






4 

Public Accounts Committee Reports 2014.02.18 

UNREVISED 

(Presentation) 

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. Anand Ramlogan SC):  Thank 

you, Mr. Vice-President.  I have the honour to present the following reports 

as listed in the Order Paper in my name:  

National Insurance Board 

First Report of the Public Accounts Committee on the Financial 

Statements of the National Insurance Board of Trinidad and Tobago 

for the years ended June 30, 2009 and June 30, 2010. 

Heritage and Stabilisation fund 

Second Report of the Public Accounts Committee on the Financial 

Statements of the Heritage and Stabilisation Fund for the years ended 

September 2008 to September 2011. 

Betting Levy Board 

Third Report of the Public Accounts Committee on the Financial 

Statements of the Betting Levy Board of Trinidad and Tobago for the 

years ended June 30, 2008 and June 30, 2009. 

Environmental Management Agency 

Fourth Report of the Public Accounts Committee on the Financial 

Statements of the Environmental Management Agency for the years 

ended September 2008 to September 2011. 

Mr. Vice-President:  The Minister of the Planning and Sustainable 

Development.  

SPECIAL SELECT COMMITTEE REPORT 

Planning and Facilitation of Development Bill, 2013 

(Presentation) 

The Minister of the Environment and Water Resources (Sen. The Hon. 

Ganga Singh):  Mr. Vice-President, thank you.  I have the honour to present 
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the following report as listed on the Supplemental Order Paper in the name 

of the Minister of Planning and Sustainable Development: 

Interim Report of the Special Select Committee appointed to consider 

and report on the Planning and Facilitation of Development Bill, 

2013. 

Mr. Vice-President:  Leader of Government Business. 

ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

The Minister of the Environment and Water Resources (Sen. The Hon. 

Ganga Singh):  Thank you, Mr. Vice-President.  There are two questions 

for oral answer and I have indicated to Dr. Wheeler that Dr. Khan the 

Minister of Health is in a position to answer these questions two weeks from 

now, and he has agreed.  

 The following questions stood on the Order Paper in the name of Sen. 

Dr. Victor Wheeler: 

Continued Medical Education 

(Details of) 

50. A. Could the hon. Minister of Health indicate whether 

it is the  intention of the Council of the Medical Board of 

Trinidad and Tobago to have continued medical education 

become a requirement for the renewal of registration by doctors 

in order to practice medicine?  

B. If the answer to (A) is in the affirmative, could the Minister 

advise the Senate when he expects this requirement to come 

into effect?  

C. If the answer to (A) is in the affirmative, could the Minister 

indicate what is the procedure required to institute such a 

requirement? 



6 

Oral Answers to Questions 2014.02.18 

UNREVISED 

Scarborough General Hospital 

(MRI and Cardiac Catheterization Laboratory) 

51. With reference to the Scarborough General Hospital, Tobago, could 

the hon. Minister of Health inform this Senate of:  

a) the status of the acquisition of an MRI to provide this service to 

Tobago residents;  

b) the expected date of commissioning of the MRI Machine;  

c) the status of the acquisition of a Cardiac Catheterization 

Laboratory and the expected date of the commissioning of the 

Cardiac Catheterization Laboratory; and 3  

d) whether the Government has considered the Report of the Joint 

Select Committee (Group 2) dated October 04, 2013 on the 

Commissioning Process for the Hospital, and if so, to what 

extent have the findings and recommendations been addressed? 

Questions, by leave, deferred. 

STATEMENT BY MINISTER 

Growth in the Agriculture Sector 

The Minister of Food Production (Sen. The Hon. Devant Maharaj): 

Mr.Vice-President, it is indeed a privilege [Desk thumping] to rise in this 

august Chamber to deliver a statement on the growth in the agriculture 

sector.   

Mr. Vice-President, worldwide there is a growing concern by 

governments concerning food and nutrition security; rising food prices; food 

price volatility; declining production levels due to climate change; rising 

demand due to economic and population growth in developing countries; 

and pressure on food supplies, due to the increase demands for biofuels.  

Prior to 2010, the former administration overlooked this important 
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Constitution went one step further, and they created an additional and 

separate right which is the right to freedom of political expression.  It is a 

very unique and peculiar constitutional right because the generic right to 

freedom of expression would normally include the right to political 

expression, which is a form of the right to expression.   

But why did the framers of our Constitution consider that that was so 

important?  I think it was because at the Marlboro House Constitutional 

Conference, at the time, they were negotiating the pact for independence, it 

is recorded that Dr. Rudranath Capildeo insisted that there be a right to 

freedom of political expression, in addition to the right to expression 

simpliciter.  It is a unique feature of our Constitution that reflects the 

peculiarity in our own social and political evolution.   

We also have freedom of conscience.  That is important and it is 

inextricably intertwined in the right to freedom of expression because, 

perhaps, it may be argued that one cannot articulate the viewpoint they hold 

as a matter of conscience and belief, if there is no right of freedom of 

thought and expression and, of course, we then have freedom of the press.   

The press will now encompass the new media, and it will encompass 

any development utilizing technology that allows for someone to articulate 

and communicate their views.  Now, it is against that backdrop that I made 

the point at the onset that we are confronting today a law that has been in 

place for 169 years because times have changed, and I dare say that the role 

of the press, 169 years ago, is clearly not what it is today.  It cannot be the 

same.   

In fact, it was in 2012, the hon. Prime Minister, Kamla Persad-

Bissessar, hosted the 2012 International Press Institute World Congress.  We 
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culminating in the Gordon v Panday imbroglio, our jurisdiction is yet 

to revisit our archaic defamation laws. 

Reform is needed to properly give life to free expression, balancing it 

with the right to reputation. 

The learned judge says: 

We have passed the stage of piecemeal and halfway measures.  It is 

time to rethink the legislative framework for our defamation law 

against the promise of free expression enshrined in our Constitution.  

Comprehensive reform is needed to bring defamation law in sync with 

our local culture. 

End of quote. 

 So, Mr. President, against this backdrop, one can appreciate my 

considerable disappointment in the Bill, which is brought here today.  There 

are also at least four discomforting thoughts running through my mind about 

this legislation.  One thought is: why is it that when local voices cry out for 

change, they are either not heard, or ignored, but when foreign bodies, such 

as the International Press Institute, make the same call, there is a mad rush to 

impress and appease? 

 Now, I have nothing against the International Press Institute and I am 

glad that they have been able to secure, at least, some movement towards 

reform of our libel laws.  But as an unrepentant and proud Trinidadian, I am 

embarrassed.  I am embarrassed that change must come at the behest of 

foreigners, rather than from within. 

To paraphrase Justice Deyalsingh in Rambachan v TTT, a 1985 

Trinidad case: 
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willing to accept that this Bill is a step in the right direction, an important 

step in that direction but spare me the song and dance, making out as if this 

limited amendment is bigger than it actually is. 

This should have been an opportunity to bring our defamation laws 

into the 21
st
 Century.  [Desk thumping]  Mr. President, in the context of 

freedom of the press, freedom of thought and expression and the right of the 

individual for respect of his private and family life, there is much I would 

like to say but I will contend myself with these few points. 

In my respectful submission, the entire Libel and Defamation Act 

should be repealed and an up to date statutory framework, in sync with our 

local culture, should be substituted.  As we have heard, it is interesting to 

observe that in the United Kingdom, a 2013 defamation Act has just come 

into force.  One which seeks to ensure that free speech and academic peer 

review; reviewed publications are not unduly restricted by defamation laws. 

I submit section 8 should also be repealed.  I agree that journalists 

should not fact prison for doing their jobs, criminal defamation laws do not 

belong in a modern democracy.  Blasphemous libel should be extended, by 

statute, to protect all faiths in Trinidad and Tobago, including Hindu, 

Muslim and Orisha.  The common law, which protects only against 

publications that insult Christians, is insufficient in a plural society such as 

ours. 

And when one considers the challenges posed by the new 

technologies, it is obvious that this area of the law requires ongoing study 

and update to keep pace with the changes taking place in our society.  

Among other things, we need to address the question of who is liable and to 
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what standard, for defamatory statements decimated over computers and the 

Internet. 

4.15 p.m.  

We need laws.  Laws to deal with malicious communications in social 

media, online abuse and harassment, revenge porn, hate speech and, false 

and defamatory information on the Internet.  We need a privacy law.  There 

is no right to privacy under the common law, and the law as it stands treats 

with privacy in a piecemeal fashion at best.   

Under the Constitution, the right of the individual to respect for his 

private and family life is guaranteed, but whilst this constitutional provision 

offers protection from unwanted interference by the State, it offers no 

protection from the press or where the infringer is a private individual.  It is 

not right that citizens can be allowed to spy on each other and intrude into 

the privacy of other citizens.  We need to modernize the law of privilege.   

Mr. President, there is also a lot I would like to say about responsible 

journalism.  One can glibly talk about the right of the citizen to seek redress 

in the civil courts, but the truth is, that recourse of the civil courts is often 

beyond the means of most ordinary citizens.  Media houses have deep 

pockets, access to the best lawyers and time on their side.  A cynic might say 

that for some media houses, defamation actions are an occupational hazard 

which they can afford to lose occasionally.   

Sen. Al-Rawi spoke about the cost involved in defamation 

proceedings, and he is right.  We need to bear in mind that there is no legal 

aid available for media victims.  The consequences of an unsuccessful claim 

can be disastrous especially if he loses and he is ordered to pay cost and, on 

top of that, the unsuccessful claimant suffers even further embarrassment 
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broadcasting via cable; nine subscription television broadcasters; 37 radio 

broadcasters, some companies owning more than more radio station which 

means we still have not set boundaries as to the media ownership; two A.M. 

radio broadcasters; three national daily newspapers;10 weekly and specialty 

newspapers; two Tobago newspapers; and, of course, if you want to extend 

it you could say two landline telephone providers, two mobile telephone 

providers and seven Internet providers. 

Sen. Al-Rawi:  You count the Sunshine too? 

Sen. George:  The Catholic News in there? 

Sen. The Hon. D. Maharaj:  Yes, it is in there.  It is in there.  The Catholic 

News is among the listed media houses. 

Mr. President, so far we have heard the contribution of three 

attorneys.  Very interesting contributions by Sen. Vieira, Sen. Al-Rawi and 

the Attorney General, and they approached it from a highly legalistic 

position being obviously from their profession and their day-to-day exposure 

to the law and handling matters of a similar nature of criminal defamation.  

But there are Senators inside of this Chamber who have a different 

perspective on this piece of legislation and they occupy both sides of the 

Senate.   

On the Independent Bench, Sen. Helen Drayton, who is not here with 

us today, has a weekly column in the Newsday and she has been writing for 

a number of years.  We may not agree with her as all columnists may have 

their own perspective, but she is there.  I have seen from time to time 

Independent Senator Rolph Balgobin contributing towards the daily Express 

with his own contributions and so on.  

On the Opposition Bench, we have Sen. Diane Baldeo-Chadeesingh 
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Hon. Senator:  We have a creole dictionary there. 

Sen. Dr. R. Balgobin:  So we have a number of words and expressions 

which are unique, which are particular to Trinidad and Tobago, which can, 

of course, keep the people who write Coté ci Coté la employed for some 

years to come as they document it all.   

Now, in other places, Mr. President, a Parliament would provide a 

cloak for the privilege of speaking entirely freely, but, in this society, such a 

privilege is more general.  It may not be legal but it is generally taken and 

used by all of us.   

Sen. Ramkhelawan:  To the court of public opinion. 

Sen. Dr. R. Balgobin:  Now, what that means is that we, Mr. President, are 

indisciplined in our words, spoken and written, and that has not been 

articulated here enough, and so to bring order, we must have debate.   

Democracy, of course, depends on debate.  Democracy is a slow 

system, it is a lazy system and it is a system of tug of war, of toing and 

froing.  A democracy does not work if there is a tyranny of the majority or if 

only one group dominates everything.  This is what loomed large in the 

Tobago House of Assembly election; this is what loomed large in the United 

States in the era of good feelings when only one political party really 

dominated US politics shortly after independence.  So, democracy depends 

on that conversation, on that debate, on that interaction.  In a sense, a 

democracy is really equilibrated conversation as it were: those for, those 

against and somewhere inside of there, the democracy finds a balance. 

One does not need to look far to see what happens in a perfectly 

rationale society when people stop talking, because Venezuela is just a few 

miles away and you are seeing the country slowly descend into violent 
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permit journalists the freedom they require to do their work as watchdogs to 

democracy, I do not consider that the removal of section 9 is the way to do 

it.  [Desk thumping]  From my point of the view, I will always remain 

sympathetic to the role of the journalist, and keep an open mind to measure 

and to give that greater freedom, but removal of this clause is not the way to 

achieve that.   

In summary, I have outlined three things: one, the law does not 

impose a higher standard than journalists have set [Desk thumping] for 

themselves via a code of ethics; two, Reynolds rules which do allow other 

defences by journalists that widens the scope of privilege and qualified 

privilege as a good defence, and still imposes the requirements [Desk 

thumping] of responsible journalism.  And my third point, Mr. President: 

journalists themselves have gone ahead to set up self-regulatory bodies 

which speak to the same concern about the rights and freedom of the 

citizens, that is the media complaints authority.   

For these reasons, Mr. President, we on this bench do not support this, 

and I firmly believe, along with my colleagues, that we should redraft the 

section, not remove section 9 in its entirety; leave the fine, remove the term 

of imprisonment but leave it as a criminal offence.  Thank you, Mr. 

President.  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. President:  Sen. Dr. Mahabir. 

Sen. Dr. Dhanayshar Mahabir:  Thank you very much, Mr. President, for 

giving me this opportunity to contribute this evening on this particular 

amendment.  If anything, Mr. President, this afternoon sitting of the Senate 

has been entertaining.  Whether it has been productive and in the public 

interest remains of course to be debated, because, like colleagues who have 
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freedom is necessary for defending the public interest and defending the 

public welfare.  It has to be that with an unfettered media, there will be a 

range of ideas in this country that can be ventilated without any fear of 

reprisal.   

It has to be that the media will be free to discuss matters in the public 

domain; matters which everyone in the public should have an interest in.  It 

will be matters with respect to how we use state resources; whether the 

Government is abusing the state resources; whether there is the wastage of 

the petro dollars; whether we are administering the resources of our health 

care efficiently; whether national security could be improved.  There are so 

many issues on which the media can focus its attention, and they have, and 

Trinidad and Tobago has had a free press for a very, very, very long time.   

In fact, they have had a press that really incurred the ire of someone 

like Dr. Williams.  In fact, it was said, and I have seen it printed nowhere, 

that he said that one newspaper on St. Vincent Street was really a newspaper 

that could be linked to a lady of ill repute.  I think he used different words, 

but he indicated that that particular newspaper was a newspaper that really 

was not holding true to what perhaps the Constitution intended; he 

disagreed, but there was no intention to remove them from business or to 

harass them.  One could simply indicate that once they vilify me I can 

express my discontent and my dismay. 

And so we have had over the years a number of disagreements with 

the media, but no one could reasonably say that the media has been under 

threat and there exists a level of fear; they are intimidated and they are afraid 

of the Government, and that cuts across all governments. If the media is fair, 

no government in this country has ever tried to do it, because if they did it, 
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Once a journalist is going to be employed, both by the newspapers and by 

the publicists, you get a conflict of interest. It is not the public interest that is 

going to be defended.  It is, in fact, going to be some private interest group, 

and you may get individuals being harmed.   

This is, in fact, reality, and when that happens, what do we have?  We 

have a civil law which indicates that a harmed individual, who has been 

deflated by the media, can sue the media practitioner, but civil law requires 

dollars.  It requires money.  A wealthy individual will always benefit from 

our civil code.  But you can have a decent individual, minding his business, 

who some group, individual or other agency may like to see deflated, and he 

cannot afford to sue the media practitioner, and what you find is that his 

good name, his reputation, his goodwill, is tarnished, [Desk thumping] and 

he has no recourse.  He simply has to accept the fact that there is nothing he 

can do.   

You can have some media practitioners targeting people in public life, 

who may not be wealthy.  It may indicate that the degree they have was not 

well awarded.  

8.15 p.m.  

It may indicate things knowing to be false.  The individual in question 

having has his good will and his reputation tarnished may have absolutely no 

ability for recourse because he cannot afford a civil action suit, and in that 

situation I will go on a limb to indicate that there must be some kind of 

punishment for an individual who is abusing his power.  [Desk thumping]  

The power, we cannot abuse our power in this Parliament.  We cannot abuse 

our right to speak.  There are things we cannot say.  There are things we 

should not say.  When we are about to cross the line the presiding officer 
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unconstitutional for someone to then write a story about an individual so that 

you could demean him in the public and that he could lose reputation and so 

on, by exposing something that is private.   

 It would be wrong; it would be improper and it would be illegal, that 

that will appear in the media about an individual who may be seeing a 

psychologist or psychiatrist to deal with anxiety disorders or stress.  It would 

be wrong.  That is his private matter.  It would be wrong if someone is HIV 

positive and is taking anti-retroviral drugs and is really healthier now, but he 

is functioning, the public interest is not going to be served by exposing this, 

and there is that right to privacy.  Once this right to privacy is violated and 

once an individual finds that his goodwill and his good name is tarnished, 

his constitutional rights have been violated.  

 And when the right of the freedom of the press comes into conflict 

with the right of an individual to protect his property, his good name or to 

protect his privacy as enshrined, it has to be that all well-meaning people 

will say that it is the right of the weaker individual who must obtain the 

protection of the State.  It cannot be the right of the powerful.  [Desk 

thumping]  

 The framers of our Constitution placed freedom of the press last.  It 

did not wish for them to trample on all the other rights which we have 

enshrined in our Constitution.  [Desk thumping] And so the press in this 

country, Mr. President, must be very careful.   

 Political parties must understand that we know how the media 

operates.  We know that there can be paid reporters.  They are not assassins.  

They may be operatives who will be paid to do jobs on people.  It could 

elevate them if it likes them; it could deflate them if it does not like them, 
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Internet and if you do not pay up I am going to expose your private affairs 

and demean you in the public.  We have had someone who has brought great 

fame to Trinidad and Tobago subject to this kind of humiliation. 

So, Mr. President, I would like, very much to keep criminal libel on 

the books.  It does not really affect the newspaper industry because no one 

has been prosecuted under that particular law.  But I would like to keep it on 

the books to send a signal to all those in the society now wanting to use this 

relatively easy medium called the Internet [Desk thumping] to cause untold 

harm to our defenceless young people that we in this Parliament, we are 

saying that we are going to look at this as a criminal offence.  No 12-year-

old will be able to sue anybody, but if a report is made and we are able to 

track down the IP address and we can identify who the culpable individual 

is, we can indicate to them, this particular offence carries a jail term.  This is 

going on all the time.  This is what is happening in 2014.  Libel is alive.  The 

medium has changed.   

Mr. President, I am hoping that the Government will consider these 

amendments very carefully.  I am hoping all in the Chamber will consider it 

so that we will be acting in the best interest of the Republic of Trinidad and 

Tobago and not only pandering to the views of some international press 

union.  I thank you most kindly for the attention.  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. President:  Hon. Senators, it is now 8.50.  I am told that dinner is 

available and you may file out, providing you do not leave me without a 

quorum, and you may have dinner.  The debate will continue with the next 

speaker, Sen. Raziah Ahmed.  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. Raziah Ahmed:  Thank you Mr. President.  I rise to join the debate at 

this hour, to make a few rebuttal points, with respect to the contributions of 
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this Government could have proposed better.  I think the Government could 

have proposed much more.  I think the people of this country deserve much 

more and I really think that this is a poor attempt.  This is just a lot of song 

and dance to say that the Government is doing something with the 

legislation.   

When you look at it in truth and in fact, in no way this amendment 

treats with the challenges that we are facing in society today.  We must 

remember that this legislation transcends the journalists, members of the 

media, the publishers, the editors and it goes beyond public figures, 

politicians, entertainers, sportsmen and those who may have a huge public 

image.  This legislation that treats with defamation and libel, it affects 

businesses.  So we have to look at incidents relating to disgruntled 

employees. 

I was reading on the Internet this morning a disgruntled Ihop 

employee showed a picture of her face where she was attacked by a 

customer and because she did not defend Ihop she was fired and she went on 

to speak badly about her boss and so on.  There is nothing the boss could do 

to treat with that. 

Mr. President, we have unsatisfied customers and this could be done 

here too where unsatisfied customers get on the Internet or take it to the 

newspapers or write wherever it is that they publish, negative things about 

business places they would have gotten bad service at.  Or sometimes you 

find competitors.  For instance, in the restaurants, in the hospitality industry, 

one restaurant is always accusing another restaurant of currying dog and 

stewing cats.  This is something we know all too well in Trinidad and 

Tobago.   
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forgery, computer-related fraud, identity-related offences, child 

pornography, luring, violation of privacy, harassment utilizing electronic 

communication, multiple electronic mail messages and a host of other 

offences that will treat with the cyberspace. 

I have no difficulty if any Senator would like to have an advance copy 

of it to make any suggestions; I have no difficulty in making it available 

whatsoever.  In fact, I welcome any suggestions that you may have but, 

suffice it to say, that the cybercrime Bill represents, Mr. President, a 

milestone achievement for the Government, given the fact that in the short 

space of three years, we have worked hard to bring this to the fore, and in 

the eight years that the PNM was in office, they never brought a Bill on 

cybercrime, and today they have the temerity and the gall to criticize the 

Government for bringing some of these measures or not having them in the 

defamation law.  It is absurd.  You simply cannot ask that we do in three 

years or undo in three years what for 50 years took place in this country. 

Now, I think it was Sen. Balgobin who made the point that the media 

must be deserving of protection because with power comes responsibility, 

and it is a point that resonates with the Government, and that is why we have 

retained section 8, and we have retained it because it speaks to where 

someone knowingly publishes false information, and the media cannot 

deserve protection where they knowingly and maliciously publish something 

that is false of someone.   

I heard Sen. Balgobin referred to the fact that, you know, he scanned 

the radio talk shows, and in looking at the media once can discern political 

agendas.  Now, as an Independent Senator, he is entitled to say that and no 

one will attack him, but I think if anyone from the Government were to say 
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will be able to intervene in any matter that he deems fit.  With respect to the 

restrictions on the newspaper reports of court proceedings, I think that is a 

matter that would involve much consultation with the judiciary.  For myself, 

I do not see that the media has been oppressed or reluctant with respect to 

reporting court proceedings.  In this country we have had very open and fair 

reporting about court proceedings.   

In fact, one has a duty to look at some of the high-profile matters in 

recent times to see that there has been robust and vibrant reporting by the 

media of court proceedings.  So I do not think that it is as urgent or as 

pressing as many of the other items we have in our legislative agenda, Mr. 

President.   

10.45p.m.  

Mr. President, this simple amendment represents a positive step in the 

right direction. The longest journey, Mahatma Gandhi said, begins with but 

a single step.  Whilst I accept that there is much land to be traversed in the 

journey ahead of us, I commend this measure to this honourable Chamber as 

being a positive step in the right direction, and but a single step in a long 

journey towards freedom and transparency in the media. 

I beg to move. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read a second time. 

Bill committed to a committee of the whole Senate. 

Senate in committee.  

Clause 1 ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

Clause 2. 

Question proposed: That clause 2 stand part of the Bill.  
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George, E. 

Karim, F. 

Tewarie, B. 

Bharath, V. 

Moheni, E.   

Lambert, J. 

Maharaj, D.  

Ahmed, Mrs. R. 

Ramnarine, K.   

Ramkhelawan, S. 

Balgobin, Dr. R. 

Vieira, A. 

Small, D. 

Roach, H. 

Singh, Dr. K. 

 NOES 

Robinson-Regis, Mrs. C. 

Al-Rawi, F. 

Henry, Dr. L. 

Baldeo-Chadeesingh, Mrs. B. 

Cudjoe, Miss S. 

Singh, A.  

Mahabir, Dr. D.  

Question agreed to. 

Clause 2 stands part of the Bill.  

Question put and agreed to: That the Bill be reported to the Senate. 
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Senate resumed. 

Sen. Cudjoe:  Division! 

Question put.  

The Senate divided:  Ayes:  21     Noes:  7 

 AYES  

Singh, Hon. G. 

Coudray, Hon. M. 

Ramlogan SC, Hon. A. 

Howai, Hon. L. 

Griffith, Hon. G. 

Hadeed, Hon. G.  

George, Hon. E. 

Karim, Hon. F. 

Tewarie, Hon. Dr. B. 

Bharath, Hon. V. 

Moheni, Hon. E.   

Lambert, J. 

Maharaj, Hon. D.  

Ahmed, Hon. R. 

Ramnarine, Hon. K.   

Ramkhelawan, S. 

Balgobin, Dr. R. 

Vieira, A. 

Small, D. 

Roach, H. I. 

Singh, Dr. K. 








