued instructions not only;,
for the testing ol its [unctionability but as well as to the precise location at:
which the test shaald be conducted. The first test should take place at
Princess Street and the second test should take place opposite the jail. The
explanation given was that Smith wanted to hase the test donie opposite the
Prison. 1is rationale was that he wanted to obscrve whether the transmission
would be interfered with by the expansive metat wall, Donald testitied that
Walter did not abide by the instructions as o location apparently not
considering them essential. Henee the test was carried out in or about the
vicinity of John Street and Hadfield Street, rather than beswde the prison.

4.2 Dr. Frank Skuse. a forensic scientist attached to the British

Home Office. Forensic Science Laboratory in England, was brought to

N

Guyana by the government to carry out forensic lests as part of the police
investigation. This report was submitted to us wmong the documents in the
lites submitted by the police. He first consulted on arrival in Guyana with
Deputy Commissioner Roberts and Assistant Superintendent Kendall, the

[nvestigating Officer Mr. McRae as well as Dr. Mootoo.

1.26 From Dr. Skuse's report he visited the focation at which Dry

Rodney met his death, examined the Mazda car in which Dr. Rodney died,

cxamined Walter's hody and had it x-rayed, as well I addition, hef

reviewed photographs tiken by the police relative ta the mewdent. e
examined several items inctuding swabs trom the lefCand right hands ol the

deceased, linger nadl serapings, portions of clothes worn by Dr. Rodney at
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the time he met his death. lle also examined {ragments extracted from the
vehicle and the body of Walter Rodney. Swabs were taken from the vehicle

and subjected to {orensic tests.

. 4.27 From the body of Dr. Rodney was recovered among other
things, “‘a small capacitor or transistor can, the residue of a micro-switch, a
bewt nail as well ay other fragnents of wire, glass and wood.” He gathered
70 swabs/samples in all. He further noted that on his examination of the
vchicle he was able to confirm that the roof had been torn off and so was the
front windscreen. e found that the engine compartment and the boot of the
vehicle were relatively undamaged. He made no comment in relation to the

rear passenger seat.

4.28 Having camried out his examinations and the appropriate tests he

concluded. that;

“(i) The damage (o the vehicle was entirely consistent with that cansed

by an explosive device situated on the left knee or shin bone of a
passenger sitting on this passenger seat.
(ii) Fragments found were consistent with laving come from a walkie-

talkie radio set whiclt according to wmarkings found was to a probability a

Harris Porta plone walkie-talkie set’...transmitting on a frequency of

x{2.58541 which equals 151.025.”

4,29 Dr. Skuse also found evidence of a detonator and summarises

his concluston as follows:
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4.30)

“The deceased Dr. W. Rodney sat in a stationary vehicle with a parcel
on fiis knee and I am inclined to the view thar his left leg crossed iy
right as shown in the photographs. The parcel contained a wooden
box conitaining a transmitter/receiver system probably part or wholly
a Harris Porta phone linked to a small charge of TNT explosive
primed with an aluminium detonator. The box was nailed together

and a knob controlling a selector switch was available 1o the person

or persons (i charge of the parcel. [ recovered no picces of

loudspeaker from the vehicle. The sequence of events could have been
that by instruction Dr. Rodnev put the receiving circuil onto the
receive position by the control switeh and waited for a signal which
was duly received and released current from the batteryv to the
detonator, Alternatively bie could have mistakenly put the receiver into
the receive position. [f he or his brother had a walkie talkie in their
hands then [ wonld have expected his brother to make his available or
if he dropped it in the relatively undamaged area of the car it would

have been recovered as would that of Dr. W. Rodney,

The possibility of an ‘external’ signal spurious to the Rodney’s or
Smith pnrported activities can be explored after investigation of the
electronies used in the device and information has heen examined
about the Harvis portaphone. The churge purported to lave been
used is typical to that used as an anti-personnel device. The abscnce
of explosive on the hands of Dr. Roduey may or mav not be

significant. Its absence may indicate that he was not assembling a
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device or had not recently assembled a device. Any explosive which
may have been present at the fime could have been lost during the
first post mortem. The hands were very wet at the time of mny
examination and were lying in the exposed parts of the abdomen. The
label part of item 61 is typical of that found on a battery supplied to
me by the GDF force in Georgetown. The components and circuit
board recovered from the debris in the car indicate that the radio in
the device or incident was different from those used by the police
and GDF forces. TNT is an explosive usually used for military
purposes.

CONCLUSION

The absence of injury to the hands suggest that the hand or hands
of Dr. Rodney were not operating controls or preparing the device at
the time of the explosion and my view is that the deceased had an
armed device using TNT on his knee or lap which was iletonated by

receiving an external radio signal at the appropriate frequency.”

4.31 In summary, Dr. Skuse’s description of the box and his opinion
that the device could have been detonated by, “receiving an external radio
signal at the appropriate frequency” is consistent with the evidence of
Donald Rodney as to the instrument and instructions given to him by

Gregory Smith for testing,

4.32 Any suggestion that Walter Rodney could have mistakenly

triggered the device is irreconcilable with this expert and independent

73



evidence. We go further and hold that the theory of an accident has no

support on the evidence.

4.33 His finding that the explosive wus in the nature of an anii-:

personnel device indicates that it was not capable of, nor was it designed to

demolish a conerete structure such as a prison wall,

4.34 No cvidence was produced to this Inquiry that his opinion that

it should be possibie to identify the frequency ol the signal was explored. |t

must be borne in mind that Trenton Roach, then a constable in the Guyuna

Police TForce attached to the Communication Branch, was abie to give the

frequencies ol the eclectronic equipment {aken from the Russeil Street
residence to Gregory Smith. It theretore feads to the infercnce that resources
existed for such a comparison as was recommended by Dr. Skuse to be

undertaken. However, it was never undertaken,

4.34 It 15 also of intercst that Dr. Skuse in his report also noted as

fotlows:

“From the information so far elucidated from the debris it should be

possible to (dentify which person or persons or services operafe on

this frequency und probably trace the components to a particular set.

[ would appreciate the opportunity of examining a Harris Porta .

Phone Walkie talkie systems before committing myself further.”
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4.35 There is no evidence that Dr. Skuse was brought back to the
jurisdiction or otherwise afforded the opportunity to carry out any turther
examination of the debris and/or a Harris Porta phone system. Neither did
any other expert carry out any further cxamination or investigation as

indicated by Dr. Skuse 1o be dcsirable.”

4.36 The failure to facilitate the comparisons that were
reccommended by Dr. Skuse represents one of the many unsatisfactory

aspects of the police investigation into the death of Walter Rodney.

4.37 The evidence presented and which has been received points to
one incscapable conclusion. [t is this: that Dr. Walter Rodney’s death on the
13" of June 1980, was as a result of an explosion of a devise provided to him

by Gregory Smith and that explosion was triggered by an external source.

4.38 [t had not been Dr. Rodney’s intention to bring about his own
demise and so far as he and his brother, Donald Rodney were concerned, at
the material time they were intending to test the transmission capabilities of
the devise supplied to them by Gregory Smith. This testing was pre-empted
by the explosion which occurred while the devise was in Dr. Rodney lap and

not being handled by Dr. Rodney.

4.39 WHETHER TIUE DEATH OF WALTER RODNEY WAS AN
ACT OF TERRORISM

4.39 Common to all definitians of terrorism is the use of viotence in
order to achieve a goal. For example, in the Merriam Webster Dictionary it
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s detined as; “the wse of violent acts to frighten the people in un arca as a
way of (rving to achieve a political goal.” In the Oxford Dictionary it is
defined as; “use «f violence and intimidation, especially for political
prrpases.” 1t is also defined as a systematic use of terror especiaily as a

means ol cocrcion,

4.40 In recent years the concept of ‘state terrorism’ has atlracied
increasingly more attention in legal and political circles. In an article by
Amy Zalman, Ph.DD. she notes that “‘Stuate terrorvism’ is as controversial a
concept as that of terrorism itself. Tervorism is ofien. though not always,
defined in terms of four characteristics:

(1) the threat or use of violence;

(2) a poliiical objective; the desire fo change the siatus quo;

(3} the intention (o spread fear by comuitiing spectacular public acts;

(4} the intentional turgeting of civitians. It is this last element —-targeting

innocent civilions—- that stands out in efforis to distinguish staie tervorism

Sfrom vther forms of stare violence.”

4.41 In all democratic socicties there are fundamental laws by which
the civil rights of citizens are acknowledged, recognised and protected. In
countries with a British constitutional legacy this is usually contained in a
chapter of the Constitution catitled or designated as the Chapter on
Fundamental Rights. In Guyana in 1980, thosc fundamental rights and
protections were set out in Chapter 2 of the (yuyana Constitution and

included, as they still do today, the right to lile, provisions to sccure
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protection of law, freedom of conscience, freedom of expression and

freedom of assembly and association. Section 4 of the Constitution provided:

“No person shall be deprived of his life intentionally save in execution of
the sentence of a court in respect of an offence under the law of Guyana

of which he has been convicted.”

4.42 The Constitution and laws made pursuant to and concomitant
with the Constitution allow for the detention of persons in relation to whom
there is reasonable suspicion of a crime and also for the suspension of rights
during periods of emergency. In fact, under the laws of Guyana at the
relevant time, the offences of treason, treason felony, sedition, rout or
unlawful assembly, riot and failing to obey a proclamation to rioters to
disperse existed. It was also unlawful to own and/or operafe a transmitter

device such as a walkie-talkie without a licence.

4.43 Under the National Security (Miscellaneous Provisions)
Act', the police were given the power to enter and search premises and
arrest/detain persons without a warrant on reasonable suspicions of such
persons being in possession of ammunition or explosives. A person detained
on the directions of the Minister under this law could be detained for up to

three months without a charge.

4.44 Additionally, there was a fully operational police force in place.

Besides. There was the Special Squad of the force, referred to by citizens as

! The National Security (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, Chapter 16:02.
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the Death Squad. Stit! further, there were police on regular pitrol duties and
an intelligence seetionsdivision. The Special Branch which on the official
Standing Order presented by Sentor Superintendent Leslic James, was

charged with:

“ta) The conduct an intelligence operation and investigations of a
securily nature throughont the State,
(hy The collation and assessment of security intelligence;

(¢} The enforcenment of the Aliens Act;

() The investigations into applications of noturalisation.

fe) The investigation of certain offenses of a securify nature, as sci ot in
paragraplt 4

(1) The personal protection, us and when ordered bv the Commissioner,
of imporwant officials and important persons;

(¢} Investigations of background reports of Force Applications and
Fircarm Applications;

(i) Any other dutics ordered by the Commissioncr

Parauraph 4 ‘Special Branele will normaliyv investigate the /r)Huumg
offenses: - (u) Sedition;

(h) Offenses against Official Secrets dAct, insofar as those Acts relate 16
(rivana;

(c) Offenses wunder the Undesirable Publication Regulations;

fd} Narcotic offenses which threats the stabiling of the state.

In addition, when expressly ordered to do 5o by the Comunissionet,

Special Brancl will undertake oF assist i the investigation ol scrious
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acts of sabotage in any part of the State. The responsibility of Special
Branch in relation to the above offences does not in any way absolve the
Divisional Commander, as the Senior Officer in a Division, from
undertaking the initial investigation and retaining general responsibility
for the proper investigation of such offences in his Division. In the event
of any offense listed above being committed in a Division, it will be the
duty of the Divisional Commander to report immediately by the quickest
possible means to assist the Assistant Commissioner Special Branch, who
will decide whether personnel from Special Branch should be dispatched
to the Division to assist in the investigations.”

4.45 The Special Branch was not inactive. The evidence shows that

in relation to the WPA alone, there were at least 10 files, although only three

where found and produced to this Commission.

4,46 There was therefore available and in place, lawful procedures
and institutions at the disposal of the state which could be employed in
response to breaches of the law. There was no need to resort to extra-judicial
or extra-legal action which falls within the definition of state terrorism.
There is nothing in the police files provided to the Commission that Walter
Rodney was charged with any offence save and except the charge of arson
instituted against him and two other members of the WPA which was

subsequently dismissed for lack of evidence.

4,47 If 1t 1s that law enforcement was of the view that his actions or
words amounted to criminal offences, there was provision within the law to
take appropriate action. The evidence is that his house and that of his in-laws

were subjected to frequent scarches. Nothing was found and no criminal
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charges were laid. This cvidence will be the subject of more detailed
consideration later. Suffice it to say that those actions have been

characterized as acts ol harassment by the police.

4.48 In considering whether the death of Dr, Walter Rodney was the
result of an act of terrorism, whetlier by opposing political interests or
individuals or, by the state the evidence which has been previausly analysed
and will be analysed in relation to the other terms of reference must be
considered. These include Gregory Smith’s connections and antecedents. So,
too, must the gencral atmosphere in the country for the period leading up to
June 1980. Rodney’s impact as a leading political figure, his and the WPA'S
relationship with other political organisations and the security forces are also
relevant. Accordingly the answer to the question posed in terms of reference

two will be postponed to allow for a fuller consideration of these matters.

4.48 ACCIDENT OR DELIBERATE ACT?
4.48 There is a preponderance of evidence establishing that it was

well known that Gregory Smith was a serving member of the Guyana
Defence Force. Despite this the Army at first denicd any knowledge of
Sinith as a member of the GDF. Retired Major General Narman MeLean',
then Chief-ol-statf ol the GDF, admitted that the Army at first stated
publicly that no ‘Gregory Smith” was a member of the Guyana Dclence
Force but later on, “dfter we were given the munber 4141, that is when (hey

checked and said ves, there is a ‘Willian Gregory Smith ™" Clearly it was

* £vidence of Retired Majof General Norman McLean given on the 5" day of fune, 2014
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now being acknowledged that ‘William Gregory Smith’ and ‘Gregory Smith’

was one and the same person.

4.49 Major General McClean further testified that he had
information that at some point in time Gregory Smith was a deserter from
the Army but jwhen the direct question was put to him: “Are you able to say
definitively whether William Gregory Smith was an active member of the

Army on the 14" June, 19807, he replied: “I do not know that.”

4.50 This ‘gap’ in his knowledge or recall is in this Commussion’s
view adequately closed by the extract from the evidence of ASP McRae
given at the Coroner’s Inquest held in 1988. There he testified that he,
having spoken to the Chief of Staff (who was then Major General Norman
McLean) for the Guyana Defence Force (GDF) (who was the Major General
McClean) had been able to establish that on the night of June 13", 1980,

Smith had been a serving member of the army.

4.51 Indeed by the tine this Commission convened there was no
doubt that Smith was so enlisted. For our purposes the relevance of the
army’s initial denial is that it certainly raises in sharp focus the question as
to why the army would have initially denied that he was a serving member.
The answer may well lie in an attempt at an intentional cover up. That
coupled with the other evidence which had been examined has led this

Commission to that very conclusion.
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132 The evidence provided by Aune Wagner is that Gregory Smith
died on the November 217, 2002, Undoubtedly, while he was m Guyana and
prior to the death of Walter Rodney he operated as an clectronics technician,
lividence to this efleet is to be found in the statement from Pamela Behatry,
dated June 21, 1980, which was included in one of the potice liles. There
she stated that Gregary Smith was her neighbour until she relocated m
December, 1979, and he lived at 40 Russe! Street. Georgetown with one
Gwendolyn Jones, his paramour. She further testitied that, "o fre [Gregory
Smith] fad swerted to bring in 1o the said apartment radio peceivers and
other type of radio equipinent... i addition o radio ieceivers and sets, Smith

o had on occdSions werthkio-talkic sers and ather mectianical insirumenis.”

4.53 Trenton Roach conlirmed Smith's involvement and training in
clectronics in the security lforees, stating that, 7 was once ot d JOINT
ArnpsPolice Radio Technicidns. Operators Course with fin.”Ina
document dated the April 19" 1980, tound in one of the three special branch

files, reference is made to Gregory smith. e is described as an electronics

expert, “who works on the woterfront.” There it is recorded that affiliates ot

(he WPA and ultimately Dr. Waller Rodney himsclt had sought 1o engage
the services of Gregory Smith to set up communication systems. NO
information or intelligence is there contained refative o any WPA member
or affiliate commissioning or requesting the manulacture of an explosive.
Rather the entry refers to him claiming o have overbeard  discussions

relative to the acquisition ot arms.
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4.54 In the course of her evidence, Anne Wagner presented extracts
from the book ‘dssassination Cry of a Failed Revolution’, purporting to
have been co-authored hy Gregory Smith and herself, but published after his
death. In one of these extracts it is recorded that Smith stated that he was
recruited by Walter Rodney to, “modify portable citizen band transceivers
(Walkie-Talkies or CBs) as triggering devices...” In her evidence, she was
not living in Guyana at that time and was therefore not in a position to speak

first hand to events and occurrences in Guyana.

4,55 In the book it is also narrated that Smith gave Dr. Walter
Rodney the modified device, as requested, and provided detailed instructions
to both Dr. Walter Rodney and his brother Donald Rodney. Those
instructions related to the manner of operating the device and the dangers
associated with its use, in particular premature triggering. This apparently
was intended to be supportive of the theory that the devise was accidentzilly
triggered by Dr. Walter Rodney himself and to convey that an accident
occurred for which Smith is not responsible. Some support for this inference
may be said to be found in the evidence that Gregory Smith was distressed

and/or frightened when he heard news of the explosion.

4.56 This came {rom In-camera-witness Il who testified that the
step-son of Gregory Smith, one David Carrel, reported to her years later in a
conversation; that on the day of the explosion, Dr. Rodney collected a
walkie-talkie from Carrel’s step-father and when Dr. Rodney left, Gregory

Smith, was operating a big machine from his home.
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4.57 The witness [urther testitied that her sister was in an miimate

relationship with David Carrel and it had been reported to her by Carrel that

when they heard of the explosion. “ . he said his step-father was ltke going

mad, started to pull his hair and behoving in a funny wmanner.” $Uis also the

cvidence ol this witness that it was also reported to her that Gregory Smith

and Walter Rodney were close friends and (urthermore that, “he [Gregory

Smith's step-son] tohd us that fis stepfather was very sad when he cid what

fe Jdid. "

4.58 Having regard to the conclusion previously arrived at, we are ol

the view that any such distress on the part of Smith must be atiributed to his

realisation of the enormity of the scheme he had participated in. 1t runs
counter 1o the narrative set out in the book “Assassination Cry of a Failed
Revolution” and serves to undermine Smith's credibility and raises the
question of his motive to lie. Tt may weil be that Smith was lcigning
innocence in the eyes of the family in order to retain their regard and

respect.

4.59 The analysis provided by Nirmal Rohit Kanhai, who was

aceepted as an expert by the Commission, supported, in his testimony. the

findings of Dr. Frank Skuse. e agrecd that the device which expladed was

triggered by an external suurce. He further testified that the triggering of the

device had to be deliberate, given the findings which were made by Dr.

Skuse. It is Kanhai's evidence that,
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“When vou look at Smith's book that is Smith’s thesis that it was
accidental. When you look at the fact it was a Harris Porter phone you
can never come to that conclusion. This is why Smith is saying he had a
toy walkie-talkie set. Once we accept the forensic evidence of Dr. Skuse,
that it was a Harris Porter (sic) phone, then everything Smith says
becomes non-sense just to put it mildly... Because the Harris Porter
phone is a military device. It was a top of the line device... It means this is
about as good a device as you can get and that selectivity rating is telling
you that the signal that is sent fo it, it will aceept that signal to the
exelusion of other signals...the selectivity rating tells you spurious signals

cannot trigger it.”

4.60 Nirmal Kanhai also accepted that based on the forensic
evidence and post mortem report of Dr. Mootoo, there would have been no
handling of the device by Dr. Walter Rodney and therefore no possibility
that the detonator could have been activated by friction. Again we
eimphasize that while Mr. Kanhai was available to be cross-examined, the
Commission did not have the benefit of having Smith’s evidence tested in
like manner. In summary the scientific and overwhelming evidence
presented to the Inquiry will contradict the theory of an accidental triggering
initiated by Walter Rodney’s failure to comply with the instructions given by

Gregory Smith.

4.61 POLICE INVESTIGATIONS
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4,01 Evidence has been adduced of the response and/or reaction or
the police atter the death of Walter Rodney. On a review of this evidence the
Commission has come to the inevitable conclusion that the investigations

into the death of Dr. Walter Rodney were inadequate and incompicte.

4.62 We have already relerred to the 3 potice files touching and
concerning the death of Walter Rodney which were admitied in evidence,
\We must consider the material in these liles as well as the oral evidence

(estimony produced to this Commission.

4.63 [t iy the evidence of Trenton Roach that on the very cvening of
June 13, 1980, there was information shared among potice officers that
Walter Rodney had died as a result of the explosion. Although categorised as
rumour and unofficial it was undoubtedly widespread. Obviously Gregory

$mith was implicated in the death of Waiter Rodney [rom very carly and this

ought to have put the police on inquiry in relation to him,

4.64 ndeed in the statement ol Detective Sentor Superintendent
Gentle inctuded in the potice files. he conlirmed that he went to the house ol
Giwendolyn Jones at Russel Street, Georgetown. This was part ol the
investigation into the explosion and consequential death. There he cxecuted
4 wearch warrant lor arms and ammunition under the authorily of the
National Security Act and found, "« graniiy of clectronic cgrpnent which
includod 3 radios, 4 Banton sels or walkic-tatkic and a monttor.” Strangely
he was not detailed to search for, detain or carry out any arrest on Ciregory

Smith. The question arose at the 1988 Coroners’” Inguest at which both he
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and his superior officer, ASP McRae, were witnesses. No explanation was

provided then and we have none now.

4.63 Trenton Roach, who was carlier introduced, was responsible for
the installation and maintenance ot the Forcc’s entire communication
network, including very high frequency transmussions. He gave further
evidenee that on the 14" of June, 1980, he was then a corporal and was
instructed to report to Detective Senior Superintendent Vernon Gentle at the .
Headquarters of the Criminal Investigation Department (CID). He did so

and his testimony as to what followed is:

“On my arrival e showed me some electronic equipnmient and
instricted me to check them, There were four (4) Bantam sets, two
Midlands and two Lafayettes, three domestic radios aud one VHE
wonitor, all found to be in working order and were found to be
receiving Police operated frequencies. This was worrving to me, but
the monitor was of special interest (o me, because 1t was receiving
Police transmission very clearly, whicl means it should not be in the
friauds of civilian us it will compromise the integrity and securitv of the
nenworl, Of nate alsa on the monitar was pasted a picce of paper with
the wording “Remember to vwork oa the 147 und there was figure 37

overwritien on the 4+,

4.66 Although the dates given by himself and Gentle do not
correspond, the cvidence at the 1988 Coroner’s Inquest makes it clear that

the items that Constabic Roach, as he then was, examined were the very
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Hems that the then Detective Sentor Superintendent Geatle removed Irom
Sinith’s Russel Street residence. One cannot Jeave this point without noting
that on s evidence siven at the Inquest, the then Constable Roach admiited
under cross examination that the items could not be Tound despite a thorough

seareh for them,

4.67 Additionally, from his evidence. it s clear that he was not given
the information as to the case tile to which his examinaton related as he
surmised. quite wrongly trom information later obtained that they were
taken from a Mr, Rowe's house on Evans Street. Detective Gentle, from bis
testimony, was not looking for Gregory Smith when he searched his house,
e was not aware that @ man by the name of Gregory Smith was connected
(o Radney™s death, although he was given information that the scarch of the

house was so related.

14.68 e, too, could not account tor the missing tems. His

cxamination at the [nquest on this point procceded as follows:

“(): Did vou see Mr. Roach report?
A Yes Sir.

Q: What did vou with the various picees of electronic cquipment?

A: Hodged them in the stoveroom. [do nat krow if anvone uplified them.

() {lave vou seen uny recond of the avdcle being returied?
A cannot say.
O: I the report you see reference 1o traasistors and capacitors?

A Yes Sir,
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Q. When anything is taken out from body ar post mortem it is handed to
the police?

A Yes, [ don't know if this was done.

Q. Is Mr. Kendell still a member of the Police Force?

4 No heisin New York. "

4.69 There is no evidence as to how they were secured or as to any
chain of custody following their removal from Russel Street. They were
certainly not made available to Dr. Skuse. Once again, this evidence
demonstrates the lack of sufficient professional care by the Police m the
preservation and securing of potential cxhibits in relation to a case of
national and international importance. As a result, these items were not
produced cither at the trial of Donald Rodney or at the subsequent Inquest
into Walter Rodney's death. Not surprisingly, they were not available to this
Commission thirty-four years later. On the evidence of Crime Chief Leslie
James, “The cirrent Commissioner of Police and myself spoke and scarches

were made and the information [ got svas that nothing of such was found.”

4.70 In the Three Special Branch files relating to the surveillance of
the WPA presented to the Commission, there is only one reference to
Gregory Smith to which we have already referred. There he is described as
an electronics expert who worked on the waterfront and who was asked to
supply walkie tatkies by members of the WPA including Dr. Rodney. No

mention 1s made of Gregory Smith being a Marine Sergeant in the GDF,
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+.71 \Was it that the police had no information that this Gregory
Smith was ane and the same William Gregory Snuth, a solider ot the GDF
or 18 1t that for security reasons his hink to the army was being suppressed?

As part ot this report Gregory Smith is said to have overheard elenents in

the WPA \liscussing the acquisttion of arms. This report of acquisition of

arms hy the WPA will be revisited. However, of more proximate relevance -

at this juncture is that the intelligence received by the police did not include
information regarding the saliciting or supply of explosive deviees rom

Gregory Smith but rather a device for comtnunication.

4.72 [t is also of relevance to note the evidence of Alan Gutes who
testifted to sceret meetings between himself and Gregory Smith and the
information which was consequently divalged to him. IUis Gates™ testimony

that:

“{le |Gregory Smith] rold me that Walter Rodney swanted him 1o

build « high frequency walkie-talkie that would have been able 1o
cover corrain distance. e told me that he does not have the expertise
and whent fie informed his superior, they told him that they would have
the walkie-talkie made in Russia . le said thar lis superior said tiat

hie wonld use the oppormminy, rathier than him delivering a walkie-

talkio, they would deliver an explosive device. e also rold me thar

he woutd have been paid GYDSE million. in those davs, and free

access our of Guvana for him and whether he had awife or whoever.”
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4,73 Also on the evidence of Allan Gates, Gregory Smith informed
him that he reported to a number of persons in the security forees including
Chico. Laurie Lewis and Norman McLean. If this evidence is accepted
Gregory Smith knew that he was delivering an explosive. In addition, he
knew that Walter Rodney was ignorant of this and that their testing would
likely have resulted in detonation of the device. Gates’ cvidence bolsters the
conclusion already arrived at that Rodney did not request the produetion of a

bomb.

4.74 While evidence was given that photographs of Gregory Smith
were somewhat later posted in Police Stations, there is no indication in the
police files or from the evidence otherwise adduced that any national search
was conducted or bulletin for his capture publicized. It must also be borne 1n
mind that the Anmy would have had details relative to his address, birth,
name ol parents and close associates and that a man by the name of Gregory

Smith who frequented the ports was already known to them.

4.75 IMPACT OF WALTER RODNEY AND TIHE
ACTIVITIES OF THE WPA ON THE STATE AND
POLITICAL PARTIES - MOTIVE

4.75 In addressing this Term of Reference, the impact of the growing
popularity of the WPA consequent on Dr, Rodney’s return to Guyana to the
clements of national political life, and  of the two main political parties
merit consideration.  Witnesses  including Kusi Kwayana, Tacuma
Ogunseye, and Ras Leon Saul gave evidence in this regard. In Eusi

Kwayana's words, the WPA was a “collation of several groups and the
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whole was to get groups together that represented different races which had
heen split since 1955 when the original Peoples Progressive Party split. This
organisation from the first, even before Pr. Rodney returned incurred u
mysterious kind of hostility because its members had spoken out severcly
against what took place in 19737 lle further testitied, “.../ie [Dr. Walter
Rodney] was a verv popular figure in the imagination and hearts of the

Guvanese people...”

4.76 Of Dr. Rodney, Eusi Kwayana testified as follows: “lle was
perhaps the first political person of the left that was always a welcomed
ouest among religious groups, priests and people who had or pretended fo
have some interest in social change as they were doing at that time. 1 think

ey had a genuine interesi in social change, but [ have to be broad.™

4.77 Tacuma Ogunseye, founding member and executive Commitice
member of the WPA and who was originally a member of ASCRIA which
was part of the coalition which became the WPA, gave evidence in a similar
vein. Ile stated that ASCRIA decided, “..it was determined (sic) that Dr.
Rodney was a very important political person and that the WPA should use
him... to bring about a political situation in which people could participate
regardless of race, class or party loyalties,” He also testified that the impact
of Walter Rodney on political life was demonstrated when the WPA htad the

first public meeting to be addressed by Dr. Rodney.

4.78 Not only were they able to attract members ol the PPP but also,

members and supporters of [PRA. There were in addition, persons from the
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Working People’s Vanguard Party, the people of Ratoon at the Durban and
Louisa Row meeting. It was one of the largest crowds for a political meeting
that there ever was. e said, “There were about four or five thousand

persons. It was one of the biggest meetings for a long time.”

4.79 Although the estimated size of thc crowd given by Mr.
Kwayana differed (approximatety 3,000 people) the tenor of his cvidence in
this regard is to the same effect. Prior to this, similar meetings only attracted
a few hundred people. The following cxtract {from his book ‘Walter Rodney’
was put to him by counsel for the PNC in cross-examination and he

cndorsed and accepted it as accurate:

“The first meeting at Durban and Louisa Row in Georgetown brought
ot least 3000 people into the streets much to the surprise of the power
hlind PNC. Its thugs were unprepared for this public response and
had to confine themselves to heckling with racist jibes at the fuct that
Cheddi Jagan and I appeared on the sume platform after 21 years
with the exception of a single protest meeting in 1968, protesting the
banning of C.Y. Thomas from Jamaica. ASCRIA took the lead in
proposing that a number of groups and individuals cooperate in the
protest against this attuck on the action. It took particular pains to
invite among others, the PPP and it did this, not in order to get PPP
supporters involved in the protest, but out of respect for Rodney’s own

position, which had seen the PPP as a progressive organisation.”
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4.80 In confirming the collaboration and amicable re-iationslﬂiﬁw
between the PPP and the WPA and the impact of this on the ruling pzn't)if,
Mr. Kwayana gave cvidence as to the collaboration of the PPP and the WPA
for the formation of the National Patriotic Front, further to whicllr,
“conferences were convened in Georgetown among the PPP, the Working
People’s Alliance and variows other forces of opposition to discuss the
proposals, that is the National Patriotic Front.” And, in relation to tire
second point his evidence was that this came to the notice of the then
president Burnham who publicly dectared, “they the PPP can ride into q[]ic."(éz
on the backs of the worst possible alternative hut Comrades let me say r/riksi,
never the dav canoe bore punt”. The phrase ‘never the day canoe hore
punt’ is a ‘David and Goliath’ reference as a Punt is a large barge made out

of hcavy metak.

4.81 In refation to the joint rejection of the Constitution Amendment
Bill, put forward in 1978 he tostified, “This was another manifestation r)/'f/:é
close working relationship - a united position of the PPP and the WPA in the
conflicts of the struggle against the intentions of the then Administration 0
carry out constitional changes wihich were rejected by mass by the
Guyanese people and hoth parties were looking for the appropriate Sforum a*r
part of their efforts to mobilise the population. To scusitize them of n-‘/z(;t
their position were and (o ediccate at the same time, the people so that they
could be more conscious of the position of the two political partics and the
other memhers of the alliance - the CDD and all of that - contributing to the

rising and the increasing political consciousness of the people. So it was
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part of a process of imparting knowledge and part of a process of hearing

the views of people as well.”

4.82 He also testificd as to a united opposition position to the
proposed teferendum, “Well we all join hands together to oppose the
Referendiun. That was the time when the PNC, the ballot paper which you
would vote during the Referendum, they designated a house for those who
would vote for, and a mouse for those who would vote against, so the slogan
in those days was “vote for the house and kill the mouse”. This was the
chant that resonated throughout the country in those days from the

Government platform across the countrv.”

4.83 Mr. Nanda Gopaul, an active Trade Unionist and leading
member of the Union NAACIE, when asked by Attorney for the PNC
whether the PPP supported the strategy of the resistance by the WPA to the
Administration, he veplied, “Well, I cannot say whether the PPP supported
hut [ know, personally, from time to time, [ would have spoken with Dr.
Jagan and he obviously would have supported most of the actions taken at

that time. "

4.84 So there was evidence coming from leaders of both the WPA
and the PPP in relation to a cordial relationship and strategic collaboration.
There were of course and, naturalty, so awareness of the fact that this had
the potentiat to impact membership of the PPP. Mr Kwayana was asked and
confirmed that he was aware that Gail Texeira of the PPP in an interview

with the Moruing Srar, \n London, Cngland described Walter Rodney as a
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“progressive of fuirly acceptable views. " NMr. Kwayana expressed the view
that this “was au ateenpe o downgrade his [ Dr. Roduev's | heritoge from the

planocle e might have attained”

4.85 S0, too, there 1 evidence in the WPA surveillance files that at
some group mectings it was noted and some concern expressed at the
attractinn of some PPP members to the WPA led by Waller Rodney.
Nevertheless, it must be reiterated that no evidence of hostility nr niotive on

the part of the PPP to get rid of Rodney was produced to this Cammission,

The overall impact revealed by the evidence was a positive one.,

4.86 When questioned by Mr. Christopher Rann, Attorney for the
WPA, Ras Leon Suul also gave evidence o that ctfect and expressed a view
that the WPA was attracting supporters of the PPP but he gave no evidence

as to any hostility hetween the two organizations.

4.87 As setout in the report relative ta TOR |, the time mmmediatetly
prior to June 13, 1980, was a period of potitical unrest and instability. From
the evidence there can be no doubt that as Rodney becume increasingly more
popular, the sharp differences between the WPA and the PNC became more
and more pronounced.  This was captured both on the political platforms

and ctsewhere,

4 8K On the evidence of Ras L.eon Saul:
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“The crowds began 1o grow at the meetings and the reasons why the
crowds began to grow was because of the atiraction of Walter Rocdney
and the new kid on the block, the WPA. They were the hype in town,
people vwanied to go to their meetings like if it way the higgest activity
' around... The WPA was the party, but Walter Rodney was the draw. In
1 other words, Walter Rodney could have done what he was doing without
| the WPA and also wiihout the PPP... Walter Rodney had started to move
even ahead of the organisations that he was a part of. He was beconing

| really larger than life.”

4.89 On the evidence as Dr. Rodney’s popularity grew so did police
action such as scarches, detentions and the institution of criminal charges

! against WPA members and affiliates.

4.90 On the testimony of Trenton Roach at one such public meeting
of the WPA on the occasion of the 1™ anniversary of the 1978 Referendum,
Rodney is reported as having said, “You don’t know who to trust, you have
to do something vourself, but don't let us come back next vear to celebrate

no referendum defeat "we must celebrate vomething more significant..’”

4.91 According to Mr. Trenton Roach, this statement was followed
on the very night by the destruction by fire of the Ministry of National
Development/PNC  Headquarters. Following on this fire, members and
athiliates of the WPA, nametly Dr. Walter Rodney, Dr. Omawale, Dr. Rupert
Roopnarme, Bonita Harris, Maurice Odle, Kaven De Souza, Kwame Apata

and Narine Nandlall were detained and cventually, three of them, namely,
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r. Walter Rodney, Dr. Rupert Roopnarine and Dr. Omawale were charged

with arson. They were able to get batl in Court procecdings held on Saturday
|t months before June 13, 1980.

!
i
i
the 7™ July, 1979, the same day that Father Darke was murdered. This was:. .
}
4.92 Having been charged with the offence of arson, the popularity .
ol Walter Rodney did not abate. According v Trenton Roach: “ifier the

charges, the frequency and sizes of the crowds increased.” The “make your .
wills 7 excerpt has already been guoted from the Speech of President LLUT7.S. .
Burnham at the Third Biennial Congress ol the People’s National Congress |,

(PNC) in 1979, Eusi Kwayana testificd concerning this excerpt, "We knew i

wers o thireat, We did not knaw to what extent the threor wondd go in 1979,

Dut it is u declaration of war, Lot thent make their wills. " was directed

gt the WP He further testified, /e went heyvond criticizing fius policies o

the point where strategics were being affected 1o take hin out of power. |t

had reached to that point where it was no longer difettante and just the hike:

in society about WP wcetings. It lad mosed from just making Hie miasses |

Government out of poveer by amy means necessary. It bad reaclied 1o that
point.” Referring to words used by Walter Rodney himself. Kwayana

continued; * Even the rhetaric had become more hyped - the reference 1o

him as King Kong ', 'People’s Power”. " No Dictator . 1{ was very vitriolic. It

way incendiary.

493 The Commission heard evidence from Tacuma Ogunseye that

the cell of the WPA o which he was attached decided o acquire weapois
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for self defence. “IVe felt that the WPA would have to acquire some amount
of arms Jor self-defense purposes and we took steps to deal with that.”
Ogunseye further testified that the collection of arms and was for sclf-
defense against, “Not onlv the State machine. You sec in Guyvana, we faced
the House of Israel, we faced PNC private people with wedapons...far more

and our weapons were so minimal, it was more of d psychological boosting

Jor our comrades so that they could perform knowing that they are not

totally exposed. It is more psychological than anything else; it is no maich fo

who we were up against.”

4.94 He was carclul to note that this was not a decision taken for or
by the WPA as a whole, Neither did he involve or implicate Dr. Walter
Rodney in this. Allan Gates also gave cvidence that Dr. Roopnarine
requested of him that he procured ammunition on his behalf. However as Dr.

Roopnarine did not give evidence nothing can be made this.

4.95 The important point that must be made at this juncture 1s that
neither Walter nor the WPA had been committed to a policy of violence
cven though some individuals in a limited number of cells in the WPA were

arming themselves.

4.96 The actions of the security forces in response to the .growing
popularity of the WPA under the leadership of Dr. Walter Rodney is detailed
elsewhere in this report. 1t 1s therefore only necessary here to review the
evidence of his widow, Dr. Patricia Rodney, as to the direct actions of the

Police and some citizens adverse to their family. On her evidence, their
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children were singled out and isolated. There were tannts and threats from
PNC supporters who passed by their house. Fheir mail was intercepted.
Walter was under constant surveitlance. He was detained multiple times and
released without charge save and except lor when he was charged with
arson. This charge was eventually dropped tor lack of evidence even though

pasthunmiously.

+4.97 This is of relevance here because it indicates/establishes thal
Dr. Walter Rodney was not contemplating overthrow of the State by violent

means but he was now at the point of contemplating leaving Guyana.

1.98 By all accounts Dr. Walter Rodney was u popular, personable
man and there has heen no evidence produced that anyone had a private
grudge or acted with demonstrated  hostility (owards hini. e cnjoyed
amicable and cordial relativns with the PPP and its lcaders and this was
publicly known. There is no evidence of any or any sustatned suspicion or

apprehension on the part of the PPP towards him.

4.99 There is cvidence of the significantly increasing popualarity of
Dr. Walter Rodney and the real threat that this posed to the governing party.
The atmosphere of intolerance and dictatorial rule, the deficiencies in the

investigation arc all the {eatures of the period under review. There s

definitely materiat on which to conclude that Rodney's death was an act of

violence for political purposes. [t may be seen, too. as an et ol violence to
vighten the WPA™s members and supporters awity from their political goats.

It may turther be interpreted as @ means of cocrcion. Getting him off the
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political scene was defnitely an objective of the Government of the day. His

death clearly set back and wecakened the opposition forces.

4.100 Karen D¢ Souza testifted that upon seeing Dr. Walter Rodney
in the car after the explosion which killed him, the opinion she formed as to
what had happened is that, “he had finally been Iilled by the Government.”
When asked the basis for that assumption or belief she replied, “Well, one,
the very seriously adversarial posture of the Working People’s Alliance and
the People’s National Congress. The fact that two Party members had been
killed before Walter was killed. The fact that [ think at one or more than one
of the big People’s National Congresy rallies the Prime Minister had been

uttering threats about ‘make your wills’ and ‘sharper steel* and so

Sforth...That the people in the 'Worst Possible Alternative’ should make their

wills and that the ‘Worst Possible Alternative” is the way the WPA was
named by the Government of the day and thar the steel of the People’s
National Congress was sharper than any sicel that the Working People’s

Alliance might have. ™

In the words of Eusi Kwayana, his death “...proved the extent of the menace

as to whether it was cimjuty rhetoric or menacing ",
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Chapter §

To specifically examine the role, il any, which the late Gregory
Smith, sergeant of the Guyana Defence Force, played in the death
of Dr. Walter Rodney and if so, to inquire into who may have :
counselled, procured, aided and or abetted him to do so, including
facilitating his departure from Guyana after Dr. Walter Rodney’s
death - TOR 11

5.1 In reviewing the evidence relative the TOR 11, we considercd
in detail the role that Gregory Smith played in the death of Walter Rodney
and concluded that he knowingly brought about Rodney’s death. We have
also given consideration to the role of the State in his death. We must now .
consider how Smith came to leave Guyana and what assistance he was given

in doing so and its implications.

5.2 This 1s the summary given by Annc Wagner of Gregory
Smith's account, “Okav, when three men picked him up in front of his house
and told him 10 come and he said no, let me go to the swion and report i1,
they roughed him vy, He was crying, he was shuking: he could not believe
that his friend Dr. Walter Rodney was dead. He ways in a bad state. The guy
gave lim mwo pills and told him this is going to calm you down and they

drugged him. When he wolke up, he was in Kwalkwani,” She continued that
|
after, “Two or three davs...thev brought him down 1o Georgetown and they
took him 10 a ship that was going to Trinidad and they iold hive thatywhen he
goes fo Trinidad the WEPA swoudd give him fake documcents and some money.
He never ficard fram thesw. My brother was in Trinidad witl no docuaieniy,
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no money, no clothes and all the news flashing that he is a murderer, that he
Lilled Dr. Walter Rodney.” There he was destitute. He returned to Guyana
where he stayed for a fow days and then traveled to Cayenne, the capital of

French Guiana where he remained until his death.

5.3 But there is credible evidence of the State’s involvement in
transporting him from Georgetown on the 14" day of June, 1980, to
Kwakwani by Gerald Gouveia, then a serving member in the GDT, utilizing
a GDF Islander airplane numbered 8RGER. This was on the instructions of

his superiors.

5.4 According to Gouveia, he did not realize at the time that he was
given these instructions that his passenger was to be Gregory Smith, the man
implicated in the death of Walter Rodney. In giving his evidence, Mr.
Gouveia testified that he was unable to recall from memory, transporting
Smith from Kwakwani on June 17". On Gouveia’s evidence, he only learnt
of Smith’s identity some days later when he saw Smith’s photograph in the
Catholic Standard in an article relating to the explosion and death of Walter
Rodney. He further testified that he had consulted his personal log book in
which he stated that it is recorded that he did pilot GDI airplane 8RGER on
June 17" 1980, but what is recorded there is that the journey was from

Timheri to Tacoma, a military base.

5.5 From the police files that were produced into evidence at this
Inquiry, at lcast four witnesses, based in Kwakwani, provided the police

with statements confirmatory of Gregory Smith being transported to the
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', 1980 and from the said awstrip on June

airstrip at Kwakwant on June 14
17" On both occasions, Smith was transported in an army nurked airplanc.
For example, refercnce may be made to the Statemcnl@ of Anita Thom, Jocl
Southwelt and Tigerton Causeway, all supernumerary police attached to the

airstrip located at Guyana Mining Enterprise situated at Kwakwani as well

as that of Avril Bourne, a resident of Kwakwani. Thosc witnesses all gzwcl
statements to the police investigator that @ young man fitting the cescription
of Gregory Smith was transported to the Kwakwani atrstrip in an army:,

i
aiplanc.  Southwell and Bourne both identified the airplane by its number
SRGLER.

I
5.6 Bournc's statement further records “thar the man tdiin-built of

mived race, he s about 5ft. 7 ins, brown complexion and has narrow,

. , . : .
Jeatwes, The woman is of Indian descent, her hair was cut short, and she is,

abaut St 4 ins., brovwned completion and has sound features.  They had
some children along with them”. She recalls that she was later imtroduced to
the man by one Litian Smith “as...my lusband son Gregory Smith... ",
Approximatcly onc month later she was shown two photographs and was
able (o identify the images captured there as Gregory Smith and the woman

who had accompanicd him.

5.7 One other witness, namely Robert Vapconten, gave a statement!

in which it is recorded that be saw someone he discovered to be Gregory

Smith “who [ was introduced to earfier by his futher Cecil Smithh ... ... who

lives as Kwalwani Park”. Wt is reasomable to infer that these photographs:

shown fo Bourne by or in the presence of Detective Winston Saigo, who is
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the person who took the statement from her on the same day, are the

photographs were shown her.

55.8 All statements taken from individuals at Kwakwani and
included in the police files were taken by Saigo. All the witnesses who gave
statements that they saw the person alight from the army plane on Junc 14"
1980, or saw a ‘strange man” in the village between June 13" and 17" were
shown photographs which they were able to confirm as having captured the
image of the man they had seen. The evidence of these witnesses both
individually and taken together sharply contradict the account attributed to

Gregory Smith in the book — Assassination Cry Of A Failed Revolution.

55.9 In response to the question whether Gregory Smith appeared
drunk or disoriented when he entered the GDI planc, Gouveia confirmed
that what he observed did not accord with somebody being groggy and or
not operating on his own. He, Gouveia, did not see his passenger being
transported o the plane by other persons. In addition, there is nothing in the
statements of Avril Bourne, George Southwell or Anita Thom to indicate
that th¢ man who alighted from the army plane on June 14" appeared

groggy, disoricnted or drugged.

5.10 The aircraft used by Gouveia was sold sometime afler and the
evidence is that the plane’s log book would have accompanied it to its new
owner. The further evidence is that the personal files of Gregory Smith
which would have existed as part of the GDF records have gone missing and

it 18 believed that they were among files destroyed when there was a
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flooding ol a particular GDF building. The suggestion that Smith’s missing
file was the result of a flood is decidedly rejected as a fabrication and is

discussed elsewhere.

5.11 In the book, ‘Assassination Cry of a Failed Revolution’, it 1s
stated that Gregory Smith’s departure from Guyana to Irench Guiana was
facilitated by WPA affiliates and in the process hc was glven new travel
documents under the name Cyril Milton Johnson. The said travel documents
facilitated his entry into French Guiana. However, the witnesses who were
associated with the WPA during the period under consideration deny any

knowledge of the WPA facilitating Smith’s exit from Guyana,

5.12 It is the evidence of Eusi Kwayana, one of the three co-leaders
of the WPA at the relevant time, that to the contrary, WPA members had
their own passports scize. They did not have the kind of influencc with the
Immigration Department that would enable them to assist Smith in the
manner recorded in his book. He testified as follows: “Now the WPA has
had some of its passport ceased and could not make a passport as hie is

alleged we did for him. So this was inconsistent with our experience.”

5.13 This was confirmed by Jocelyn Dowe, a sympathizer and

supporter of the WPA whose evidence was that in addition to the lack of

influence with Immigration, a further obstacle to travel was that one required

a tax clearance with which known supporters of the WPA were not generally

provided.
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5.14 What is undeniable is that Gregory Smith was issued with
Passport #268685 on the 5% July, 1980 in the name of Cyril Milton Johnson.
Endorsed on this passport is his exit from Guyana and arrival i French
Guiana on the 7 day of July, 1980. It is also worthy of note that the same
Passport shows Cyril Milton Johnson re-entering Guyana on the 19" day of
June, 1982. These documents were produced by Sergeant Alexis Adams of
the Immigration Department, who also produced application form for a new

Passport on the expiration of Passport #268685.

5.15 On the evidence of Sergeant Alexis Adams, there were flagrant
irregularities with respect to the application form for Passport #0890057 for
Cyril Milton Johnson, made in 1999, which was marked as Exhibit ARW?2
and admitted into evidence. This evidence from an Immigration Officer
completely undermines the credibility of the account given in the book as to

Smith being facilitated in his departure from Guyana under the auspices of

the WPA.

5.16 Evidence has also been presented to this Commission which
establishes (inferentially) that the girlfriends of Gregory Smith, subsequent
to the explosion in 1980, were spirited away by the government. It is the
evidence of in-camera-witness II that Gwendolyn Ramotar, believed to be
the same person as Gwendolyn Jones, and her two sons who were fathered

by Gregory Smith were sent out of Guyana by the government to New York.

5.17 There is also evidence from the Police Crime Files concerning

one Joan Melvin, who described lLerself as the {iancé of Gregory Smith. Joan
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Melvin in her statement given to the police on the 3" of Tuly, 1980 averred
that she was emploved to the Ministry of Health and Labour as the
Confidential Secretary to the Permancent Sceretary until around the 23 of
June, 1980, By the 3¢ of July, 1980 she had become a Diplomat employed at
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and was slated to depart Guyana on
assignment to the Guyana Consulate in New York by the 6" day of July.

1980 [or an indelinite period.

5.18 There is common ground between Gouveia and Wagner that,
however Gregory Smith travelled to Kwakwan hie was accompanied by a
woman, identificd by Wagner as Gwendolyn Jones, and children. Anne
Wagner, in answer to questions posed by Counscl Mr. Andrew Pilgrim,
confirmed the relationship between Gregory Smith and beth Gwendaolyn
Jones and Joan Melvin, she testified that at the time of her evidence they

were both living in the United States.

S 19 Although some of the statements in the crime files on this and
other points could not be fested as their authors did not attend and give
sworn cvidence, they can nevertheless be accorded @ high degrec of
credibility as there is supporting cevidence about them from witnesses who
appeared before the Commission. And, untike Gregory Smith, the authors
of these statements cannot be said to fall into the category of persons with an

interest of their own to scrve,

5.20 The State agencies responsible for the insitution ol criminal

prosccutions only issued a warrant for Gregory Smith's arrest in 1990,
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following the visit of the investigating team from the International
Commission of Jurists and their report published in 1995, The advice
proffered by the then Director of Public Prosecutions, Mr, Ian Chang, was
that Gregory Smith be charged with the offence of murder, though his

personal recommendation for a charge of manslaughter was noted.

5.21 The evidence that Gregory Simith re-entered the jurisdiction of
Guyana on the 19" of June, 1982 under the name Cyril Milton Johnson.
That was only two years post the 13" of June, 1980, and the supply of a
passport to him was by a process which circumvented the legal
requirements. Thal no warrants for his arrest had been issued prior to 1996
1s instructive and there is no indication as to what diplomatic or other efforts

were made to secure the extradition of Gregory Smith from French Guiana.
5.22 The evidence clearly points to the State procuring and

facilitating Smith’s departure from Guyana ensuring that he remained

outside of the jurisdiction and beyond the reach of its laws.
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CHAPTER 6

To examine and report on the actions and activities of the State,
such as the Guyana Police Force, the Guyana Defence Foree, the
Guyana Narional Service, the Guyana People’s Militia and those
wito were in contmnand and superintendence of these agencics, to
determine wierher they were tasked with the surveillance of aud the
careving out of actions, and whether they did execute those tasks
and carried out those actions agaiast the Political Opposition for the
period I January, 1978 to 31" Decevther, 198 — TOR VII

6.1 The totality of the evidence presented to us clearly and
obviously patnted a grim picture as to how the cauntry of Guyana was run
but our TOR [imit the period from January 1, 1978 to December 31, 1980
We have no hesitation in concluding that the political directorate at that time
under the teadership of the late Mr. LTS Burnham, Prime Minister and later
President of the Co-operative Republic of Guyana, and as Head of State, was
the supreme authority, and Cammander-in-Chict of the armed forces of the
Republic, He was not only the bead of the Guyana Defence Force Baurd but
was also head of the National Security Committee and {ram all the evidence

kept a very tight rein on all aspects of the country's business.

6.2 The tight rein we have mentioned has its deep root and geniesis
in the concept of “parey paramonntcy”, a concept proclaimed by the then
Prime Minister, Mr. Burnham, David A. Granger (now President Brigadicr
(Ret"d) recorded in his bouk., Narional Defence: A Brief History af the

Guyana Defence Force 1965-2005 (2005) at pp. 186-187 that:
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“Paramountcy

The increasing involvement of the Defence Force in party
politics, a marked departure from the apparent non-partisan
stance taken in the immediate post-Independence period, raised
public concern about the direction being taken by civil-military
relations. This pattern of politicization became more evident
after the promulgation of the Declaration of Sophia on 14
December 1974, exactly 10 years afier the PNC had first come

10 power....

As a consequence of this thinking, political participation
was positively promoted and many officers and soldiers were
encouraged to become members of the PNC in the ensuing
period... Similar ideas had been embraced by the GDF high
command for several years and, in 1977, the Chief of Staff,
Clarence Prince, appeared in military uniform before the
PNC's 2" Biennial Congress and pledged publicly "“...our
loyalty and dedication to the Comrade Leader of the People's
National Congress and Prime Minister, Forbes Burnham...”
committing the Defence Force to ... following the road mapped
out by the party and Government. This ritual pledge of loyalty

was repeated in succeeding congresses up to Burnham’s death

in 1985, although not by the Chief of Staff in person...

As a result of these measures, the civil administration

was able to establish and maintain its control over the GDF. It
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was not fele thar there swas need 1o install civilian political
agents in military units as it was thought thar there was already
significant support for the PNC party in the Foree, This interest
was fostered by the attiude of the Prime Ministier who, as
Minister responsible for defence, started to appear regularly at
official military functions, dressed in uniform... the significance

of this symbolisn ywas not lost on the public or the troops.”

6.3 We accept the analysis given by Brigadier (Ret’d)y Granger as
accurale and it harmonises with the evidence in relation to the effect of
paramountcy of the party on the military and paramilitary orgamsations of

the country.

6.4 We are satisfied that Primc Minister Burnham used this
ptatform in order to exert control over the military and para-military

organisations of Guyana during that pertod.

6.5 We have heard the evidence of Senior Supt [eslic James. the
then head of the Criminal Investigations Department (“CID7). He told us

that he entered the Guyana Police Force (“GPT™) on I'ebruary 8. 1987.

6.6 Mr James produced a number of files to the Commission bt
significantty and perhaps unsurprisingly did not produce all the relevant

fites, through apparently, no fault of his own. le produced 3 files, which

were lahelled by the GPT as WPAS; WPA9Y and WPA L0 (meaning Working

People’s Alliance 8, 9 and 10). These files came from Spectal Branch. which
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is a branch of GPF. Mr. James said that these 3 files covered the period

1980, the very year when Dr. Rodney was killed.

6.7 Mr. James told the Commission that 2 of these files reflect “Re:

Death of Dr. Rodney Walters” and the 3™ is a murder file of the accused

person, “Gregory_Smith”. This witness was unable to account for the

missing files, which Special Branch had at some point in time, namely WPA
1,2, 3,4, 5,6, and 7. It is to be noted that Mr. James, on our first day of
hearing, did accept that the “Walter Rodney” files were a matter of

continuing interests but could not account for their absence.

6.8 Also Mr James whose role before the Commission was to
produce and comment as best as he could on the files in custody of the
Police relevant to Dr Walter Rodney and his death and to Gregory Smith. As
discussed elsewhere of the 3 files relating to 1980, two were entitled “The
Death of Dr Walter Rodney” and the other was a murder file relating to
Gregory Smith.  These files, were at one point, within the custody of the
Special Branch. Mr. James could give no account for the disappearance of

the files.

6.9 One possible explanation which we find unacceptable is that
there was a serious flood in Guyana in 2005 and many of the files may have
been destroyed. That was a matter of some speculation and there was no

hard evidence that the missing files from Special Branch were the victiins of
the flood.
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6.10 There were, too, files missing from the GDT in relation to
Gregory Smith and thee was similar speculation that the missing Gregory

Smith file might have been the result of the {lood.

6.11 Sni. Supt. Leshie James expressed great swiprise at the
disappearance of the Special Branch files and said that in his expericnce that
it was first time that he had ever beard off such a thing bappening. We fully

endorse Mr James’ surprise and adopt 1 as our own.

6.12 Concerning the missing GDF file on Gregory Smith 1n the
conlext of all the evidence presented before the Commission, we are

satisTicd that this was a deliberate act for which the GDF¥F must bear {ull

responsihility.

6.13 Eisewhere in the report we have discussed the impact and
implications of paramounicy on the civil service and on the State
corporations.  But as Danns pointed out in his book, the police force was

scriously impacted as was the civil scrvice burcaucracy.

6.14 In support of this cantention, Mr. Danns refers to an address (a

pp. 132-133) delivered by Prime Minister Burnham to  middic-levc]

management of the Police Force at a training course, He said, among other ¥

things:
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“You cannot enforce law and order in vacua. Law and order

) have to be enforced within a particular context of values and

objectives....

| Incidentally, 7 would prefer to drop the word “‘enforce” and ils
derivative ‘“‘enforcing” and use instead ‘“‘assisting fellow

citizens to have a greater regard for the law and its norms...

I say without apology because there are still some who would

‘ say that the police force musi be apolitical; it must merely

enforce the law....
Policemen are citizens first and then vocationally policemen....

You will be judged by your performance not only professionally

.y r . . 3
but as a citizen, as a man, as a builder of a new society...

I have hope, nay a conviction, that out of those series of courses
there will come many real leaders in terms of the definition I

! have attempted to setout....”

" 6.15 Minister Clement Rohee, testified about the impact of
|i paramounicy on the public service and on the military. Referring to
Sallahuddin in his book, Guyana: The Struggle for Liberation 1945-1992

i| wrote at pp. 308-309, where he is quoted as follows:

‘ * The authar's italicized words. See George Danns op.cit at pp. 132-133.
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“significant manbers of Public Servamts and the Military were
expected to pledge allegiance to the PNC. They did, under the
practice of Party Paramountcy, a policy that placed the PNC ever and
above afl other organisations and ageucies and relegated e
Parlianient and the Government to a position of subservience in

relation to the PNC.”
At p. 308 of Sallahuddin‘s book, the following is recorded:

“ L The death of WPA activist Walter Rodney on June 13, 1980,
widely regarded as a political assassination engincered by sources
associated with the Burnham regime as a means of demolishing the
rising tide of opposition to Forbes Buynham, stould not be regarded

as a means of destroving the WPA only.

In wider terms such an act has to be interpreted as conveying a
powerful signal to other forces opposed to Branham, and fo such
potential forces as may have been contemplating an alliance with

the WPA, that Muchiavelli had not written “The Prince’ in vain.

The involvement of person or persons associated witl the military in

the death of Walter Rodney is widely suspected...

The tragic and highly nnusual cireumstaiccs surronnding the deaths

of Father Parke and Walter Rodney have (o he ierpreted in the
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wider context of excessive political repression, aimed at suppressing
the rising tide of discontent even among Burnhams (sic) traditional
urban supporters...The 1979-80 period was one of intense WPA
political activity centred mainly in the capital city, the traditional
Burnham stronghold. Burnham could not stand by and allow his
political stronghold to be usurped by newcomer Walter Rodney
whose leadership of the WPA resulted in masses of Africans
particularly the disadvantaged and dispossessed flocking WPA

activity,”

6.17 The views of Salluhuddin expressed herein were fully
supported by Eusi Kwayana, Karen De Souza and Edward Lawrence
Rodney, they all testified that in their judgment, it was Burnham who killed
Walter,

6.18 Karen De Souza also testified that there were policemen in
plain clothes who were particularly vicious and used hockey sticks and
police batons on members of the public who attended WPA meetings. She
went so far as to name a member of the Death Squad whose surname was

‘Fanfan’.

6.19 Rev. Reuben Gilbert testified in graphic detail about a large
WP A meeting held at Bourda Green at which the police used teargas, when
Rodney was speaking, in an attempt to break up the meeting, Rodney’s

reaction is worthy of mention. In the words of Rev. Gilbert, he advised the
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crowd: “Get down, all you get down™  The whale crowd got down {lat on

the grass unti) the teargas subsided.

6.20 We have already commented on the sharp increase in the

military establishment in the period under review., What has not been earlier -

indicated is that the increased militarisation of the State led to an appreciable |
growth of the spy network. It should be indicated, hawever, that there wasg
no evidence tmplicating the Guyana National Service or the Guyana-
People’s Militia 1n survcillance activities against the Political Opposition for
the period 1™ January. 1978 to 31" December, 1980.  That cxemption,
however, cannot be extended to the GPI and the GDF as those two (2)
organisations were obviously and clearly tasked by the political directorate
to carry out surveillance on the Political Opposition during the said period.
Support for that conclusion was found in the Special Branch files produced 1
by Sar. Supt Leslic James. The cvidence of Minister Rohee speaks to thegi
surveillance of the PPP’s party leader, Dy, Cheddi Jagan and the

headquartcrs of the PPP - Freedom House - as well.

6.21 Specifically, Dr. lagan suffered {requent stops and searches at.
the awrport when departing the country and when returning.  Any party

Hterature which he was camrying was seized without rcasonable or probable |

|
[

cadusc.

6.22 Ldward Rodney testified to speetfic instances/incidents that
occurred that during the 1978 — 1980 pertod. 1 support of bis statement that

Guyana was under a dictatorship; pointed to the persistent misuse and abuse
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of the military and paramilitary organisations in the country. He identified

the following:

= The GPF at that time was acting as an arm of the ruling
party.

» The Police were being used to break up strikes against
people who were standing in lines and being unruly or
waiting to get bread, kerosene, or whatever.

= The Mounted Police were used to intimidate.

= There were some professionals amongst the Police Force
who were not as antagonistic and violent as other Police
Officers.

» There were the Bauxite Workers Union and the Guyana
Stores workers’ strikes and the “brown clothes”
policemen were used to intimidate those striking
workers. They were used together with the House of
Israel operatives/members to break up the strikes and
intimidate workers.

» Persons who descended on the striking workers at
Guyana Stores could be members of the House of Israel
or the Young Socialist Movement (YSM) (the Youth
Arm of the PNC). The attackers would pull away the
pickets being carried by the striking workers and
attacking them while the Police were standing idly by

without restraining the atltackers.
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6.23 The Commission also rcceived cvidence stating that there was
also m circulation among Police Officers a Recognition Handbook
Working Peoples Alliance, on WPA members. DBusi Kwayana in his
pamphlet titled, Walter Rodney explained at pg. 38 what was the role and

purpose of the Recognition Handbook. He wrote as follows:

“About late March 1980, before Walter Rodney was denied the right
to travel, though he pledged to return to face his trial, there came into
his hand a copy of the Recognition Handbook ~Working People's
Alliance. A U.S. journalist who was shown it ai a press conference

said, “Oh, a hitlist!”

The booklet carries the following under the caption, “Foreword: ”

“These notes are designed to provide a guide to the easy recognition
of personnel of the Working People’s Alliance and vehicles thar are
associated with the organisation’s activities. It must be appreciated
that vehicle numbers and colour may change from time to time as is

now a regulay practice with that organisation.”

6.24 A copy of the Recognition Handbook was presented to the

Commission and in addition to the photographs of high profile members of

thc WP A contained therein, there was also biographical data and passport

numbers. These would normally be outside of the knowledge and reach of

ordinary persons. In the circumstances we conclude that the Handhaok was

clearly and obviousty compiled by an agency of the State, which had access
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to personal and privileged information of those WPA members mentioned in
the Handbook. That Handbook was in regular use among Policc officers at

that tiime.

6.25 It is of interest to record that evidence was received that shortly
after Mr. Odeen Ishmael took up his post as Ambassador of Guyana to the
US (based in Washington) in June 1993,, he came across a large number of
documents entitled ‘The “Walter Rodney” Files in the garage of the
embassy . The interpretation which we put on that find is that there were
documents sent from Guyana to its Embassy in Washington updating the
Embassy personnel about events and activitics of the PNC Administration at
home in relation to its harassment and oppression. The techniques were

applied by consular and diplomatic personnel abroad as well.

6.26 This is supported by Mr. Rohee who testified that Guyanese
living in North America and who were members of the PNC often received

harassing calls from consular and diplomatic officials.

6.27 Other prominent members of the Guyanese society also
recognised the abuse of power by the PNC Administration. Mr Ashton
Chase, SC founding member of the PPP, lawyer and trade unionist, writing
in his book: Guyana: A Nation In Transit Burnham’s Role reflected his

views at pp 49:

“It {The National Security (Miscellancous Provisions) Act Chap
16:02 (dct No. 7 of 1966B) of the Laws of Guyana] enabled his
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6.28

was so {irm and extensive  that he de-humanised and belitticd many

Government to detain persons whow they ywere satisfied were acting,
or wmight act, in a manner prejudicial to public order, public safety or
the defence of Guyana. The deteations were authorised for ihrec
months but could be extended for longer periods after reference to u
Tribunal, whose personnel were carcfully chosen by hio. It also
enabled the restriction of the movements of suspected persoas.
Extended powers as if under an emergency were given o the Police.
Entry by Police QOfficers from the ranks of Inspector upyvards without
warrant was authorised in pursuance of an aim of the Act to contral
unauthorised  possession or use af cxplosives,  fircarms  and

anununition.

It was onlv a question of time before the Commissioner of Palice cand
the Force (including Prosecutors) and the Directar of Public
Prosecutions (DIPP) came under political, as distinet from jrolicy
direction, in the performance of their police and prosecutorial dutics.

So, with the secnrity situation fully nnder control, he commanded
both respect and fear from his opponents. His fingers were
canstandy vt the pulse aud he got information from every hamlert in
the country-side and every nook and cranny in the tawns of any
political move or development that required his artention.” The

wealdings in the oppesition camps were easy pirey for his net- work. "

Burnham’s grip and absolute control over the Guyanesc sociely

* This particular aspect is supported by the clear and unequivocal evidence of Maj

or General (Ret'd)

Norman Mc Lean {sce Day 12 Transcript p. 92).
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Guyanese by compelling them to clean “trenches”, canals or drains thus

giving credence to the slogan, “Ti rench or be Retrenched”.  Mr. Chase

reflects the expericnee at p. 158 of his book:

“The jobs done were basically unskilled work such as cleaning
trenches, drains, canals, weeding and under-brushing, picking up

coconuls, fetching goods.

The crux, however, was that while the various activities were taking
place, he would strut around on his horse, stirrup, whip et al, Jrom
one field to another over the Estate... In this overscer role,
instructions were shouted to the unfortunate to do or do over this or
that task... The whip whacked and cracked in terrorem at some of

these unfortunate victims.”

6.29 We next turn to our consideration of Burnham’s speech in his
capacity as Commander-in-Chief, Prime Minister and leader of the PNC. ,
in his address at the Third Biennial Congress of the People’s National

Congress Vol 2, August 22-26, 1979 at the National Exhibition Park.

6.30 At that time, Rodney and the WPA were attracting increasing
numbers of all ethnicitics at their public meetings. The office of the General
Secretary of the PNC, located in the Ministry of National Development had
suffered damage as a result of a fire on July 11™ 1979. The stature of
Rodney on the political scene, already large, was growing rapidly. The WPA

ted by Rodney in assoctation with the PPP and with organisations across the
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couniry were seen to be united against Burnham and the PNC
administration. That was the context in wbich Burnham made the below-

mentioned remarks at the Conference and I quote:

“We are a Party of peace, but we are not pacifists, and literally
and metaphorically, we promise to match steel witl steel and

fire with fire.

“So comrades, let us deal now with another of them — the
Worst Possible Alternative. That is what they must be known

by. What does WPA stand for? ™

Comrades, they had better make their wills, because so far as
we are concerned, we are not asking them for quarter (sic) and

we will not give them any.”

6.31 Burnbam concluded his address to the Conference after
describing the WPA as the Worst Possible Alternative, with the following

words:

“The Peoples national Congress will never start violence.  The
People’s National Congress did not ask for a confrontation. Bur

Comrades, as I said on Thursday, the batile iy joined, no holds are

barred”.

His final words werc:
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Comrades, we are now in the Roman Amphitheater. The lion and the
gladiator cannot both survive; one must die, and we know that the

People’s National Congress will live.”

6.31 There has been much debate whether the words used by Mr.
Burnham represented rhetorical excess or whether they were serious and
threatening words reflecting the extent to which Rodney and the WPA had
become a matter of serious concern {0 him. Many of the witnesses who
testified before us were of the view that given the previous and subsequent
events the words werc in fact a serious tlireat to the WPA and its members,
particularly Rodncy. Those who so concluded were aware of the fate earlier

suffercd by Edward Dublin, Ohene Koama, Nazir Khan and others.

6.32 The unions, too, that had not fallen in line and were not
supportive of the PNC Admimstration did not escape police surveillance and
harassment. Eusi Kwayana, in his book, Walter Rodney (1991),% recorded

one of his experiences in these words at p 31:

“The union which appeared to me to practise the highest level of
mternal democracy was NAACIE, which, on a decision of the
Lxecutive appointed me on my application, to work at organising
classes, taking my offer to work at the minimum wage. I left full of
respect for its democratic procedures and only when my presence
there attracted all sorts of police surveillance, the photographing of
all those entering the building, and a whole squadron of police

measures which could not help an independent trade union to keep its

® First published in 1988 by the "Waorking People’s Alliance”, Guyana, South America.
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integrity... Yot, sucl iy the disrespect of the regime for vade unions
and other organisations that they felt my presence there /mr_}

something to do with politicising the union... ©

(.33 The Young Socialists Movement was the youth arm of the
PNC. It was nvolved in violent activitics in support of the PNC. At (mc:E
stage the YSM was led by Robert Corbin and it worked in close coopcrati(m;
with the Housc of Isracl in carrying out acts of violence and itimidation
agamst WPA members. Indeed, Rev. Gilbert testified that on one occasion,
he was grabbed, beaten and rammed in his ribs by the YSM. His experience
resulted m two broken ribs before he was handed over to the police. lic wa.ﬁé

hospitalised for about one week.

6.34 He testified to a second incident in which he was forewarned by

a neighbour and member the PNC that he was going to be visited one night

by YSM hit men who were going to kill him and use as their reason {or soj

doing that he had a gun in his guitar casc. e slept at the University that

night and asked his brother to keep the house. The next morning when he
went home his brother informed him that members of the YSM had come to
the home during the night looking for him. That incident took place about 2

3 montbs before Rodncy’s death, :

6.35 The YSM's roles as described above was reinforced by (he
testimony of Mr. Joseph Hamiiton. He testified that there were a lot of co-
ordination between the YSM Cadet Corps and the House of Israch The

House of Israel, he said had several points of co-ordinations i the
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relationship with the PNC and he named, Mr Hamilton Green; Mr. Robert

Williams, now deceased and Mr. Emerson Simon who worked at the PNC

Headquarters.

6.36 Addressing Terms of Reference IV, we have no hesitation in
concluding, that in the face of the evidence presented that both the GPF and
the YSM and those in command and superintendents of these agencies were
tasked with the surveillance of and the carrying out of actions against the
Political Opposition specifically the WPA and the PPP. We find as a fact
that those acts of harassment and surveillance included, but were not limited

1,

o™

»  Constant surveillance;

= breaking up of political meetings;

» harassing, threatening, assaulting or beating members or
supporters of the Political Opposition;

= killing innocent persons who were associated with the
Political Opposition;

» arresting, locking-up or charging members or supporters
or carrying out searches of homes and other places

without reasonable or probable cause.
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CIIAPTER 7

To examine and report on earfier investigations and inquiries
dane on and into the death of Dr. Walter Roduey — TOR 'V’

7.1 The four investigations which arc relevant to Terms of

Reference Vo are as follows:

(1) The Inquest held by Coroner Edwin Pratt from February 4"

5% 1988;

(2) The Post Mortcm report of Dr. Dr. H. R. M. Johnson, &
consultant pathologist and Reader in Forensic Medicine who
was attached to the Forensic Medicine Unit, Department of
Morbid Anatanmy, St. Thomas Hoespital Medical School,
London, England, dated June 30", 1980,

(3)  An investigative report dated July 23, 1980, from Dr. Frank
Skuse Forensic Scientist at the Home Office Forensic Science

Laboratory. Lancashire, England:
(4) A Repoit issucd by the International Commission of Jurists  §

(“1CI"), dated May 2, 1995, the members of that body having

visited Guyana from March 14 through March 19, 1995,
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7.2 It is common ground that Dr. Rodney met his death in unusual
circumstances. In the words of the Coroner’s Act, Cap 4:03 of the Laws of
Guyana, it was an unnatural death warranting the holding of an inquest with
urgency. However, despite the fact that Snr. Supt James testified that an
inquest is normally held within two month of death, in the casc of Dr.
Rodney, it was held almost eight years after his death. No explanation was
provided for this inordinately long delay but the Police file did reveal that
the request for the Inquest was made by ASP Gentle to the Coroner on 26"

QOctober, 1987.

7.3 There were significant material irregularities m the Inquest
itself as the reports of the foreign experts, Drs. Johnson and Skuse, were not
tendered into evidence at the Inquest or the trial of Donald Rodney.
Additionally, Sergeant Trenton Roach who was a witness at the Inquest but
was not called at the trial of Donald Rodney. He conducted an important
examination of the electronic equipment, which consisted of three (3)
domestic radio receivers, 1 very High Frequency Monitor, four (4) walkie
talkies, 2 Midland and 2 Lafayette. They were all seized from No. 40 Russel

Street, Charlestown which was Gregory Smith’s former residence.

7.4 Since he was carrying out his examination on June 14", 1980,
the day after Rodney was killed, he thought that “this was WPA equipment”,
However, after his examination was concluded he wrote a statement of his

findings and appended his signature thereon.
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7.5 Notwithstanding the foregoing, thc typed and unsigned
statement which was produced to the Commission from the Police file
contained material discrepancies and differed from the handwritten note
found by Sergeant Roach on the monitor which had read, “remember to
work on the 14" and then written over the 4 was the number 3. Both the
date and month on typcd statement produced said” “Remember to work on

14" January, 1980 but the number four (4} was overwritten on the number

two (2)”. The significance of the discrepancies in this paragraph were
intended to distort the record as it relates to Smith’s role on June 13", 1980.

7.6 The other significant discrepancies werc: the date of the
statement given as June 27", 1980, and the date of the signature listed as 30"

Junc, 1980.

7.7 Sgt. Roach strongly denicd that the information on the typed
record was corrcet.  Included in the file was a typed document signed by
ASP Gentle, dated 88-02-03 which stated that he and a party of policemen
cxccuted a search warrant at 40 Russel Street and seized the equipment

carlier referred on Junc 19", 1980.

7.8 This, however, was another attemnpt to cover up the truc identity
of the killer by the police in rctation to Dr. Rodncy's death. Sgt. Roach

maintained that his examination was on the day after Rodney died.

7.9  Another attcmpt to hide evidencc by the Police arises from the fact
that they ncver disclosed or made public the reports of the foreign experts

which provide forensic support to show that Dr. Rodney was murdercd.
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7.10 The stated position of the Government soon after Dr. Rodney’s
death was that it would make all forensic reports related to his death public.

That they never did.

7.11 The 1CJ's report alluded to a humber of short comings by the
Police in their investigation into the death of Dr. Rodney. Having
examined very closely the cvidence put before us, we, the Commission

agrec, that thcy were several short comings.

7.12 Captain Gouveta, was a Lt in the GDF at the time. He
voluntarily and freely admitted that on the morning of June 14", 1980, he
flew his aircraft SRGER from Timehri to Kwakwani. On that flight, he took
Gregory Smith, his girlfriend, Gwendolyn Jones and their children. He left

at 9:08 a.m. and arrived at Kwakwant airstrip at 9:57 a.m.

7.13 At the time Captain Gouveia testified that he said had not
realised that the adult male passenger was Gregory Smith. He claimed that a
few days later, he saw a photograph in the Catholic Standard and he then

realised that he had flown the same person to Kwakwani.

7.14 Given the chain of command, he did not fly that aircraft of his
own volition but had been instructed by his superiors so to do. He further
told us that his commanding officer in 1980 was Li. Col. Godwin

McPherson but he assumed that in June 1980, his commanding officer was

Captain Baker.
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7.15 Captain Gouveia testified that at that time of the evenis the
investigation, the State controlled the flow of news, implying that hic had not
scen or heard anything on the government controlled media that Gregory

Smith was wanted in connecetion with the death of Walter Roduey.

7.16 Captain Gouvceia's arrival at Kwakwani on June 14" 1980 with
Gregory Smith and his family did not go unnoticed. Several witnesses who
lived and worked at Kwakwani saw the GDF aircrafi 8RGER at the time

Caplain Gouveia said he landed.

7.17 These Kwakwani witnesses were:
I Avril Bournc, aged 38 vyears old, being the reputed wile of
Robert Vanconien (sce below) who lived at Kwakwani, Park, Berbice

River. Her witness statement is dated July 16, 1980,

2 Joel Southwell, a Supernumerary Constable with Guyana

s

Mining Enterprisc 1.td. at Kwakwani and dated July 15, 1980;

3. Robert Vancanten, a Corporel of attached to Guyana Mining
Enterprise, Sccurity Department al Kwakwani who lived on the
Sceurity Compound with his reputed wile ( Avril Bourne) and family

and dated July 14, 1980}
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4. Anita Thom, a Supernumerary Constable employed by the
Guyana Mining Enterprise Ltd at Kwakwant. Her witness statement

and dated July 15, 1980;

5. Egerton Causeway, a Supernumerary Constable attached to the
Sceurity Department of the Guyana Mining Enterprisc Ltd at

Kwakwani and dated July 15, 1980.
These witnesses gave signed statements to Sgt. Saigo.

7.18 What is significant is that of the five witnesses who saw
Captain Gouveia and Smith and his family on June 14" 1980, three of them
also saw when his aircraft arrived on June 17", 1980. They all stated that
they say his aircraft land at about 9:24 a.m. on that day and left at 10:05 a.m.

taking on board Gregory Smith alone.

7.19 On that very day, Captain Gouveia retuned to Timhert at 11:36
a.m. When that account was put to him, he denied that he flew Gregory

Smith from Kwakwani to Nickerie, Suriname.

7.20. In attempting to explain the destination of his flight on June
ith, 1980, hc told the Commission that he could not recall based on his
memory. However, on perusing his pilot’s log book, it was clear to him that

he left Timheri went to Tacama and returned to Timbheri on June 1'7"’, 1980.

7.21 On the cvidence before the Commission, we {ind that Gregory

Smith was a passenger on the said aircraft on June 14", 1980 and Junc 17",
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1980. More importantly, Captain Gouveia admitled that the time stated in
his pilot’s logbook was sufficient for him to have gone to Kwakwani and
take Gregory Smith to Nikerie pravided that all governmental approval was

granted.

7.22 On the evidence, there is clearty no conflict between the
Kwakwani witnesses and Captain Gouveia with respect to the movement of

Gregory Smith on June 14", 1980.

7.23 There were also statements in the police file from Gregory’s
younger brother, Aubrey Smith, stating that he saw Gregory in GDF unifarm
and confirmed that Gregory Smith was enlisted in the GDF. Also Pamela
Beharry gave full details of Gregory Smith being in the GDT, where bhe lived
and with whom. Ms. Behairy knew these detaiis because she had lived in

the same house as Gregory, his wife and bis chitdren.

7.24 The police file also had a witness statement from Joan Melvin,
a former civil servant who was made a Diplomat and was posted abroad
shortly after Rodney’s death. She had described Gregory as her {iancé, and
kept two photographs of him in her locked desk drawer at work. These
photographs were removed without her knowledge and she has never seen

thcm again.

7.25 In light of all of the facts, matters and events set out in the above

paragraphs we conclude that any weli-functioning Police Force would have

pursued all leads in order to locate and bring Gregory Smith in for
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questioning at least as the prime suspect in the killing of Dr. Walter Rodney.

On the facts, we draw the inevitahle inference that there was a collaborative

cffort by agents of the State to conceal and keep Gregory Smith {rom the

long arms of the law.

7.26

There were too many unexplained events, which point

irresistibly to that conelusion:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

The swift removal of Gregory Smith, his girlfriend, Gwendolyn
Jones and their children from Timehri to Kwakwani by Capt.
Gouveia on a GDF aircraft on June 14, 1980 with the approval of

the High Command of the GDF;

The removal of Gregory Smith from Kwakwanit on Junc 17, 1980
from Kwakwani to Nickere, Suriname or some other destination by
the GDF aireraft. We rely on this from the statement provided by

the Kwakwani constable on the police file;

The sudden disappearance of Gwendolyn Jones and their children

and removal to New York, United States of America;

The unauthorised removal of Gregory Smith’s 2 photographs from
the locked desk drawer of Joan Melvin; coupled with her
immediate promotion as a Diplomat in the Ministry of Forcign
Aflairs. To this must be added her posting on July 6, 1980 to New
York and later ended up in Toronto, Canada. She subscquently

disappeared;
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(h)

(1)

denial hy the Chief-of-Stalf of the Army at the time, Major
General (Ret’d) Norman Mc Lean that Gregary Smith was a
member of the GDF at any time or a serving member of the Mariné

Branch of the GDF;

The unexplained disappearance of Gregory Smith’s personal file(s)
with the GDF, coupled with the unexplained disappearance of the
WPA files 1-7 (inclusive), kept by the Special Branch of Police
Force in its Secret Registry was, in our judgment deliberate, and

we so find;

Gregory Smith being allowed to return to Guyana at least twice

without being arrested or even stopped;

The granting to Gregory Smith of 2 inconsistent Birth Ccniﬂcatcsj
with different and contradicting particulars and factittating him
with passports especially Guyana passport No. 0890057 issucd on
May 21, 1999 authorised by Commissioner of Police and Chief
Immigration Officer of Guyana, Mr. Lauric FLewis. In this context.

we note the follawing:

a truc capy of the extract of the Birth Register ol District S
Georgetown for the year 1964 under the hand of the Registrar

dated 2014-11-04 which showed that at Entry No. 99 the child

[Gregory Smith| was born on June 5, 1946 at Public_llospital
GGeorgetown; whose given name at birth was Williany: {ather’s

name given as Cecit Smith (Mixed) of 64 Hunter Streef. mother's
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name given as Anita_Smith formerly Berry of 64 Hunter Street.

This we conclude is an accurale and true record of Gregory

Smith’s birth particulars.

() A true copy of the extract of the Birth Register of District 8
Plaisance for the year 1982 [afier the killing of Dr Rodney] under

the hand of the said Registrar dated as well 2014-11-04 which
showed at Entry 87 the child was born on 5 June 1946 at 17 Barr
Street, Kitty [not Public Hospital Georgetown] whose given names
[not name] at birth were Cyril Milton [not William], father’s name

given as Cecil Adolphe Johnson [not Cecil Smith)]; mother’s name

given as Anita Johnson nee Simpson [not Anita Smith, nee Berry];

7.27 Starting with the Appendices in the book, Assassination Cry of
a Fuiled Revolution by William Gregory Smith [and his sister] Anne R
Wagner the alleged Birth Certificate for Cyril Milton Johnson corresponds

to that set out at (2) above;

(2)The Birth Certificate on the second pagc of the Appendices

correspondents to that set out at (1) above;

(3)The completed “Application [Form] For A Guyana Passport” dated
December 17, 1975 followed the particulars set out with a height of §°
8", which was signed by “William Smith” and had a copy of his
photograph thereon and his occupation was given at that of an Electronic

Technician; this passport was issued in the name of William Smith;
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(4)The completed “Application [Form] l‘ar A Guyana Passport™
followed the particutars set out under (2) above, which was unsigned by
the appticant (Gregory Smith) and has a copy ol Gregory Smith's
photograph thercon but this time his date of birth was stated as June 3,

1943 [not June 5,1946] and his occupation was |changed to that of]

“Carpenter”, [not an “Llecironic Techuician™]; and his height had
incrcased to 5° 97, although he was nuch ofder. This was the form that

was approved by Mr. Lauric Lewis on May 21, 1999 and a Guyana

passport was issued tn the name of Cyril Milton Johnson:

(5)A copy of the passport No. 0890057was issued under the name of

Cyril Milton Jahnson:

(6)The copy of the passport on the 3™ page of the Appendices of the
book over the hy-line, “Passport Cyril Johnson provided by the WPA” is

a copy of a previous passport issued ta Gregory Smitlh;

(7) The kaowledge of the Police ahout Gregory Smith’s involvement 1n
the killing of Walter, as borne by the evidence off ASP Mc Rac and

refusing to act; and

(8)The acceptance by Snr Supt James that the palice investigation was

unprofessional,

7.28 The cambination of these unassailable facts and circumstances

point irresistibly to ofiicial involvemen in the removal of all traces of

Gregory Smith and persons closcly connected to him privy and subsequently

to the killing of Dr Rodney. These in turn point to i conspiracy and
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collaboration in the killing of Dr. Walter Rodney by, between or among the

State officials, the GPF, the GDF and Gregory Smith,

7.29 Additionally, when considering alongside all the other pieces of
evidence in determining who was responsible for killing Dr Rodney, it is
clear that the Police had actual possession of the post mortem report dated
June 30, 1980 from Dr. H. R. M. Johnson and investigative report dated July
23, 1980 from Dr. Frank Skuse. These reports point to the involvement of
Gregory Smith in the death of Dr. Walter Rodney. It is therefore difficult to
understand why the Police took no active steps to find or apprehend Gregory
Smith (apart from the Police posting on its Wanted Men Board that Gregory

Smith was a wanted person.

7.30 In fact, at Dr. Rodney’s Inquest, when Mr Jainarine Singh,
attorney-at-law was cross-examining Snr Supt Gentle, Counsel asked him
when he went with a party of policemen to search the premises at Lot 40
Russel Street, Charlestown, Georgetown [where Gwendolyn Jones lived]
whether he was looking for Gregory Smith, Mr. Gentle, amazingly
answered, “Af that time, no”. That prompted Counsel to ask him the further
question, whether he was saying up to this day [February 10, 1988] his
investigations did not show that Gregory Smith resided there [at 40 Russel
Street] and his answer was: “My investigation did not include looking for
Gregory Smith”. On this evidence, Mr Vernon Gentle and the Police were
clearly implicated in the conspiracy to conceal and distort the truth relating

to the killing of Dr. Rodney and events immediately {following his death.
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7.31 The patiern of distortion and conccalment did not stop with Snr.
Supt. Gentle. It transcended or infected the highest echeton of the GPE. As
examples we quote certain statements made by certain police officers -

(2} At the trial of Donald Rodney for being in “Possession of

Explosive Without Lawful Authority” before Magistrate Norma

Jackman, Deputy Superintendent Ignatias Mc Rac being sworn

on 11" Febraary, 1982 stated as follows::

“I do not know that Gregory Smith had a girlfriend working at

the Ministry of Health. I do not know that if immediately afier

the incident she was transferred to the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs. I do not know that she lived at Ruimveldt. 1 da not
know if she was subsequently posted (o the Guyand High
Commission in Canada. During investigation I miglht have
heard the name Gwendolvn Jones. 1 do not know that she had

several children for Gregory Smitl ..

I hoard that Gwendolyn Jones was interrogated by the police
and 1 da not know if she gave a statement. 1 do nat knaw who
interrogated  Gwendolyn  Jones. 1 do  not  know where
Gwendolyn

Jones is now. What T have told the Conrt abowt Jones is wic .. "

“On one accasion Mr. Roberts [Mr. Cecil “Skip" Roberts. the

Deputy Crime Chief who had supervision and control of the
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investigation, according to Mr. Mc Rae, called all members of

the investigating team for consultation.”

The above stalements, except the last part were clearly

untruthiul because on the basis of what we have set out above.

7.33 At the same trial (see p 5 of ARG4) Mr. Mc Rae in
answer in cross-examination to Mr. Doodnauth Singh,
attorney-at-law said:

7.34

“I would not recognise hand book WPA (sic) was circulated among

the members of the Guyana Police Force. I have seen a copy of this

book. I know that this booklet has been published but I do_not know

that it was circulated among the Security Forces. And as the booklet
sets out it is a guide to personnel of the WPA. The first paragraph is

of Rodney, Roopnarine and Omawale.

... I know that these three leaders were charged for Arson of a
building in Camp Street. I do not know the building is the office of the
General Secretary of the People’s National Congress but I know it is

the Ministry of National Development.”

7.34 The above statements by Mr. Mc Rae were inaccurate or
untruthful because of fact, such that judicial notice can be taken of them that
the raison d’etre for the Recognition Handbook was to assist the Police in

their surveillance of the mcembers/leaders of the WPA and it had been
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establishied that the building in Camp Street had housed bhoth the Ministry of

National Development and the Office of the General Secrclary of the

Pcople’s National Congress.
7.35 SIGNIFICANT FINDINGS

7.35 In the cnd it is clear to us that the Police were
unprofessional, extremely inefficient in turning a blind cye to the
obvious, or deliberately botched the investigation in Dr. Rodney’s
killing or were complicit with others, including the GDF in hiding or
shiclding Gregory Smith from facing the brunt of the law for having

murdercd Dr. Walter Rodney,

7.30 Given all the relevant facts, events and circumstances sct
ont in the Report, we unhesitatingly conclude that Gregory Smith was
not acting alonc hut had the active and full support, participation and
encouragement of, and/or was aided and abetted by the GPF, the GDF,
agencies of the State, and the political directorate in the killing Dr.

Walter Rodney.

7.37 Dr. Walter Rodney was 2 man of large and significant
staturc both in Guyana and beyond at the time of his death. He could
only have been killed in what we find to be a State organised
assassination with the knowledge of Priine Minister Burnham in the

Guyana of that period. It was a controlled society and Burnham had a
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large and detailed knowledge of whatever was being done by the State

and its agencies.

7.38 Mr. Laurie Lewis, then Head of Special Branch and later
Commissioner of Police is dead. We find, however, that there is prima
facie evidence that he, along with Major General, Norman McClean
(Ret’d), then Chief of Staff of the GDF and Mr. Cecil ‘Skip’ Roberts,
the Deputy Commissioner of Police and Crime Chief, had significant
roles to play in the conspiracy to kill Dr. Walter Rodncy and the

subsequent attempt to conceal the eircumstances surrounding his death,

7.39 Further, given the manner in which tlie country was run,
coupled with the threats issued by Prime Minister Burnham to the
members of the WPA and the evidence of Mr Robert Allan Gates, we
conclude that Prime Minister Burnham knew of the plan and was part

of the conspiracy to assassinate Dr Walter Rodney.

7.40 We have relied, too, on the testimony of Robert Allan Gates
and on the rclevant circumstances and events described in the Report
for that finding. Resulting from thc premature termination the
Commission, none of those alive and hercin identified was given the

opportunity to testify and to resist this finding,.
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determination coneerning their roles beyond what is indicated herein,

7.41 The result is that we make no firm and  specific
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CHAPTER 8

CRITICAL FINDINGS AND SUMMARY ON GREGORY SMITH

8.1 We accept that Gregory Smith gave Donald Rodney an anti-
personnel device namely, a remotely controlled explosive in what appeared

to be a walkie talkie, a communications device.

8.2 At the time Gregory Smith was a sergeant in the Defence Force

in the marine department.

8.3 We accept, too, that Gregory Smith was encouraged in

providing that device by proinent members of State agencies.

8.4 We find on the balance of probabilities that Walter Rodney had
intended the walkie talkic {o be a communications device which would have
permitted him to be in relatively easy contact with fellow WPA activists and
for no sinister purpose. The point must be made at this stage that telephones
were not easily available and there was discrimination in the distribution
which was controlled by a state agency and which, in all likelithood, would

have been denied the WPA.

8.5 We find, further, that Donald Rodney whose testimony we

accept, was on the night of 13" June, 1980, doing no more than
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accompanying his brother, Walter, to collect what they thought would have |

been a walkie talkic.

8.0 There s na cvidence before us to suggest that the reason for

collecting the device was other than indicated by Danald.

8.7 Further, we are satisfied on the evidence presented that Smith
was protected by the State and this inference is strengthened when it s borne

m mind:

f
1. That within a matter of hours after the explosion and rcsultunti;
deatb of Waliter Rodney, Smith was taken to Kwakwani in al

Defence Force aircraft.

to

He was given a passport, not in the name of Gregory Smith which
name he carricd as a member of the Defence Force, but in the

name of CYRIL MILTON JOIINSON. :

8.8 We hold that the change of namc was intended to conceal the
truc identity of the killer of Walter and that it could only have been achiceved

with the cooperation and support of the Passport office which was part of the

Police Yorce, I

8.9 It is significant that that the head of the Immigration

Department at the material time was Laurie Lewis,
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8.10 We accept that Gregory Smith, renamed Cyril Milton Johnson,
received State assistance in going to French Guiana. The choice of country
was deliberate and was no doubt informed by the fact that French

government, of which French Guiana was a Department had a policy
opposed to the death penalty. In short, it would have been difficult, virtually

impossible, to secure the extradition of Smitli/Johnson from French Guiana.

8.11 That Gregory Smith returned to Guyana on more than one
occasion and received a new passport on one such visit, according to the
evidence of Woman Police Sergeant 1725 Alexis Adams, is also accepted.
On that occasion the Passport Office was acting on the instruction on the

then Commissioner of Police, Laurie Lewis.

8.12 The inspection of the passport form produced before the Inquiry
revealed that Smith renamed Johnson was not required to sign the form and

fill in the necessary particulars required.

8.13 Allan Gates was an important witness on our findings in
relation to Gregory Smith/Cyril Johnson. Gates’ testimony is that he and
Gregory Smith grew up in neighbouring districts and that he knew Gregory
for years. He further testified that Gregory Smith told him that once Dr.
Rodney was dead he would receive US$1 million and that he and his
wife/girtfriend and child would be facilitated in being relocated out of the

country.
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814 [t must he indicated that Allan Gates, a former peliceman and
an mstructor in security matters was, at the time of his testimony serving a

period of mmprisonment for several offences of oltaining money by false

pretenses.

8.15 At the heart of the offences for which he was convicted s
dishonesty.

8.16 There 1s no rule of evidence or of human experience that

becausc a man 1s in prison or has becn convicted, his testimony must be

rejected.

8.17 We nevertheless ask ourselves, as we felt obliged to, whether
we should aceept Gates™ cvidence, not always corroborated in every matertal

particular, and what weight should be attached to .

8.18 Having so advised ourselves, we Iclt confident in accepting
Gates’ testimony.  He was unruffled in the course of testifying: he looked
the Commissioners straight in their eyes; he was unshaken o cross-
examination and his cvidence s supported by cvents which occurred
subsequent to Rodney’s death.  That series of comcidences was  not
accidental and we found that Allan Gates was a witness of the truth.
Importantly, no cvidence was produced by anyone. contradicting his

testimony.
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8.19 The book purportedly written by Gregory Smith and his sister,
Anne Wagner, entitled:  Assassination Cry of a Failed Revolution: The
Truth About Dr. Walter Rodney’s Death, is a self-serving account of what
took place on the night of 13" June 1980. In the words of the publication
itself, it was intended to present Gregory in a good light in the eyes of
history. 1n Anne Wagner words at page 17 “My brother's one unfulfilled
wish was to clear his name. Hence my solemn promise to him and to myself
to let the world know the truth, even if it kills me”. Unfortunately, her

account as set out in the book does not harmonize with the evidence

presented at the Inquiry.

8.20 The suggestion that Walter Rodney was killed on the initiative
of his own party, WPA, has no support on the evidence. In any event,
Rodney was highly respected, if not idolized by WPA members who had
difficulty travelling and could not have arranged Smith’s sudden and
disguised exit from Guyana. They had no capacity so to do. They often had

to resort to what has been called the back track to exit Guyana themselves.

8.21 It is inconceivable that a party whose executive members had
difficulty travelling could either have secured a passport for Gregory Smith
in the name of Cyril Johnson and /or secured the services of a Defence Force

aircraft to support his exit from Guyana with his family.

8.22 We have no hesitation in holding that Gregory Smith was
responsible for Dr. Walter Rodney’s death on 13 June, 1980 and that in so

doing he was acting as an agent of the state having been aided and abetted so

149




to do, by individuals holding positions of leadership in States apencies and

committed to carrying out the wishes of the PNC Administration.

8.23 Crates further testified that three days hefore Rodney's death,
Burnham met with Skip Roberts, Lauric Lewis and Norman McClean to be
briefed on the plot ta kill Rodney.  His evidence is that Burnham insisted
that Carl Ram Doobay be present. Doobay was close to the President and

with the President, rode horses with Skip Roberts.

§.24 Gates” stilt further testimony is that sabscquent to Rodney's

death he intervicwed a number of persons to satisfy himself as to who killed

Rodney and how he diecd. Hec said that it was Sgl. Mark Johnson who

informed him that the meeting three days beforc Rodney's death took place

at the President’s official residence. He said that as part of his investigation !

into Rodney's death he looked at intelligence c¢lippings and spoke to Sgt.
Liverpool and Sgt. Saigo. He concluded that it was his judgment that

“Rodney's death was staie sponsored and to Burnham's knowledge .

8.25 Fle said that Burnmham and the PNC Adnunisiration werc

concerned with following:

. The increasingly large crowds which were attracted to WIPA mectings

and which “were seen ™ as a threat o the Government

2. Rodney’s mfiltration of the intelligence and security forees
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3 His activities were seen as interfering with the smooth function of the

Statc.

8.20 After Smith/Johnson was in Cayenne, Anton Barker was sent
there to keep watch on him and that assignment was given Barker by Major

General Norman McClean (Ret’d). He gave Norman McClean’s code name

as ‘Moon River’,
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CHAPTER 9

RECOMMENDATIONS

9.1 Resulting from the findings of fact set out in the body of the

report, the below-mentioned recommendations arc made:

9.2 Livery effort should be made to have a4 well-trained and highly
professional Police Foree with a thorough appreciation of its duty to serve
impartiality regardiess of ethnicity oy party afliliation and loyal to the best

mterests of the country and to the Constabulayy.

9.3 This will, i tuyn, call for a heavy investment in trainmg at
every level, and on an ongoing basis with attention to appropriste values in

addition to proper policing techniques.

9.4 The Army, too, must be professional. Nothing is worse than an
Army in a country striving to be an ideal functioning democracy bheing
partial to any political party whether in government or otherwise. An army
by definition, has a near monopoly of the legitisnate instruments of violence

and must be trained at get responsibly at all times.
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9.5 The Coroner: In this case, there may have been more than one
coroner over the eight year period that elapsed before the Coroner’s inquest
into the death of Dr. Rodney started. That delay did nothing to assist in
maintaining confidence in the justice system. Every inquest hereafier should
commence within 6 months of a death in unnatural circumstances or in any
circumstances warranting an inquest. That is the goal to which all Coroners
should aspire. The Coroner should be encouraged to exercise his or her own
discretion/judgment in such instances. It should be added that ACP Ignatius

McCrae did describe Rodney’s death “as unnatural”.

9.6 The Police should be aware of the need to act with reasonable
dispatch in these matters and should be preparing their investigative files so
as to meet the timeframe indicated with oversight from the office of the

DPP.

9.7 It was conceded by the Police in the course of the Inquiry that a
thorough investigation was not done into Rodney’s death. In fact, the
evidence is that the Police did not act with professionalism, thoroughness or
speed. The recommendation is that the department in the Police Force
tasked with responsibility to investigate serious crimes like murder should,
at all times, strive to do so with thoroughness and urgency (without
compromising the investigations) and those in authority should make it their
duty to so ensure, Failure to pursue their investigations professionally, as in
the Rodney case, may be regarded as an adverse reflection on the society’s

regard for the right to life whicl is one of the hallmarks of a civilized

society.
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9.8 Some important records, inclusive of files with cvidence
relating to the Walter Rodney case and in the custody of the Police and the
Army were not made available to the Commission as requested.  The
explanation provided was that they could not be found. That is an adverse
commentary on the thoroughness, efficiency and security of their record

keeping systems.

9.9 The recommendation is that a thoraugh and prompt review of

the systems be undertaken so as to ensure that an improved, cfficient and
reliable system of record keeping is provided to both the Army and the
Police. Such a system will call for properly trained personnel to manage and
maintain it. A sccure compulerized system may go a long way in achieving

this objective.

9.10 No party in Government should be permitted to tamper casily
or at all with tbe electoral system such as (o secure an unfair advantage. ‘The
electoral system shouid be entrenched in the Constitution and should anty be
amcndable by a 2/3 majority.  Besides, the Chatrman ol the Llections
Commission should be a person of the highest integrity and non-political and
his/her appointment which should mceet with the approval of opposition

groups and scctoral interests.  If felt necessary, the Chairman may be

sourced from a CARICOM country.  The political Opposition and other

interests should be adequately represented on the Commissian.  Scrious

changes should not be undertaken except after a thorough and meaningful
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public education programmc and after consultation, too, with the Opposition

party/parties and pursuant to a 2/3 majority vote in parliament.

9.11 Consistent with the spirit of CARICOM integration, in each and
every General Election, observers from across the CARICOM region, the
United States, Canada and the United Kingdom should continue to be
invited to monitor the elections. And, in that excrcise, every facility should

be afforded them.

9.12 The ethnic divide in the Guyanese society constitutes a fragile
fault line.  General elections produce an environment that puts that fault
line under stress. Many of the recommendations made herein assume the
existence and maintenance of a sense of ethnic harmony. But it has to be
worked at. Every Government has a continuing responsibility to work in
close consultation with national associations and diverse interest groups to
design and implement a programme intended to strengthen ethnic harmony

and a sense of national unity.
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GUYANA

AP E~=D X

COMMISSION OF INQUIRY
TO INQUIRE INTQG AND REPORT ON THE CIRCUMSTANCES
SURROUNDING THE DEATH {N AN EXPLOSION QF THE LATE DR.
WALTER RODNEY ON THE THIRTEENTH DAY OF JUNE ONE
THQUSAND NINE HUNDRED AND CIGHTY AT GEQRGETOWN

PROCEDURAL RULL:S

In exercise of the powers conferred on il under section 9 of 1he Commissions of Inquiry
Act, Cap 19:03, the Commission of Inquiry appointed by the President of the Co-operative
Republic of Guyana on the 6" day of February, 2014, and whose appointment was published in
the Official Gazette on 8" February, 2014, makes the foliowing rulvs:

PART 1
Interpretation

1. in these Rules:

{1

(iv)

“"Commission” means Sir Richard Cheltenham, KA., Q.C., Ph.D; Mrs. lacqueline
Samuels-Brown, Q.C.; and Mr. Seenath Jairam, 5.C.; being the persons appointed
as Commissioners by His Excellency, the President ol the Co-cperative Republic
of Guyana an the 6™ day of February, 2014, under the provisions of the
Cammissions of inquiry Act, Cap. 19:03.

“Commission Coinsel” means counsel appointed 1o the Commission and
retained by the Government of Guyana to act as Counsel to the Commission.

“document” inclucles any paper writing or material that is in electranic,
audiotape or videntape form, digital reproductions, photographs; maps, graphs,
microliche and any daia or information recarded or stored by means by any
device.

“parly” means a person, group of persons or arganisation that has been granterd
staneing by the commission under part 3 ol these Rodes.



P

(i)

{ii}

(i)

fiv)

()

(]

PART 2
The fnquiry

The Conmmnission’s mandat e established by irs Lerms of reference i

To examine the facts and circumstances immediately prior, at the time of,
and subsequent to, the death of Dr. Walter Kodney inarder to
determine, ns far as possible, who or what was responsible jor the
explosion resuiting in the death of Dr. Walter Rordney;

Ta incuaire into the cause of the explosion in which Dr, Waller Rodney
dicd, whether it was an act of terrarism, and b 0, who wers: the

porpetratins,

Tr spedfically examine the role, it any, which the Tite Gregory Snvith,
serpeant ol Lhe Guyana Defence Torce, played in the death af D Walter
Rudney and if so, Lo inquire into who may have counselied, mocured,
gidled and or abetted him to do so, including facilitating his departure
from Guyana alter Dr. Waltor Rodney’s death,

Tey exonnine and report on Lthe actions and activities of the State, such as,
the Guyana Police Force, the Guyana Defence Torce, the Guyana National
Service, the Guyana People’s Militia and thoue who were in commiand
and superintendence of these agencics, to determine whet her they were
tasked with the surveillonce of and the carying oul ul actions, and
whether thoy did execute thase tasks and carried out those actions
against the Political Oppesition, Tor the period 17 January, 1978 to 3
Uercermmber, 1980;

To examine, review and report on earlior wveshizations and enguiries
done onand into the death of Dr. Walter Radney;

The Commission is governed and guided by the Contmissions of Inghnry Acl, Cap. 19:03,

J. The procecdings of the Inquiry shall be conducted w pohlin, undess i camerd

procecdings are deented necessary or desirable in the opinion of the Comnvssion. The

Comniissian will hrfel pablic hearings at the promises of the High Coart ol the Supreme Court i
Judicature, Victoria Law Cowrt, Avenie ot the Republic, or such ather place as the Commission
divects on daten 1o be dotermined by the Commision, The adininistrative oftices of the

Comminsion will hedorated at the Top Flaor ol the Supreme Coart Libnary Baildang, Vietooa o

Courts, Avenne of The Bepublic, Grorgetown,



h. Notice of dates af hearings will be provided in a Limely manner,

b, Uniess utherwise directed by the Commission, hearings hall commence at 9:30 a.m.
andd conciude at 1:30 p.m. or such other time as may be necessary. There will be breaks as may

be canvenient.

7. All parties and their counsel shall he deemed to undertake to adhere to these rules. Any
parly or the Commission itself may raise any issue of non-cntmipliance with these rufes with Lhe
Coaunission. The Commission shall deal with a breach of these rules as it sees fit including, hut
nat restricted to, revoking the standing of a party, and imposing restrictions on the furthec
participalion in or attendance at the hearings by any party, counsel, individual or memiber of

the moedia.

8. The Commission may depart from these rules when it considers it appropriate to do so.

9. The Commission may amend these rules or dispense with compliance with them as it
deems necessary inorder to ensure that the hearing is thorough, fair and timely,

10. The Commission may postpone any date set for any hearing or application ar the doing
of anything. The Commission shall notify all counset and any person, organisation or office
affected by the postponement of the new date.

PART 3
Standing

11, Commission Counsel shall assist (he Commissioa throughout the Inquiry and are
responsible for ensuring that the Inquiry is conducted tn an orderly fashion, and that all matiers
bearing on the public interest and falling with the scope of the Commissioa’s mandate are
brought to the Commission’s attentian.  Commission Counsel have standing Lhroughout the

iy,

12 Persons, groups of persons or organisations who wish 1o participate in the Inquiry may
apply [or standing before the Inquiry. The Commission may grant standing if it is satistied that
an applicant has a substantial and direcl interest in the subject matter of the inuiry or that the
applicant’s participation in the Inquiry may he helplyl to the Commission i fultilliog s
maneate.

13, The Commission shall determine an what terais a party may participate in the Inguiry,
and the nature and extent of such participation.

I (1) As provided for in Part 4, Couasel representing @ wiiness wha is caalled 1o testify
hefore the Commission vy participate during the heariygr of that wilness’s evidence withont

the necessity of applying tor wtanding:.



i) Persons or organivalions pranted standing by The Conprissioa may he represented
by Cotmnel, provided that where any person, greup or oiganeation s repeesented by more 1han
one attorney onlv anc of the Jllorneys may nr(witle vorlal :'i?ps'ur;vnlaiii'm a1 any .'>in,';h? SitlengT

ot the Commission.

PART 4
Evidence
AL General
B The Commission may recenve any evidence that it considers to be helpful i fubfilling

nedate whether or not such evidenece would be admissibile v a court of law.,
B. Preparation of Documentary Evidence

LG All parties granled standing under part 3 of these rules shall, as soon as practicable after
bhehmg granted standing, produce to the Commission true copies of all documents i their
nossassion or control having any bearing on the subject matter ol the thquiry. Documents in the
possession or control of a party that are alveady in the possession of the Comimission ~hall be
sted but need not be produced, unless specifically reguested by the Commission. Upon the
request of the Commission, parties shall also provide originails of redevant docusnenis in their

possesston or control for inspection,

17. Upon the request of the Commission, any non-parties shall produce 1o the Commssion
true ropies of all documents in their possession or contreol which have any bearing on the
subject matter of the Inquiry. Docmnents in the possession or control of a non-parly thal e
already i Lhe possession of the Commission shall be listed bul need nol be produced, unless
wpecilically requested by the Commission. Upon the request of Lthe Commission, such non-
varties shall also provide originals of relevant documents in their possession or control tor

s pechion.

P, AL documents received by the Commission shall he treated by the Comminsion as
condidentid, uniess and uniil they ore made part of the public record or the Canvniyuon
otherwise directs. This does not prectude the Commission {ram producing a document to o
putentinl witness prior to the lestimony of the wiitness, as part of the Commission’s
mvestipation; nor does iU prechude the Commission from disclosing sueh documents to e
parlies teo this Cammission of Incpiry, pursuant to and subject to tho terms and linntation,
Avseribed lrute 19 below,

). Ay party or non-paty reaguired to produce o doctment or doctnments pussiam 1o rale
1 or 17 abnve or pursnant to o sabpoena of sommaons issued ander the Comminuions of
liruiry Act, Cap. 19:03 and whao daims privilege in respea of snch document, shall produce o



list of the documents in respect of which privitege is claimed, stating the basis and reasons for
the daim of privilege. The Commission shall delermine whether such claim of privilege is

justified.

20. Where privilege is claimed under rule 19, the Commission shall not disciose any
disputed documents to the other parlies, but may with Lhe assistance of the party or non-party
claiming privilege, prepare and produce a summary of the document.

C. Witness Interviews and Disclosure

21, {a) The Commission with or without Lhe assistance of Comimission Counsel, nay
interview persons believed to have information or documents hearing on the subject
matter of the thquiry. The Commission may choose whether or not to attend an
interview and Commission ttounsel shall provide the Commission with a transcript or
report of all interviews conducted in ils absence.

{h}) Persons interviewed by Commission Counsel may choose to have legal counsel
present during 1he interview, but are not required to do so.

(c) Persans whase interview is requested by the Cormmission or Commission
Counsel shall answer all relevant questions and produce any relevant documents.

(d) A subpoena or sumimans may be issued if the person to be interviewed requests
one or if the Commission or Commission Counsel deems it prudent to compel the
attendance of the persan.

22. Where the Commission or Commission Counsel determines that a persorn who has been
inlerviewed should be called as a witness in public hearings, the Commission may cause a
statement of the wilness’s anticipated evidence or a Llranscript of their interview to be
prepared and may provide a copy of this statement or the interview transcriplt to the witness
before he or she testifies in the hearing. After the statement or transcript has been reviewed by
the witniess, copies shall be disclosed to any relevant parties on their undertaking to use it only
for the purposes of the Inguiry, and on Lhe terms described inrule 23 below.

23. {ar) Where Commission Counsel determines that it is necessary for a person who has
been interviewed to be called as a witness in public hearings, Cominission Counsel may
tender the witness statement or transcripl to the Commission at the hearing, and the
Commission may consider Lhe information in the witness statement or franseript when
malking its linal finrlings, conclusions and recommendations.

it} Where the Commission or Commission Counsel interviews a person and decides
not 1o call that persaon to lestify at the public hearings, Commission Counsel may



provide refevant parties with a transeript of the interview, il avaiiable, o a summary of
the relevant information provided by that person.

{c) A party may apply to the Commission for permission Lo call any person 25 o
witness or {or a direction that that person be called as a witness.

24, {a) Unless the Commission arders otherwise, all reloevant non-privileged doctimoents

in the possession of the Commission shall be disclosed 10 the parties at o time
reasonably in advance of the witness interviews and/or public hearings or within a
reasonable time of the documents becoming available to the Commission.

(1») Before these documents are provided to a party or o witness, the witness miest
undertake to use these documents only Tor the purposes of the inguiry, to keep their
contents confidential to himsell or herselt and their Counsel before the Commission
untess and unlil those documents have been admited into cvidence during a public
phase of the Commission of Inquiry, and to abide by such restrictions on disclasure and
dissemination as Lthe Commission considers appropriate.

(¢} All documernits provided by the Commission of inquiry to parties and witnesses
and which have not been admitted into evidence during a public phase of the
Commission of Inquiry, and all copies made of such documents, shall be returned to the
Commission — in Lthe case of witnesses, on completion of their testimony; and, in the
case of parties, within seven days of the Commission issuing its final Report.

(d} The Commission may, upon application, release any party or Counsel in whole or

in part from the provisions of an undertaking regarding the use ot disclosure of
documents or inforination.

D. Withesses
25, A summary of the material which any party or porson intends to put before the
Commission shall be provided to the Secretary to the Commission in accordance with such time

fimits as may be specified by the Commission.

26 Written and signed statements of persons intended to be called as witnesses shali

similarly be delivered to the Secretary in accordance with such thne limits as may be specified

by the Commission. All such material shalt he provided in both hard capy and in electronic fornm
where possible.

27 (2} Witnesses may Lestify in person, by video link and or by audio link.
(b} Witnesses who testify shall give thelr evidence under oath or upon aflirmaton.
23, Prior to giving cvidence, wilnesses who have provided signed statements shall be

invited to canlivm on aath, their wrilten statements, which shall be accented as the evidenoe of



that person, and which shall be subject to cross examination by any inlerested party as ailowed

by the Commission,

29.

Witnesses arc entitled to have their own Counsel present while they tostify. A witness's

Counsel has standing in the Inquiry for the purposes of Lhat witness’s testimony, and may
examine the witness as provided for in rules 32 and 33.

20.

NN

32

Witnesses may he called to give evidence in the Inquiry maoare than once.

{a) Where it considers it advisable, Ihe Commission may issue a summons or
subpoena requiring a witness to give evidence on nath or aflirmation and/or to produce
documents or other things,

() A summions or subpoena may be issued in relation to:
(1) pre-hearing interviews conducted by the Comnmission or Commission
Counsel;
{1} pre-hearing requests for documents; or

{iti} the public hearings.

The Commission shall admit any evidence provided that it is relevant to the Inquiry.

Where evidence is challenged or objected to on any ground, the Commission shall give only
such weight to that evidence as it determines to be appropriate, having regard to alt the
circurnstances,

m

Oral Examination
Subject to rule 34, the order of examinalion of & witness shall be as follows:

(a) The Comunissien or Commission Counsel may examine Ihe witness at any stage
of the proceedings. The Commission or Commission Counsel may adduce evidence from
a witnass by way of leading or non-leading questions;

{H) The parties who have been granted standing shall have an opportunity to cross-
axamine a witness to the extent of that parly's interest and in accordance with such
titne {imits as the Conunission may direct. If parties are unahie to agree the order ol
cross-examinalion, the Commission shalt give directions which must be complied with;



{c} Subject 1o Rute 34, counsel Tor awilness shall examme e wilness g, directe:f by
the Commission, repardioss of whether ar not eonnsel s also reprosenling another
ity

(ch) The Commission or Conmmission Counsel shall then have the ripht 1o examine or

co-oxamine he witness. [xcept as otherwise directed by the Comnussion, the
Commission ar Commission Counscl may adduce evidence Trom o watness eduring or
alter re exannation by way of teading or non-leading questions,

34 A wilniss's conmsel may apply to the Commission {oy pedmizaon 1o present thit

witnesss cvidence bvchicl 1 permission is granted, the witness shall be coomined in the

fallowing ordir:

{11} Cotmned Shall examine the witness in accordance with the noymal rales poverning
e exenmination ol one’s own witness in court procecdings, unless otherwise directed

by the Commmitsion

) The other parties with standing shalt be entitled 1o cross-vrunme Lhe withes:, as
provided {or in Rule 33 ().

() The Commission shall then be entitled to conduct an examination of the walness,

b

as provided for i Rute 33 (d).

{eh) Counsel far the witness shall then be entitled to re-examine the witness.

35. After a witness has been sworn or affrmed at the commencement of s or her
testimony, no Counsel or party other than Compussicn Counscl may wpealk to that witness
about the ewdence he o <he has given until the witness has completed his or her evidence
Commmmsion Counsel may not speak to the witness abowt his or her evidence while thirwakness
iv being crasy examined by ather counsel, except with the permisuion of the Commusaon.

36. (1) Where the Comrmission has indicatod thal it shall not be calling o particular
witness to trstify at the public hearings, a party may apply to the Commissinn and
reciest thal the wituess be called to give evidence.

{ir) Whene the Connission is satisfizd that the witnesss testimony s requied, the
Commissinn may direct Lhat the witness he called (in which case Rule 33 applics) or may
allosy the verpresting party to call the witness and addace his or her evidenee in chief (in

b case Rude 34 applies).



I Use of documents at hearings

37. Before a witnass Lestifics at the Inguiry, the Commission may, where practicable and
appropriate, provide the witness and the parties wirh a binder, bundle or & list of rhose
documents that are likely to be referred to during the witness’s testimony.

38. Without the permission of the Commission, no document shall be used in cross-
examination or otherwise except copies of the documents have been provided to the :

Commission in a Limely manner pursuant to Rudes 15 and 16.

G. Access to hearings aind to the Cvidence

39, Subject to Rule 44, the hearing relerred to in Rule 4 will ordinarily be open 1o the public.
The press, television and public radio broadcasters shall have access to the hearing at any time
subject to Rule 40 below. The Commission may direct that broadcasting be suspended at any .
time in the interest of avoiding disturbance to the proceedings.,

40. Where the Commission is of the opinion that it is necessary in the interest of the
maintenance of order or the proper administration of justice or the due conduct of the tnquiry
to exclude all or any members of the public from the hearing room, it may, after hearing -
submissions from interested parties, direct that such part of the hearing as it deems
appropriate, be conducted in the ahsence of the public or on such terms and conditions as the

Commission may direct.

41. Applications from witnesses or parties to condurt any part of the hearing in the absence -
of all or any members of the public may be made verbally or in writing to the Commission at -
the earliest possible opportunity.

42, The transcripts and exhibits from the hearings shall be made available as soon as
practicable for public viewing and to the parties and the public. Transcripts of any part of tha
hearing held in the absence of the public pursvant to Rufe 40 above may be made available for
public viewing on such terms as the Commission may direct if, after hearing the evidence and
any submissions, the Commission concludes that it is in the public interest to release these
transcripts.

PART 5
Opening Speeches

43, The Commission may invite partics or their Counsel to make opening speeches hefore
the rommencement of the testimony of withesses and on such terms and canditions, including
time limits, as the Commission may direct.



PART G
Submissians

14, Al counsel may make submissions as directed by the Commission subject to any
vestrictions that the Cornmisstan deems apprapriate.

45, Tho Commissian shalf direcr when submisstons are 1o he made and whether they are (o
he made orally and/or inwriting.

PART 7
Amendments to the Rules

46. These ruies may be mmended and new rules may be added i The Conimission caonsiders
it advisable to do so in order 1o Tulllil its mandate and to ensure that the Inquiry is conductod
fairly, tharoughly and with appropriate transparoncy.

PART 8
General

37, The Commission may, in any circumstances in which it shall see fit, extend or abedge
the time appointed hy the Rules or fixed by any arder or direction of the Comassion for doing
any act or taking any step in this Inguiry.

15, Where, at any stage in the course of or in connection with this Inguiry, there has, by
reason by anything done or left undone, heen a failure to comply with the requirements of
these Rules or any arder or direction of the Coimmission, whether in respect of time, place,
manner, form or content or in any other respect, the failure may be treated as a mere
irrepularity and shall not nullify any step taken in this Inquiry or any docurnent, arder or
direction,

49, {1} The Commission may on such tenms as il thinks just, by order extend or abridge
the periad in which a person is cequired authorised by these Rules, or by any order ar
direction fo da any act or talke any step in Ehis Inguiry

(2) The Commission may extend any pertod as s referred ta in sub role (1) hereof
although the application for extonsion is ol made until afler the expiration of that
prerind.

50, Where Lhe time  prescribod by these Rules or any order of divection of the Commission
for daing any act or taking any step expires on a Saturday, Sunday or any other day on which
the Secratariat is closed and by reason thereal that aut or lep cannot be done an that day, the
acbor step shall be i time i done an the next day onwhich the Secretariat s open.



51. No step or act under these Rules or any order or direction of the Commission shall be
invalidated by any formal defect or by any irregularity, unless an ohjection is made to the step
or act before the Commission and the Commission is of the opinion that substantial injustice
has been caused by the defect of irreguiarity, and that the injustice cannot be remedied by any
order or direction of the Commission.

52. Notwithstanding Rules 33 to 36 inciusive hereof, the Comimissiuners or any one of them
may ask any question or seek any clarification of any witness at any stage of the Inquiry.

53. Subject to the Commission of inguiry Act Cap 19:03, the Commission may act without
regard to technicalities and tegal form and shail not be bound to follow the rules of evidence
stipulated in the Evidence Act, but the Commission may infarm itseif on any matter in such
manner as it thinks just and may take into account opinion evidence and such facts as it
considers relevant and material, but in any such case the parties to the inquiry or any one of
thein, shall be given the opportunity, if they so desire, of adducing evidence in regard thereto.

54, The Commission may require evidence or argument to be presented in writing and may
decide the matters in which it may hear oral evidence or argument,

55. (1} Whera the Commission acting pursuant to Section 10 of the Comrnissions of
inguiry Act, Cap. 19:03, summens any person who in the opinien of the Commission is able to
give such information as it considers necessary; the Commission may, in its discretion and
subject to such conditlons it may impose, disclose so much as it thinks fit of the information so
produced or made available, and the Commission may aiso prohibif the pubiication of any
gortion thereof.

(2} Where the Commission exercises its power to summon a person to give
information under sub-rule {1} hereof, the Commission may direct that all or any part of the
informatian requested be disciosed in camera, and the Commission may enjoin any person or
party privy to the disclosure from disciosing any such information given in their presence and
hearing.

56. Commission Counse! may be assisted from tirme to time in the interviewing and
recording of statements from any witness or potential witness by an investigator or
investigaters.

Issued by the Chainman on hehaif of and with the concurrence of the Commissioners this 2 2"
day of April, 2014,




Printed Verbatim Report Witness Index
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HEARING | TRANSCIPT DATE NAME TRANSCRIPT PAGE SESSI0ON
#
| 28/0472014 Lesile James 22-68 First session
Monday (Week One)
2 29/04/2014 Lawrence Edward 1-48 First session
Tuesday Rodney (Week One)
2 29/04/2014 Karen DeSouza 49-92 First seaaion
Tuesday {Week One)
3 30/04/2014 Rev Ruben Gitbert 1-79 First session
Wednesday (Week One)
4 02/05/2014 Rev Ruben Gilbert 2-29 First session
Friday {Weel One)
4 02/05/2014 Lawrence Edwanl 3099 First session
Friday . Rodney {Weck Ong)
5 2700572014 Lawrence Edward 3-56 Seeond session
Tuesaday Rodaey
5 270052014 Eusi Kwayana 56-73 Second session
Tunesday . {Week Two)
: .
6 28/05/2014 Eusi Kwayana 1-68 Second session
Wednesday (Week Two)
7 29/05/2014 Busi Kw ayaiia 191 Second session
Thursday (Week Two)
g 30/0572014 Eusi Kwayana 3-112 Second session
Friday T (Week Two)
9 Eusi Kwayana 1-78
02/06/2014 - Sccond session
Monday {Week Three)
9 02/06/2014 Joseph Hamilton 79-110 Second session
Monday (Wecek Three
10 030672014 Joseph Hamilton 5-132 Second session
Tuesday ) { Week Thrce)
11 04/06/20 14 Joseph Hamilton 1-196 Second session
Wednesday { Week Three)
- 12 05/06/2014 Norman Mc Lepn 2-143 Second session
Thursday (Week Three) ]
Second sessinn
13 06/06/2014 Allan Gales 2-95 {Week Three)
Friday
14 23/06/2014 Allan Gates 4-117 Third session
Monday {Week Fnur)
15 24/06/2014 Allan Gales I-148 Third Session
Tuesday {(WeekTour} |
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16 25/006/2014 Tacuma Ogunseye 1.9 Third Session
Wednesday L (Week Four)
17 26/06/2014 0 Gerald Gouveia l 1-148 Third Session
Tlursday i : . {(Weel Four)
- T
i
18 27/06/2014 Gerald Gouveia i 10-93 Third Session
Friday 1 ~ ! _ (Week Four)
l o Dr, Nigel Westmaas 1-120
9 30/06/2014 Third session
Monday {Week Five)
2{ ! 110742014 Dr. Nigel Westmaus 1-103 Third sessivn
Tuesday ! ' ~ {Week Five)
i ] '
: i s .
21 02/07/2014 Tacwina Ogunseye 1 3-101 ‘Tiird Session
Wednesday ! ( Week Five)
22 20/07/2014 Patrick West 5-110 Fourth session
Tuesday e {Week Six)
23 30/07/2014 Cargill Kyte 2-67 Tourth session
Wednesday . _ (Week Six)
23 30/07/2014 Sydney Janes 70-89 Fourth session
Wednesday {Week Six)
24 31/07/2014 Malvolin Rodrigues I 507 Fourth session
Thursday ¢ 3 {Week Six)
; . : -
25 E 04/08/2014 Tueuna Ogunseye j 1-22 ' Fourth sessicn
Monday | 1 ; {Week Seven)
25 04/08/2014 Karen DeSovza 23-138 Fourth session
Monday B {Week Seven)
26 05/08/2014 Cargiti Kyte 1-10 Fourth session
__Tuesduy e | (Week Seven)
26 05/08/201 4 ‘Leslic James 11-92 Fourth session
Tuesday - B {Week Seven)
2 06/08/2014 Leslie James 2-08 Fourth session
Wednesday o ] (Weck Seven)
i
E 28 07/08/2014 i Leslic James 1-8% Fourth session
¢ Thursday i {Weck Seven)
{ !
/ 1
| 29 25/08/2014 Sydney James 1-96 Filth session
Monday {Week Eight)
3 26/08/2014 Sydney James 1-106 Fifih scssion
Tuesday e {Weck Light)
3l 27/08/2014 Syduey James 1-133 Fillh session
Wednesday ___(Week Eipght) _
] 32 28/08/2014 Sydney James : 1-56 Fifth session
Thursday B {Week Eight)
32 28/08/2014 Father Malcom 56-73 Fifth session
Thursday Rodrigites (Weel Cight)
2 28/08/2014 Jocelyn Dow T4-ti1 Filh session
Thursday . (Week Eight) |
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33 29/08/2014 Jacelyn Dow 2-1H Fifth session
Yriday (Week Eight}
34 20/10/2014 Dr. Patricia Raduey 1-54 Sixth Session
Monday {Week Nine)
35 21/10/2014 Dr Pafricia Rudney 1-128 Sixth Session
Tuesday (Week Nine)
36 22/10/2014 Leslie James 1-119 Sixth Session
Wednesday {Week Nine)
Thursday 231042014 - HOLIDAY
37 24/10/2014 Lesiie James 2-114 Sixth Session
Friday {Week Nine)
38 2771042014 Leslie James 1-121 Sixth Session
Monday - (Week Ten)
39 28/10£2014 Dr, Oinawale 1-119 Sixth Session
Tuesday (Weelc Ten)
40 29/10/2014 Dr. Qmawale 1-50/5-54 Sixtly Session
Wednesday (Week Ten)
4i} 29/10/2014 Nirmal Rehit Kanhai 50-129/54-133 Sixth Session
Wednesdny { Week Ten)
41 30/10/2014 Ninmal Rohit Kankai 1-174 Sixth Session
Thursday ! (Week Ten)
f
42 31/10/2014 Treuton Roach 1-114 Sixth Session
Friday (Week Ten)
43 3/1142014 Justice Charies R 1-126 Sixth Session
Monday Ramson {Week Eleven)
44 47112014 Justige Charles R 1-63 Sixth Session
Tuesday Ramsan {Week Eleven)
44 471172014 Ras Leon Saul 64-120 Sixih Session
Tuesday {(Week Eleven)
45 5112014 Dy, Nanda Gopaul 1-180 Sixth Session
Wednesday : {Week Eleven)
46 6/11/2014 Dr, Nanda Gopaul 1-126 Sixth Session
Thursday {(Week Eleven)
47 712014 Dy, Nanda Gopautl 1-94 Sixth Session
Friday (Week Eleven)
48 26/01/2015 Allan Robert Gates 3-94 Seventh Session
Monday (Week Twelve)
49 27/01/2015 Alian Robert Gatos 4-87 Seventh Session
Tuesday L {(Weelk Twelve}
56 28/01/2015 Mark Brittan 5-53 Scventh Session
Wednesday _(Week Twelve)
51 25/01/2015 Dr. Nanda Gopaul 2-49 Seventh Session




H .

Y

e

Etacriv

J

§ el Ga

[ TR

Hlnside

{Week Fitteen)

Thursday ..._._.]..._. o {wct:k Twelve)
. i -
5. .
51 29012015 ' Clement Rohice 51-117 Seventl Session
Thursday . (Week Twelvey
52 30/01/2015% Douald Rodiey 1-98 Seventh Sessioi
Friday | {(Week Twelve)
53 09/02/2015 Clement Roliee I-103 Lighth Session
| Monday _ {Weelk Thirieen)
54 10/02/2015 Clement Roliee 5-36 Eighth Scssian
Tuesday {Week Thirteen)
55 11/02/2015 In Camera Wilness one 09 Eighth Session
Wednesday (Week Thirteen)
55 11/02/2015 In Camera Wilness Two 1158 Eightly Session i
_Wednesday o {Weelk Thirteen)
56 1302/2015 In Camera Wilness one 1-9 Ciglith Session
Friday returlis {(Week Thirteen)
56 13/02/2015 In Camera Wilness 9-834 Lighth Session
Friclay Three {Week Thirteen)
57 16/02/2015 Clement Rohee 3-147 Eighth Session
Monday {Week Fourteen)
58 17/02/201% . Holland Gordon 2-122 Eighth Session :
Tuesday Yearwood {Week Fourteen}
59 18/02/2015 Donald Rodney ' 1-119 Eightls Session
Wednesday . (Weck Fourteen)
60 19/0272005 UDanald Redney 3-46 Eighth Session
Thursday {Site visit) {Week Fourtcen)
60 Vinyak Bandon Fighth Session
Thursday 19/02/2015 (Surveyor) (Week Fourteen)
60 14/02/2015 Donald Rodney 2-65 Etghth Session
Thursday {Week Fourteen)
5! 20/02/2015 Donald Rodney 1-126 Eiglitl Session
Friday {Week Fourtecn)
i
62 23/03/201% Donald Roduey 2-72 Ninth Session
Monday {Week Fiftcen )
» 63 24/03/2015 Anne Wager | 2-116 Ninth Seszion
Tuesday —— {Week Fifteen )
o4 2540342015 Aunne Wager 1-134 Minth. Session
Wednesday L B {Week Fifteen}
65 26/03/2015 Anne Wager 1-i11i Ninth Session
Thursday ) ; N {Week Fifteen)
. !
(.J(a 27/03/2003 Anne Wager I-141 Niuth Session
Friday | (Week ifteen)
60 27/03/2015 Sgt Adains 141-183 Iinth Session
Friday |




OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
Shiv Chandempaul Dilve & South Road
Goabdigetown, Guydnd g

September 23, 2014 ;

Sir Richard Cheltenham, KA, QC, PhD

Chairman |
Walter Rodney Commission of inquiry

Supreme Court Building
South and King Streets
I

Georgetown

Dear Mr Chairman,

Re: Extension of the Life of Commission of inquiry

| had earlier extended the life of the Commission of Inquiry which you Chair to
September 30™, 2014.
J;

i
[

Based on advice provided to the Office of the President, | write to inform you thbt
| have decided to extend the life of the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry E

31" January, 2015.

Yours sincerely,

> N\t

Donald Ramotar
President




MINISTRY OF THE PRESIDENCY
Vlissengen Road, !

Bourda, Georgetowi, ('

Guyana !

July 8, 2015

Sir Richard Cheltenham, KA, QC, PhD
Chairman

Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry
Supreme Couit Building

South and King Streets

Georgetown

Dear Chairman,

Re: Extension of the Life of the Commission of Inquiry

I have been advised that the life of the Commission of Inquiry which you Chair was
extended to March 315, 2015 by former President Donald Ramotar, my predecessor.

I write to inform you that, based upon the advice provided to my office for an extension
of the life of the Commission, I have decided that a final extension is to be granted to the
life of the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry to 30th November, 2015.

The Commission is hereby directed that it shall render its report, findings and
recommendations to the President within the specified extension of the life of the

Commission.

The extension of time granted hereof shal] be cffective from July 27, 2015.

Yours sincerely,

David Granger :
President A bhehalf of

» . rq ¥ oy . !
Co-operative Republic of Guyana H. i ;(m'{; L5 ﬂf‘i,f%; | TEHRAT, O.C.

\..?lgﬂf {) Q&q@ rw_’s LT LEE L YT
Date ! .,. or. .{f..:.?... LLCT- PP

i
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THE WALTER RODNEY
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY

Supreme Court Librury Building
{ Upper Flaor)
Supreme Court Carnpound,
South and King Sirests,
Georgetown, Guyana.

I
Sir Richard Cheltenham, K. 4., Q..C, Ph.D - Chaqi_l:fman.

Tel: 592-227-7720 Mr. Seenath Jatrum, 5.C. - Memnber i

AR N .

R

r-

Email: wolterrodneysecretariat(@gmail. com Ms. Jargueline Samuels-Brown Q.C. - Member :
B
|

July 17th) 2015

His Excellency,

Brigadier (Rtd) David A. Granger,

President of the Co-operative Republic of Guyana,
Georgetown,

GUYANA.

Dear President Granger,

My fellow Commissioners and I very much look forward to paying you a courtesy
call when next we are in Guyana and congratulating you on your recent victory at
the polls and your subsequent elevation to the high office of President of the Co-
operative Republic,

I have received recent instructions from the Attorney General, the Honourable Basil
Williams. He has, in effect, directed the Commission to conclude the Rodney
Commission of Inquiry after two days of further public hearings, devoted to
receiving closing submissions and thereafter to prepare our Report by November
30th, 2015.

I was careful to point out that the decision, though clearly understood and
appreciated, has serious implications for:

(a} the thoroughness of the report, in that important witnesses not yet heard,
could contribute evidence relating to some aspects of our Terms of Reference
not sufficiently explored and addressed, and

(b} the farrness of the report as persons who have not testified, but who have
been adversely reflected upon in the course of the testimony of others, will
not be afforded an opportunity to resist, refute or explain away the adverse
comments.

Resulting from the above, the report or some of its findings may lead to challenge in
the court.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the instruction to complete the Comrmission in the
prescribed manner and within the time frame indicated will be honoured.

/2.




July 17t 2015

His Excellency,
Brigadier {(Rtd) David A. Granger,
President of the Co-gperative Republic of Guyana,

We {ully appreciate the extent to which we, as Commissioners, are subject to the
directive of the Execulive, But ! thought it responsible and prudent that we
formally draw to your attention the extent to which the directive recently given will
impact on the fairness and thoroughness of the report which we have been asked to

render.

Please accept the assurances of our highest consideration,

Yours respectfully,

...................................... Y R

chard Cheltenham, K.A., O.C.—

8
Chairman
c: The Honourable Bagil Williams,

Attorney General & Ministry of Legal Affairs
Mr. Seenath Jairam, 5.C,, Commissioner
Mrs. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown, Q.C., Commissioner
Mr Hugh Denbow, Administrator



THE WALTER RODNEY
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY

Supreme Court Library Duilding
{ Upper Floor)
Supreme Court Compound,
South and King Streets,
Georgetownt, Guyana.

|
[
|.
|

Sir Richard Cheltenham, K. A., Q..C, Ph.D - Chm,nnan
Mr. Seenath Jairem, 5.C. - Member

Tel: 592.227-7729
Ms. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown Q.C, - Member |_;

Email: welterrodneysecretariat{@gmail, com

November 5, 2015

His Excellency, g % &

The President,

The Cooperative Republic of Guyana, !
{Oflice of the President, | - _ |
Georgetown, f

GUYANA

Dear Mr. President,

As Chairman of the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry, I write to seek an enlargement|
of time within which to submit the Report of the Commission.

You will recall that Novemhber 30th, 2015, was set as the date for the submission of the!
Report. However, for a miscellany of reasons ranging from the sudden death of my sister

l in early August to demanding professional commitments, some of which arose suddenly,

on the part of my fellow Commissioners as well as myself, the Report is not yet ready.

1 am to report, however, that progress is being made and we are all committed to having
the Report concluded, including printing and binding by February 29t, 2016.

I should indicate that in moving to February end, we have taken into consideration thati
the intervening Xmas season will mean, in effect, that the period of mid-December to the'

end of the first week in January will be one of low productivity. That is consistent with ;! i
tradition. ’:

We, the Commissioners, are all committed to using the period as productively as we canl'
in relatlon to the Report writing, but in so far as we are dependent on staff, we cannot §
ignore the effect of that period.

We look forward to your favourable response.

Please accept the assurances of our highest consideration.

Yours Respectfully,

“Justitia nemini neganda est’ ‘ :
Jusljee to be denied to no one |
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MINISTRY OF THE PRESIDENCY
Visnengel Raoad.
Bourtly, Georgelown,
Cuving

2015-11-23

Sir Richard L. Cheltenham, KA., Q.C., Ph.D
Chairman, The Walter Rodney Commission of Enquiry
Supreme Court Library Building (Upper Floor)

South and King Streets

Stabroek, Georgetown.

Dear Sir Richard,
Thank you for your letter of November 05, 2015.

You will recall that the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry was established on the
authority of the President of the Republic on 6t February 2014 and members of the
Commission were sworn in on 25t February in Georgetown, twenty-one months ago.

The Co-operative Republic of Guyana has planned an intense programme of public
activities during the first half of 2016. These include the conduct of Local Government
Elections and the Celebration of the 50t Anniversary of Independence.

I regret to inform you, therefore, that your request for an ‘enlargement’ of time within
which to submit the Report of the Commission cannot be extended beyond the 15t
December, 2015.

Yours sincerely,

P—

David Granger
President of the Cooperative Republic of Guyana.

(it

Wil

c.c. Hon. Basil Williams, M.P. o
Mr. Seenath Jairam, S.C.
Ms. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown, Q.C.

4 DEC 2015

[’3”’"'1 R L St
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THE WALTER RODNEY
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY

Supreme Court Library Building
{ Upper Irloor)
Suprenie Court Compound,
South and King Streets,
Georgetown, Guyana.

Sir Richard Cheltenham, K.A., Q.C, Ph.D - (,hamnan
Mr. Seenath Jairam, $.C. - Member

Tel: 592-227-7729
Ms. Jaequeline Samuels-Brown Q.C. - Member

Email: walterradnevsecretarigi@gmail. com

December 7th, 2015

His Excellency, !
The President, ‘
The Cooperative Republic of Guyana, r
Ministry of the Presidency, '
Vlissengen Road, |
Boarda, Georgetown, i
GUYANA |

Dear Mr. President, i

Your letter of November 23w, 2015 in response to my earlier communication of!
November 5t last was received by courier at my Chambers earlier this month -%
December 204, It effectively gives us twelve (12) days within which to submit the
Report of the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry. ;:

I

After consulting with my fellow Comimissioners, I am to advise that though we havel:
made appreciable progress in preparing the Report, it will not be possible to have 1tI
ready for submission before January end, 2016.

We note your programme of activities planned for the 50t Anniversary of I'
Independence and would not in any way wish the Report to detract from the public’a"
enjoyment of or concentration on the celebrations. That said, however, we will not be ’;
able to complete the multiple steps necessary to produce the Report within the'I
timeframe given. j

I should add that we suffer in the preparation of the Report from the fact that we are|:
located in three (3) different countries and we are required to agree, if possible, the|
findings to be made. And it will be left to me, as Chairman, to read the entire

2/

“Justitia neming neganda est’ I
Justice to be denied to no one



2. |
December 7th, 2015 :
)

His Excellency,
The President, :
The Cooperative Republic of Guyana, .

manuscript in draft to ensure that there are no unnecessary overlaps or a1gmﬁcant
omissions. In addition, it will be necessary to have the Report printed and bound
before presentation. I feel obliged to add that [ had discussed with Mr. Denbow the'
printing and binding of the report which he had undertaken to coordinate with the'
Government Printery. ) have been unable to contact Mr. Denbow in recent months
and the advice reaching me is that the Commission Secretariat has been closed and

its staff severed. |

[ respectfully urge that the Commissioners be allowed reasonable latitude, ccut'Lsistenti:,i
with the timeframe sought, in putting together a not insignificant report. ,

For these and other reasons arising {rom our multiple professional commitments, 1t}
will not be realistic to hand over the Report by December 15t 2015.

[ urge your understanding of the constraints set out herein and assure you of ou ,_
highest consideration. ;'

Yours Respectfully,

S1r Richard L. Cheltenham, K.A., Q.C., Ph.D. i
Chairman '

c.c Hon. Basil Williams, M.P.
Ms. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown, Q.C.
Mr. Seenath Jairam, S.C.

“Jusiita nemin{ neganda ¢st’
Justice 1o be denied to no one



MINISTRY OF THY PRESIDENCY

Viissengen Road,
Bowidi, Georgetown,
Crnyana

2016-01-06

Sir Richard L. Cheltenham, KA., Q.C., Ph.D
Chairman, The Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry
Supreme Court Library Building (Upper Floor)

South and King Streets

Stabroek, Georgetown.

Dear Sir Richard,

Thank you for your letter of 2015.11.05. I did reply to your letter of 2015.11.05 pointing
out that the Walter Rodney Commission of Inquiry had been established on the;
authority of the President of the Republic on 6% February 2014, and members of the|

Commission were sworn in on 25t February in Georgetown.

Thank you also for your letter dated 2015.12.07 to which a response dated 2015.12.16
was sent indicating my inclination to agree to your request for an extension of time to|,

complete the Report.

1 now wish to confirm, therefore, that your request for an ‘enlargement’ of time withini!
which to submit the Report of the Commission has been granted. I agree to the|

extension of the time to 2016.02.06.

Yours sincerely,

M

David Granger
President of the Cooperative Republic of Guyana.

c.c. Hon, Basil Williams, M.P.
Mr. Seenauth Jairam, S.C.
Ms. Jacqueline Samuels-Brown, Q.C.
Mr. Christopher Ram.

=, W o

20 J 2016 |
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