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WHAT IS GUYANA’S DESTINY?                                                                                                                        

National Unity with Equal Economic Opportunities                                                                                      

or                                                                                                                                                                            

An Ethnic and Political Stalemate with the Consequences of                                                                                                                                  

Persistent Poverty and Bouts of Temporary Insanity 

This is a contribution to the many broad initiatives of those Guyanese and friends of Guyana who 

are searching for ways to build national unity and provide equal economic opportunities for 

Guyanese in all the ethnic communities.  Some persons support a particular political party and 

many are not politically aligned. It does not matter. Most importantly, they belong to all the 

ethnic communities in Guyana and they want a new beginning for Guyana. 

I humbly present these reflections and action proposals for critical review and correction.  There 

are five reflections and two action proposals.  They are divided into seven Parts so that you can 

read them separately, at your own convenience.                                                                                                                                                            

Part 1 - Guyana’s Conundrum – Pages 1 to 2                                                                                                                        

Part 2 - There is a Political and Ethnic Stalemate – Pages 2 to 4                                                     

Part 3 - Persistent Poverty – Pages 4 to 6                                                                                                                                                            

Part 4 - Bouts of Temporary Insanity – Pages 6 to 8                                                                                                                      

Part 5 - What are All of Our Leaders and All of Our People Doing? Pages 8 to 9                                                                                                                                         

Part 6 - Negotiate An Interim Governance Structure – Pages 10 to 11                                                                         

Part 7 - A Draft Plan of Action for the Interim Government – Pages 11 to 14  

[1] Guyana’s Conundrum 

First of all, as Guyanese we must acknowledge that, throughout our independent history of fifty-

four (54) years (1966-2020), we have tended to deny, ignore or downplay the fact that, for a long 

time, Guyana has had a confusing and difficult problem - a conundrum.  There is no national 

unity and there is persistent poverty.  This conundrum defines all aspects of Guyanese life, 

especially its politics and its economy.  Across all of our ethnic communities, Guyana has had 

and still has significant imbalances in the ownership of businesses and property, 

entrepreneurship, distribution, family incomes, the security services and employment 

opportunities.  
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At times, most of us, including myself, have only acknowledged parts of the conundrum or we 

have downplayed its seriousness . Now, with the possible horrendous consequences of a 

continuing election impasse, we must be motivated more than ever to find solutions. 

Like many other countries, we can achieve national unity and equal economic opportunities 

for all Guyanese.  From our own history, we recall the time when all adult Guyanese won the 

right to vote for the first time in 1953.  Guyanese demonstrated the beginning of national unity.  

The movement for national independence (the PPP), led together by Cheddi Jagan and Forbes 

Burnham, won convincingly the first free and fair elections.  But sadly within two years, by 

1955, the PPP was divided. 

Subsequently, throughout their lives, both Forbes Burnham and Cheddi Jagan were aware of the 

conundrum.  Both tried a number of times to overcome the situation in their own ways.  But, at 

the end of their lives, they were both deeply disappointed that national unity was not achieved, 

poverty persisted and there was a continuing exodus of hundreds of thousands of Guyanese, from 

all ethnic communities, economic classes and professions, who migrated mainly to North 

America, the Caribbean and Europe.  

Consequently, Guyana has continuously experienced temporary bouts (periods) of political and 

social insanity with the following negative consequences –                                                                                                                                             

 riots and arson with hundreds of people losing their lives, homes and businesses in 1962 

and 1963                                                                     

 rigged elections in 1968, 1973, 1980 and 1985                                                                                         

 economic sabotage during the 1960s and 1970s                                                                                  

 disputes of election results in 1997, 2001, 2006, 2011, 2015 and 2020                                                                                                           

 the assassination of national and community leaders                                   

 hundreds of civilians, of all ethnicities, lost their lives as victims of death squads and 

drug cartels in the 1990s and 2000s                                                                                                                       

 and, during every election campaign, there has always been some level of political 

paranoia and some violence. 

[2] There is an Ethnic and Political Stalemate 

The actions of present-day Guyanese have confirmed that the core nature of the PPP and PNC is 

that they are not really political parties but ethnic representational blocks.  Regardless of the 

number and types of political parties that contest a national election in Guyana, over ninety-five 

percent (95%) of all Indo-Guyanese and ninety-five percent (95%) of all Afro-Guyanese, 

regardless of their economic class (rich, middle class, working class or poor), and regardless of 

their gender and age, vote for their own ethnic block, either the PPP or PNC. 
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There were a few exceptions in 2006, 2011 and 2015. A third party (the AFC) increasingly 

received significant support from the Indo-Guyanese and Afro-Guyanese communities, as well 

as from the Ethnically-Mixed and Amerindian communities.  

In 2015, the APNU/AFC Coalition garnered a good percentage of Indo-Guyanese votes but the 

APNU/AFC only won those elections by one parliamentary seat and by a very small advantage 

of less than one percent (1%) of the total national votes!  By 2020, the situation has now reversed 

back to the ‘status quo’ of ethnic block voting based on the fear of ethnic domination. 

In every national election, the PPP and PNC have been doing the same type of political 

campaigns, over and over again.  They hold big rallies, organize ‘bottom-house’ meetings and 

carry out house-to-house visits, mainly in their own ethnic strongholds.  

Yet, during every election campaign, the leaders of these two blocks have publicly stated that 

they expect to win a substantial national majority.  They have delusions that they can garner 

large numbers of diverse voters.   

Interestingly, both the PNC and PPP blocks also have some leaders, members and supporters 

who are from the other ethnic block (either Afro-Guyanese or Indo-Guyanese) and from other 

ethnic communities – Amerindians, Ethnically-Mixed Guyanese and the very small number of 

Portuguese, Chinese and white Guyanese.  But the presence of these ethnic communities in the 

PPP and PNC has not appreciably changed their political and social nature as representational 

blocks for Indo-Guyanese and Afro-Guyanese. 

However, the situation is changing.  There have been significant ethnic population changes.  

From 1980 to 2012, {for 12 years under the PNC and for 20 years under the PPP}, the 10-year 

Population Censuses, based on ethnic self-identification, have confirmed that the Indo-Guyanese 

population in Guyana declined by 11.2% (from 51% to 39.8%). On the other hand, during those 

same years, the Afro-Guyanese population declined by only 1.5%!  Most importantly, the 

Ethnically Mixed and the Amerindian populations have been growing by over 3% annually. 

*Source: Wikipedia “Demographics of Guyana” 

In the last population census of 2012, Indo-Guyanese were 39.8% of the population, Afro-

Guyanese were 29.3%, Ethnically Mixed Guyanese were 19.9%, Amerindian Guyanese were 

10.5% and Guyanese from the Portuguese, Chinese and white communities were 0.5%. *Source: 

CIA World Factbook. 
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In addition to the demographic changes, there is a low level of ethnic mixing.  In 2009, the USA 

Vanderbilt University Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) surveyed Guyanese who 

were drawn from all the ethnic communities based on their National Census proportions.  

The Guyanese respondents confirmed that, regardless of the type of association they participated 

in, at least seventy-eight percent (78%) of the other participants were mostly or entirely from the 

same ethnic community.  

However, there are significant occasions when Guyanese, from all ethnic communities, interact 

to some extent.  Together, they:                                                                                                                                                

 study at many secondary schools and at the university                                                                                                                                           

 attend major cricket matches                                                                                                                       

 dine in some major restaurants                                                                                                                      

 shop in food markets                                                                                                                                    

 participate in meetings of parents’ associations                                                                                      

 ride in minibuses and                                                                                                                                                          

 worship in some Christian churches. 

Therefore, taking into account these observations, and if the free, fair and transparent results of 

the 2020 national election are publicly released, we will see that there is now a political and 

ethnic stalemate between the PPP and PNC.  In any national poll, based on this ethnic stalemate, 

no one block can claim a decisive victory!  Neither block really wins or loses. 

Neither the PPP nor the PNC could “win” a free and fair election by more than one or possibly 

two more seats over the other.  

Therefore, neither the PPP nor the PNC, on their own, could nationally unite Guyanese to 

build a diversified and sustainable economy, eradicate poverty in all ethnic communities, 

tackle income inequality, overcome fears of public insecurity and create jobs for every 

Guyanese.  Neither ethnic block is able to compel the other to meet its own demands. 

[3] Persistent Poverty  

As a consequence, this long absence of national unity and the worsening ethnic and political 

stalemate have negatively impacted economic opportunities for Guyanese in all ethnic 

communities, and especially for workers, the poor, women and young people. 

In 2006, according to the Inter-American Development Bank (IDB), thirty-six percent (36%) of 

all Guyanese lived in poverty.  The IDB confirmed that Guyana’s poverty rate was higher than 

the Latin American average rate of twenty-six percent (26%) and the Caribbean average rate of 

twenty-five percent (25%)! 



Page 5 

From 1970 to 2005 (for 35years!), under both the PNC and PPP, Guyana’s GDP per capita only 

grew by 0.8% per year!  

By comparison, Mauritius, which had a similar economy to Guyana’s in the early 1960s, 

achieved growth in its GDP per capita of 4% each year from 1970 to 2005! 

How did Mauritius achieve that?  Mauritius had a structural and political transformation. 

Over three decades (30 years), Mauritius implemented equity policies for all of its ethnic 

communities and diversified its economy from mainly sugar production to manufacturing textiles 

to tourism to financial services. 

Guyana has a small population and a small domestic market.  It has the 12
th

 lowest population 

density in the world.  Therefore, sustainable and inclusive growth in Guyana will depend on 

its export performance.  

Since 1960, under both the PNC and PPP, Guyana’s exports grew by less than one percent (1%) 

per year!  From the late 1970s to 1990, under the PNC, we had a long period of decline in 

exports.  From 1998 to 2007, under the PPP, there was no appreciable growth in exports. 

In terms of export performance, we have been underachieving compared to our regional 

neighbors.  For example, from 1995 to 2005 {10 years}, under the PPP, Guyana’s share of total 

global exports declined significantly while our immediate competitors in Latin America and the 

Caribbean increased their share in total global exports by twenty-one percent (21%)!  

Guyana’s share of the global markets for rice and sugar has declined.  In addition, in spite of 

some attempts at diversification into manufacturing and services in the 1970s and the 2000s 

under both the PNC and PPP, we have continued to concentrate on exporting products of low 

technology that cannot significantly increase Guyana’s export income.   

As Guyanese, we need to look at the experiences of countries that had real and perceived ethnic 

imbalances and conflicts, that had oil, gas or other mineral resources, but they avoided the 

‘resource curse’ and they overcame dependence on low value-added exports.  Costa Rica, 

Malaysia, Mauritius and Singapore successfully diversified their economies and achieved 

significant advances in family incomes for all their ethnic communities. 

We have to learn how these countries overcame colonialism, underdevelopment, ethnic conflicts 

and economic dependence.  A good example is Malaysia.  In 1969, there was what they called 

the “Race Riots” with violent and deadly inter-ethnic conflicts.  But by 1970, the leaders of the 

Malay, Chinese and Indian ethnic communities urgently responded to the inter-ethnic conflicts 

by creating a New Political Arrangement and a New Economic Policy for all Malaysians.  
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The main objectives of the new Malaysia were [1] to build national unity, [2] develop a 

diversified economy with an oil industry, and [3] significantly decrease poverty and increase the 

incomes in all ethnic communities. The bottom line for the multi-ethnic Malaysian leadership 

was that no ethnic group must experience any loss or feel any sense of deprivation. 

The Malay, Chinese and Indian leaders jointly played the crucial role in promoting inclusiveness 

and transparency.  Over twenty years (1970 to 1990), Malaysia achieved very impressive 

reductions in poverty for all ethnic communities.  

For Malays, poverty decreased from 65% to 20.8%.  For the Chinese community, poverty 

decreased from 26% to 5.7%.  For the Indian community, poverty decreased from 39% to 8%.  

At the same time, Malaysia has maintained a competitive economic regime with an open and 

diversified economy. *Sources: Drabble 2000; “Historical Institutionalism and Economic 

Diversification: The Case of Malaysia” by Abdillah Noh; “Economic Growth and Development 

in Malaysia: Policy Making and Leadership” by Zainal Aznam Yusof and Deepak Bhattasali – 

Commission on Growth and Development of the International Bank for Reconstruction and 

Development of the World Bank; “Economic Diversification: The Case of Malaysia” by Zainol 

Aznam Yusof of the National Economic Advisory Council of Malaysia and the Revenue Watch 

Institute. 

Unlike Mauritius and Malaysia, Guyana has NOT had any positive political and economic 

transformation.  

Under both the PPP and PNC, Guyana’s economic performance has been disappointing. 

As an independent country, from 1966 to 2018 [fifty-three (53) years], under both the PNC and 

the PPP, Guyana had thirty-two (32) years of positive GDP growth and twenty-one (21) years of 

negative economic growth! 

There were nineteen (19) years of positive GDP growth under the PNC from 1966 to 1978, from 

1990 to 1992 and from 2016 to 2018.  There were fifteen (15) years of positive GDP growth 

under the PPP from 1993 to 1997 and from 2006 to 2015.  

This data highlights the fact that, when it came to growing and developing the Guyanese 

economy, no one ethnic group or no one political party is better than the other.  

[4] Bouts of Temporary Insanity 

Distressingly, we are now witnessing bouts (periods) of insanity based on the fear of ethnic 

domination. These bouts could take us over the precipice into large scale inter-ethnic violence 

like what happened in Europe (Serbia-Herzegovina and Croatia), Africa (Rwanda and Sudan) 

and Asia (India, Bangladesh and Myanmar).  
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We need to heed the words of Bertrand Russell, the well-known British historian, who noted that 

“neither a man nor a crowd nor a nation can be trusted to act humanely or to think sanely under 

the influence of a great fear”. 

On social media, on TV screens and in the daily newspapers, we see some Guyanese leaders and 

ordinary persons, of different ethnic backgrounds and different political loyalties, displaying 

symptoms of abnormal mental and behaviour patterns.  

These persons display symptoms of temporary insanity such as confused thinking, feeling sad or 

down, excessive fears or worries, extreme mood changes, low energy, sleeping problems, and the 

shouting of threatening words.  Tolstoy, the great Russian writer of the classic book “War and 

Peace”, noticed that there are times “when we see in others indications of insanity, but we do not 

notice it in ourselves”.  We may appear completely normal to each other even though we may be 

doing completely strange things.                                                                                                   

According to medical experts, this is psychopathic behavior.  These personalities come from all 

the ethnic communities and they have different political loyalties.  They see the opinions of the 

“feared ethnic opponent” as invalid or dangerous.  Many times, they fool us with their 

presentable appearance, their smartness, decisiveness and courage.  But they can become a 

danger to themselves and to other people. 

Guyana’s great national poet, Martin Carter, warned us that “we are all involved, we are all 

consumed”.    

The strange thing about this temporary insanity is that it is often very hard to tell it apart from 

brilliance.  Psychopathic personalities are never filled with doubts about the consequences of 

what they advocate.  They know full well the suffering that their actions may cause others, but 

they do not care!  

Violent actions are not normal nor are these actions used by only some ethnic communities or 

only the poor and the working class.  Many times, rich and middle class business investors have 

displayed irrational behaviors in stock exchanges around the world.  

Medical researchers have confirmed that there can be bouts (periods) of temporary insanity 

which can be contagious or infectious such as in copycat suicides and through a mental “foile a 

deux” when symptoms of delusional belief and hallucinations are transmitted from one 

individual to another!  
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In those countries in Europe, Asia and Africa where crises became very violent and there was the 

loss of hundreds of thousands of innocent civilian lives, witnesses testified that people who were 

perfectly sane on Tuesday morning, sometimes went “nuts” the next day.  These persons were 

infected into a ‘herd mentality’.  They were drawn into temporary insanity by a family member, 

a colleague or a neighbor.  

For our Guyanese nation, we have to heed the words of Carl Sagan, the great American 

astronomer, who in his book titled “Cosmos” noted that “when our illusions about ourselves are 

challenged, we tend, some of us at least, to fly into murderous rages, and when the same 

provocations are applied to nation states, they, too, fly into murderous rages, egged on often by 

those seeking personal power or profit”. 

We also have to heed the words of Mahatma Ghandi, the great leader of the movement for 

India’s independence, on the consequences of this kind of insanity.  Ghandi noted that “an eye 

for an eye only ends in making the whole world blind” and “there is no such thing as too insane 

when others turn up dead due to your actions”. 

[5] What Are All of Our Leaders and All of Our People Doing? 

The leaders of the ethnic representational blocks (PNC and PPP) have not publicly recognized 

that there is an ethnic and political stalemate in Guyana.  

Leaders matter.  They do make a difference.  But our very capable and dynamic multi-ethnic 

leaders have sunk into a state of mind that is completely discombobulated.  Many times they do 

not seem to know ‘what is up and what is down’.  They are in a muddle and are confused about 

how to lead and govern the nation. 

Most distressingly, our leaders are not doing much talking with each other across the ethnic 

blocks.  They have not created any transparent multi-ethnic dialogue mechanisms to address the 

conundrum.  Both Afro-Guyanese and Indo-Guyanese leaders mainly talk to those within their 

own ethnic representational block.  Maybe, they are modeling their behaviour after George 

Carlin, the famous American comedian and commentator, who once said, “The reason I talk to 

myself is because I am the only one whose answers I accept”.  

Our political leaders are ignoring or downplaying the perils of political, social and economic 

fragmentation.  The PPP and PNC leaders, maybe unconsciously and not intentionally, tend to 

hoard power.  They dominate the political and social landscape and they are not very confident 

in the abilities and motivations of civil society organizations.  So far, there are few opportunities 

for civil society organizations and their leaders to participate in finding solutions to the crisis. 

In the Vanderbilt University LAPOP survey of Guyanese in 2001, it was recognized that civil 

society organizations are an under-utilized resource for nation building in Guyana. 
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Consequently, in 2001, the Guyanese Parliament unanimously added to the Guyana Constitution 

a new Article 13 which reads that “the principal objective is an inclusionary democracy that will 

involve citizens’ organizations in the management and decision-making of the State, with 

particular emphasis on those areas of decision-making that directly affect their well-being”. 

All of our people and all of our leaders have to empower civil society to become equal actors on 

the Guyana “stage”.  But for nineteen (19) years, both PPP and PNC Presidents and their 

governments have not implemented anything significant with regards to Article 13, except for 

the establishment of constitutional Commissions on Indigenous Peoples, Ethnic Relations, 

Women and Gender Equality and the Rights of the Child.  The composition of these 

Commissions is multi-ethnic.  However, they need to become more effective to balance the 

power of the political parties. 

Our Guyanese leaders need to listen to all the people.  In the 2014 LAPOP multi-ethnic survey in 

Guyana, only thirty (30%) of Guyanese, from all ethnic communities, responded that their 

leaders were interested in what they thought.  This percentage was one of the lowest ratings 

among the twenty-two (22) other countries that Vanderbilt University surveyed in Latin 

America, the Caribbean, the USA and Canada.  

Of very deep concern is that, in another LAPOP survey in 2016, only four years ago, fifty-two 

percent (52%) of the Guyanese surveyed stated that democracy was preferable, while twenty 

percent (20%) stated that an authoritarian government may be preferable and twenty-seven 

percent (27%) stated that it did not matter whether the government is democratic or authoritarian.  

Astonishingly, forty-seven percent (47%) felt that democracy was NOT preferable or that 

it did not matter whether a government is democratic or authoritarian!   

Consequently, this means that the main initiatives for national unity and equitable opportunities 

have to come, first of all, from us, ordinary Guyanese people and our male, female and youth 

leaders at the civic, community and religious levels of society.  

If the people want change, we will have to do things differently.  We must first change our 

mindset about the destiny of Guyana.  Then, we have to push and pull all our leaders to sincerely 

and concretely work for national unity and equal economic opportunities for all ethnic 

communities.  We have to reject a destiny of persistent poverty and continuous bouts of 

temporary insanity. 
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[6] Negotiate An Interim Governance Structure 

All Guyanese need hope for a new future. 

From the Amerindian, African, Indian, Ethnically-Mixed, Portuguese, Chinese and white 

communities, we have to encourage, support and demand that all our political, business, labor 

and religious leaders, with high participation from women and youth leaders, immediately begin 

to  change their mindset and begin negotiations to establish an interim governance structure for 

the next three years. 

The priorities of this interim government must be the implementation of constitutional, political 

and economic changes [1] to build national unity, significantly reduce poverty and increase 

incomes in all ethnic communities and [2] to develop a diversified and sustainable economy with 

equal business and job opportunities for Guyanese in all ethnic communities. 

Within each ethnic community, there are both common and different interests.  We have to 

recognize that there will be common and different views on how to overcome the conundrum of 

national disunity and persistent poverty.  For successful negotiations, we have to learn from great 

leaders who all Guyanese admire, such as Martin Luther King Jr. and Nelson Mandela. 

Martin Luther King Jr. stated:                                                                                                                       

[1] “One of the things I learned when I was negotiating was that until I changed myself, I could 

not change others”.                                                                                                                                                     

[2] “A genuine leader is not a searcher for consensus but a molder of consensus”. 

Nelson Mandela noted:                                                                                                                         

[1] “It always seems impossible until it is done”.                                                                                         

[2] “I knew if I didn’t leave my bitterness and hatred behind, I would still be in a kind of prison”.                                                                                                                            

[3] “We have to live in a way that respects and enhances the freedom of others”.                                           

[4] “We must judge our nation not by how we treat our highest citizens, but its lowest ones”.  

We must also explore how other countries overcame their national crises.  In his 2019 study 

titled “Upheaval”, Jared Diamond studied national crises in seven countries - Finland, Japan, 

Chile, Indonesia, Germany, Australia and the United States. 

Jared Diamond provides the following insights on how these nations, led by their national and 

civic leaders from all levels of society, including women and youth leaders, overcame many 

national crises.  Diamond’s study can guide us to understand why some changes may work, why 

other changes may not work, and how there were grave negative consequences when obvious 

reforms were ignored. 
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As ordinary Guyanese, we must support our male, female and young multi-ethnic political, civic, 

labour and religious leaders to do the following: 

 change the mindset of all Guyanese to create a new Destiny 

 acknowledge and accept responsibility for overcoming the conundrum by building 

national unity and by creating equal economic opportunities for all ethnic communities 

 avoid blaming others and do not assume the role of victims  

 anticipate and take action to avoid dreaded risks to the society and the economy 

 acknowledge that Guyana is for all Guyanese 

 reject the idea there can be a winner-takes-all in a political and ethnic stalemate 

 enhance our National Identity by determining what to preserve of our national core 

values such as national independence and sovereignty, territorial integrity, workers’, 

gender, youth and property rights, and our multi-ethnic languages, literature, music, 

sports, food and culture 

 welcome and solicit help from small Nations who overcame similar histories of 

colonialism, ethnic conflict, underdevelopment, and resource dependence such as 

Malaysia, Mauritius, Singapore, Costa Rica and Ghana 

 study and modify these international experiences for our own purposes – but do not 

slavishly copy them  

 “self-deception is common in human affairs” - do a realistic and an honest self-appraisal 

of the crisis – focus on poverty in all ethnic communities, national disunity, migration 

and external threats (Venezuela and climate change) 

 understand the “opponent’s” point-of-view 

 be patient and flexible 

 avoid acting quickly and foolishly 

 explore various solutions and avoid a rigid position that there is only one approach to any 

problem 

 all communities and all leaders will have to compromise. 

[7] A Draft Plan of Action for the Interim Government 

Starting now and before the finalization of the 2020 election recount results, Guyanese male, 

female and youth leaders, at all levels of society, especially from but not exclusively from the 

PNC and PPP, have to negotiate a Plan of Action that will be implemented by a 3-year interim 

governance structure. 

The process will have to overcome the attempts of some persons, from all ethnic communities, to 

slow down the process or resist it altogether.  There will be frustration, ambiguity and some 

initiatives will fail.  On the first tries at overcoming the conundrum, there will be no quick 

solutions or no early guaranteed success. 
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Nevertheless, in the end, the rewards from this process will bring extraordinary results for all the 

people and all our leaders.  Guyanese will create something that we have never created before. 

Here is a suggested draft Plan of Action for discussion.  I do not pretend that it is a blueprint.  

The following are only indications of what could be in a Plan of Action.  

[1] Rotate the Presidency  

 

 The rotation will be based on the proportion of votes garnered by each political party in 

the 2020 recount of votes.  

For example, if a party wins 51% of the votes, then that party representative should head 

the interim government for 51% of the 36 months, that is, 18 months 12 days; the other 

party representative will head the government for 17 months 18 days. 

 

[2] Elect a Cabinet for a maximum of 3 years (36 months)  

 

 The composition of a 27-member Cabinet will be based on the 2020 free, fair and 

transparent recount of votes.  

 For instance, the political party with 50% of the recount votes would get 13 Ministers 

and another party with 48% of the recount votes would have 12 Ministers; and maybe 

the small parties with 2% of the recount votes would have 2 Ministers.   

 All major Cabinet decisions would have to be approved by at least 70% of the 

Ministers, that is, 19 Ministers in a 27-member Cabinet. 

 If a major Cabinet decision cannot be passed and there is a deadlock after two failed 

attempts to resolve the issue, the proposal should be taken to Parliament and presented 

for discussion in the media and in consultations with the public. Based on the discussions 

and consultations, Cabinet would then reconsider and change the proposal so that it 

could get the approval of 70% of the Ministers.     

 

[3] Elect Parliament 

 

 The composition of the 65-member Parliament should be based on the free, fair and 

transparent results of the recount of the 2020 ballot boxes.  
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[4] Parliament will Immediately Implement Constitutional Reforms of Presidential 

powers and Strengthen Public Institutions  

 

 The appointment of Ministers, Heads of Agencies, and Ambassadors would require at 

least a 70% approval vote in Parliament, that is, from at least 46 of the 65 Members of 

Parliament.  

 Continue the reform of regional and local government bodies to improve the quality of 

local services.   

 The composition of the Boards of Public Institutions and Commissions must be based on 

at least a 70% approval of all Members of Parliament.  

 Create a new Elections Commission based on the experiences of other countries.  

 Review other National Commissions and State Agencies to determine whether any 

reforms are required.  

 Continue the reform of the Guyana Police Force for strengthening public security.  

In 2015, according to the IDB, Guyana had the fourth (4
th

) highest homicide rate in South 

America!  

 

[5] Implement a Social Program to Reduce Poverty and Corruption 

 

 After the first 6 months, the interim government will publish a report on the level of 

poverty in all ethnic communities – Amerindian, African, Indian, Ethnically Mixed and 

in the Portuguese, Chinese and white communities. 

 The interim government will implement social and economic policies to immediately 

begin reductions in poverty for all ethnic communities, and it will give annual public 

reports on how the implementation is progressing. 

 The interim government will review and implement plans for creating more high quality 

human capital, that is, more engineers and scientists from all ethnic communities. 

 Corruption – Guyanese experience corruption in all “colors, ethnicities, shapes and 

sizes”. 

Among the 23 countries surveyed in the Vanderbilt University USA Latin American 

Public Opinion survey, Guyana registered one of highest rates of corruption. 

The interim government will regularly monitor and report on the implementation of 

policies to provide more incentives for public servants to decrease corruption in 

government agencies by continuing to increase the incomes of public servants, by 

strengthening public oversight, by allowing more transparency, and by imposing 

sanctions and penalties for wrong-doers. 

 



Page 14 

[6] Implement a Program for a Diversified and Sustainable Economy  

 There is no one-size-fits-all strategy for diversifying an oil-rich economy. 

 Create and implement a National Development Plan, based on previous economic Plans, 

to begin building a sustainable and diversified economy, with emphasis on growing the 

non-oil sectors, for example, value-added agriculture, Information and Communications 

Technology (ICT), transportation, engineering and tourism.  

 The priority for the oil funds will be to support and expand the private sector by 

restructuring the economy through the financing of Research and Development (R&D) 

on non-oil and export opportunities, and by developing infrastructure such as the 

generation of electricity including hydro, solar and wind; the construction of roads, ports 

and railways; and the expansion and upgrading of broadband.  

 Reduce rural and hinterland poverty by diversifying and modernizing agriculture. 

 Reduce some food imports and substitute with local products. 

 Process raw materials from the mineral and mining sector into products for the 

construction and home hardware industries. 

 Implement an export marketing program to increase the export of a diversity of value-

added products and services. 

 Establish free trade zones with industrial estates and warehouses to assemble value-added 

products for export.  

 A good foundation for economic diversification is the Guyanese companies that are 

already exporting the following services and products to markets in the Caribbean and 

North America: tourist resorts and hotels, Business Process Outsourcing (call centers), 

flours, pastas, rice, seafood, margarine, peppers, spices, sauces, condiments, beverages 

(waters and rum), cardboard packaging, pharmaceuticals, furniture (wood, fiberglass and 

cane), plywood, wood products (shingles, flooring, decking, moldings and dressed 

lumber), doors and windows (wood, PVC and aluminum), paints and PVC pipes and 

tubes. 

 

 

 

 


