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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, November 9, 1990

The House met at 1.35 p.m.

PRAYERS

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member for Arima (Mrs. Gloria Pollard) has been
granted leave of absence from today's sitting.

SPECIAL SELECT COMMITTEE REPORT

Mr. Theodore Guerra (Port of Spain South):  Mr Speaker, I beg to lay on
the Table the report of the Special Select Committee of the House of
Representatives appointed to consider and report on an appropriate memorial for
the late Member of Parliament, Mr. Leo Des Vignes.

Mr. Speaker, may I ask Members to retain their copies so that later when the
resolution is filed in the House they would have read it and be able to discuss it
then.

STATE OF EMERGENCY
(EXTENSION)

[SECOND DAY]

Order read for resuming adjourned debate on motion [November 8,
1990]:

Whereas  it is enacted by section 8(1) of the Constitution of the Republic
of Trinidad and Tobago that the President may from time to time make a
Proclamation declaring that a state of public emergency exists;

And whereas  the President has by Proclamation made on the 28th day of
July, 1990, declared that a state of emergency exists in the Republic of
Trinidad and Tobago;

And whereas  it is enacted by section 9(2) of the Constitution that a
Proclamation made by the President for the purposes of and in accordance
with section 8 shall, unless previously evoked, remain in force for fifteen
days;
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And whereas  it is enacted by section 10(1) of the Constitution that before
its expiration the Proclamation may be extended from time to time by
resolution supported by a simple majority vote of the House of
Representatives, so however that no extension exceeds three months and the
extensions do not in the aggregate exceed six months;

And whereas  on the 10th day of August, 1990 the Proclamation was
extended by resolution of the House of Representatives for a further period of
three months;

And whereas  it is necessary and expedient that the Proclamation made by
the President on the 28th day of July, 1990 declaring that a state of emergency
exists in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, should be extended for a
further period, not exceeding three months;

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved  that the Proclamation made by the
President on the 28th day of July, 1990 declaring that a state of emergency
exists in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago be extended for a further period
of one month.

Question again proposed.

The Prime Minister and Minister of the Economy (Hon. A.N.R.
Robinson):  Mr. Speaker, since this is the first occasion that I have since the
dramatic events of July 27 and subsequent days, I think it appropriate, firstly, that
I should congratulate you on the speed and the manner in which this part of the
building in which we now sit has been restored and reconditioned. It demonstrates
that with the kind of leadership that is required in a given situation, a great deal
can be achieved in a short space of time, and for this I must add my own words of
congratulations to you.

Secondly, may I say how relieved and delighted I am to see Members of this
honourable House sitting here again, particulary those who were confined in that
brutal manner from July 27, 1990 to August 1, 1990. This is an extremely serious
occasion and we must remember as this debate is taking place that it is one which
is of relevance, concern and importance, not only to the people of Trinidad and
Tobago, but to millions, possibly hundreds of millions of people outside of
Trinidad and Tobago. It is the first time that I know of in the history of the
Commonwealth, that a matter of that kind occurred. Consequently, this episode in
the history of Trinidad and Tobago is being recorded and will be recorded in all
the important parliamentary journals in the world.
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When those events of July 27, 1990 and subsequent days were taking place,  I
want everybody to understand very clearly that it was not only the majority of the
population of Trinidad and Tobago who were traumatized, it was millions of
others throughout the Caribbean, our citizens in North America, in the United
Kingdom and others who are not citizens of this country. I have been remarkably
struck by the manner in which people have been recounting to me wherever I
have been since, the manner in which they were affected and the agony they
underwent. I know that even now, citizens in Trinidad and Tobago have not
recovered. What most people understood was that something was happening, the
like of which we have never experienced before; which many of us thought,
including myself—I must confess that—would not happen in a country with such
an open democratic system as Trinidad and Tobago, where people are free to
march, to demonstrate, to speak, to abuse, to libel at will, virtually. So there had
been avenues for expression and this is known throughout democratic societies in
the world; that is one of the reasons people were so shocked; why there was such
an international impact occasioned by those events.

1.45 p.m.

I do not wish to dwell on what could, what would have happened if those
who made that attempt had succeeded. Anyone can draw attention to the oath
which all of us honourable Members took when we assumed office, an oath
which was taken by Members of the House, and a different oath by a Minister or
a Parliamentary Secretary. May I read, with your permission, Mr. Speaker, the
oath that is taken by a Member of the House and then the oath that is taken by
Ministers including the Prime Minister.

Oath taken by Member of the House:-

"I," (name of the Member) "having been elected a Member of Parliament
do swear by ... (solemnly affirm) that I will bear true faith and allegiance to
Trinidad and Tobago, will uphold the Constitution and the law, and will
conscientiously and impartially discharge the responsibilities to the people of
Trinidad and Tobago upon which I am about to enter."

So all of us, all Members, ordinary Members and that includes all of us,
when we become Members we take the oath to uphold the Constitution and the
law and to conscientiously and impartially discharge the responsibilities to the
people of Trinidad and Tobago upon which we enter. And the oath that is taken
by a Minister goes like this:-
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"I (whoever is the Minister) do swear by ... (solemly affirm) that I will
bear true faith and allegiance to Trinidad and Tobago and will uphold the
Constitution and the law, that I will conscientiously, impartially and to the
best of my ability discharge my duties (as Minister) and do right to all manner
of people without fear or favour, affection or ill-will."

Now everyone knows the famous statement of the Roman statesman and
writer Cicero—it is characteristic of human nature to make errors—"it is human
to err." None of us is perfect and I do not presume to suggest anything of the sort
but what I can say is that some of us do try to live up to the responsibilities of our
office, and in doing so it is not always easy, as we all know, but nevertheless we
are required always to make the effort to live up to these responsibilities.

I express my deep gratitude, firstly to members of the protective services who
performed so admirably during the days of the crisis and who continued to carry a
very heavy burden of securing the state and the safety of ordinary citizens; that is
a very serious responsibility, the securing of the state and the safety of ordinary
citizens. I also want to make that clear, that as Prime Minister of this country, I
regarded my responsibility to every one, to every citizen of this country, as a
responsibility to every citizen of this country and everyone who resides in this
country, I want to make it absolutely clear. In all the heated debates and
discussions which have been taking place—and they must take place in
parliamentary life—I have studiously refrained from any heated exchanges with
private citizens and that is deliberate because I do not want it to appear that the
Prime Minister of the country has a particular animus or grouse or hostility
against any particular person and if one follows or has followed the course of my
own career—and I have had 34 years moving on 35 years of public life—one
would see that my position has always been on the basis of issues and principles.
The record is there for all to see. I never made it my business to go after any
individual. That is not my business in public life.

I want to say Mr. Speaker, if I had been consumed by hate or envy or malice
towards anyone, I could not possibly last 34 years in public life and be ready to
last another 34 years. Those are emotions which destroy, and I have seen many in
my 34 years of public life who were consumed by hate, envy, malice, anger and
they have disappeared off the scene; they have come and gone. I am not directing
my remarks to you, the Mr. former Leader of the Opposition. I am not directing
my remarks to any particular person, I am speaking generally and I want to make
that absolutely clear. So I want to emphasize that and if I make reference at all to
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individuals it is in the course of the conduct of his office. I have not come here
seeking to investigate people's private lives. Even my own secretaries, I do not
investigate.

Mr. Panday: I shall take back everything that I lent you.

Mr. Robinson  You know what happens to king makers. Mr. Speaker, I
emphasize that I bear no residual animus against any individual and more
specifically in relation to the events of July 27, and succeeding days. I want to say
this, that while in this House, I know that I, like others, suffered physical agony
of an excruciating kind; I know that but I never suffered any mental agony
because my conscience was completely clear, I want to make that absolutely
clear. I never suffered any mental agony because my conscience was extremely,
clear. I was concerned, anxious, in a sense worried about the fate of the country,
the fate of the population of the country and that was my pre-occupation, my
concerns.

Ever since I emerged from that situation—and I want to place it on
Parliamentary record—I want to express my deepest gratitude for, and my
appreciation of the services which were rendered to me from the time I emerged
from this building, by the medical personnel of this country. Doctors, nurses,
technicians and so on Mr. Speaker, they were absolutely superb. Night and day
they attended to me and within a relatively short space of time I could have seen,
when I could not previously see and I was on my feet again. Having undergone
many tests—I should have brought the number of machines to which I was
subjected; there were about 12 to 15 machines on which I was tested—I am
pleased to let the country know that I am once more in very good health. I want to
emphasize also that the tremendous attention, care, consideration, concern and the
amount of love which was poured upon me has wiped away any possibility of any
malice, hatred, anger, as the case may be, about the events of July 27, 1990. I am
indignant, of course, to think that any person or any group of people should have
attempted—it was beyond my belief, it is still beyond my comprehension to know
how such a dastardly attempt could have been made on the population of Trinidad
and Tobago.

1.55 p.m.

Everybody knew a state of emergency had to be declared. I do not think there
is any doubt on the opposite side. A state of emergency had to be declared. In fact
the former Leader of the Opposition raised the issue as to why it was not declared
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sooner. Well I was inside, not outside, and I could understand if there was some
delay. In fact, I would have expected a certain degree of confusion to arise in a
situation of that kind. It is human.

My information is that when the Acting President signed the proclamation he
was not even in his house. He had to flee from his home in which the population
had installed him; and Members of Cabinet had to leave their homes, and go into
an army camp in order to conduct the business of the country. So the hostages
were in an army camp and the Ministers who were freed also were in an army
camp.

The point I am making is there is no residual bitterness, no anger or any
thing of that kind. I have been deeply grateful for the amount of love that has
been poured upon me and I am grateful to all. I have received hundreds of
letters—we have not counted them as yet—from all over Trinidad and Tobago
and from all over the world. I want to place on record my gratitude for that very
touching situation. I feel considerably strengthened and encouraged by that kind
of response.

I want to make it clear that this Government has no animosity, no hostility
whatever against any particular religion. When I was in the hospital and had to be
shaved, they summoned one of the attendants to me who came with a razor, you
know one of those long razors with a very sharp blade. As he was about to shave
me I stopped him and asked: "What religion are you?"  You see everybody laughs
because it was a joke, I intended to make a joke even in that situation. I think I
still preserved my sense of humour.

I want to make it clear that it is nonsense to talk about this Government being
against Muslims. We cannot be against Muslims, because the President of this
country is a Muslim; the Speaker of the House of Representatives is a Muslim.
Muslims hold all sorts of high positions in this country, so it is absolutely absurd
to suggest either to the people of this country or the outside world that this
Government is against Muslims. To suggest, as has been suggested, that we
discriminate on the basis of race and religion—let me point out—sometimes you
need to point out—the President is of East Indian descent, the Speaker of the
House is of East Indian descent, the Deputy Prime Minister is of East Indian
descent, and the Leader of the Opposition is of East Indian descent.

Under this Government look at the situation and yet we are the persons being
accused of being racists. [Interruption]. People are right to ask what more does he
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want. We are not against any religion  or persons of any race in this country. It
has been suggested that people have nowhere to turn  if they feel aggrieved. I
want to say that people do complain. One of the persons who had the
responsibility of investigating complaints in the Office of the Prime Minister was
the Member for Diego Martin Central and I want to  express my deepest regret at
his passing away. He was a very helpful person and very, very sympathetic to the
needs and the demands of the population of this country and particularly of
people in humble positions. Consequently, I express my condolence to the family
of Mr. Leo Des Vignes and my deepest sorrow at his passing away. It means at
the moment that there is nobody in the Ministry who is particularly concerned
with that—the question of investigating complaints, but a Minister in the Ministry
was assigned for the purpose of investigating complaints.

2.05 p.m.

It has been suggested that subversive groups would not have had public
support if Parliament was functioning effectively. This is not only a subversive
group, Mr. Speaker. I want to repeat the point made by the hon. Member for
Couva South; he made a fundamental point, that there was a very great difference
between what happened then and what has happened previously in this country.
What happened in 1970, as the hon. Member for San Fernando East admitted,
was as a result of popular discontent, a popular uprising, accompanied even by
mutiny in the army. What happened on this occasion was that a small, tightly-
knit, highly disciplined group of people, trained abroad, using foreign techniques
and methods, entered this Parliament and sought to enter other places but did not
have an iota of popular support. That has to be put on the record of Parliament.

From the very beginning of this Government, in certain sections of the society
there was talk that this Government would not last one month. After we lasted
one month there was talk that we would not last three months; after that it was
that we would not last one year. There was a gathering storm, there were marches
and demonstrations and we did not ban anyone, we did not declare any state of
emergency, the population itself took care of the situation. Just at the time when,
as a result of the measures which were taken to restore stability and promote
economic recovery and growth in the country, the country had stabilized and we
were beginning the upward move again, that was the time selected, in the midst of
a debate which involved corrupt practices and the activities of a multinational
corporation.
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It is important to understand that the threat to Trinidad and Tobago is not only
internal, this is the point I am making, the threat has not been only internal it has
also emanated from external sources: people were trained in foreign countries;
guns were obtained from foreign countries; money was obtained from foreign
sources and lodged in foreign banks. Let us understand that. The Member for San
Fernando East referred to certain reports in a newspaper about the terrorist threat
in the Caribbean and he knew about that for quite some time, so when we are
talking about the threat to the population of Trinidad and Tobago we must
remember now that we are not only dealing with something which is internal, but
something which is external as well.

In the course of a press conference in Jamaica, in reply to the question: "Do
you think others were involved?” I said, "Yes, others were involved". It came to
Trinidad and Tobago—I do not know who interpreted it to mean that I said the
PNM was involved. I never said the PNM was involved. In the same way, in
dealing with the threat to all countries, including Trinidad and Tobago, I
mentioned the need—and I emphasized this at the United Nations—for co-
operation among democratic countries in security matters, in the investigation and
prosecution of crime, in particular, relating to drugs. Everybody knows that on
behalf of Trinidad and Tobago the proposal has been made for an international
criminal court and all the ancillary mechanisms, including methods for exchange
of information; methods to extradite persons who have been charged with crime;
to track and trace persons who are involved in crime. Particularly in an area of
island communities such as the Caribbean, if you are going to be effective, all of
this involves co-operation, you have to work closely together. In the Caribbean
we do not have the resources to deal with the situation which has emanated from
a neighbouring country, Colombia. We have to join together with some of the
larger countries that have a presence in the region: the United States, Canada,
France.

I cannot disclose all the information in my possession in these national
security matters, but may I say that it was in that context, in order to show the
need for collaboration in this field, I made the statement that if we had
information which is in the possession of the United States, the events would
have been prevented. I want to quote from the Reuter's report. I want to show, in
the course of reporting, how journalists can also make twists of meaning to
convey something different from what is said, and they know it. It is headed:

"Trinidad says United States could have prevented coup attempt."
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It goes on to say—coming from the United Nations, Reuter, the name of the
reporter is Andrea Privitere:

"Trinidad and Tobago Prime Minister, A.N.R. Robinson, said Thursday that
the United States had information that could have prevented last July's coup
attempt by Moslem extremists if his Government had been alerted to them."

Her words. These are my words:

"‘If we had had the information that was possessed by the United States
authorities in Miami, this whole thing could have been avoided,' Robinson
said at a press conference following his speech at the United Nations General
Assembly."

But somehow it was reported in Trinidad and Tobago that the United States
denies withholding security information. I never talked about the United States
withholding security information. Where does the word "withholding" come in in
what I have said? But there is that twist: "United States denies withholding
security information".

2.15 p.m.

In fact, I quote again from that report:

"But he said he has no reason to think Bush had personal knowledge of
information of Florida authorities. We cannot assume he knew about this, it
happened in one State. Robinson said he was not accusing the United States of
withholding information..."

It is in the same report.

"Robinson said he was not accusing the United States of withholding
information but wanted to see arrangements for efficient sharing of security
information."

That is a pattern which one sees in many of the presentations opposite, where you
make a statement and it is twisted and a meaning given to it which never was
there in the first place.

Mr. Ramnath: Which newspaper was that?

Mr. Robinson. This report came in the Trinidad Guardian.

I deal with this question of the document to which the Member for San
Fernando East referred, and continually refers. It was a letter which was read in
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Parliament on his insistence to disclosing the names referred to in the Drug
Report, which was in their possession for a year—you know, it is incredible. That
report was in the possession of that Member's Cabinet for a year. They insisted
that the names should be disclosed, and when the names were disclosed he took
another turn.

The point I am making is that he comes now and says that the Prime Minister
was under an obligation to lay the document on the table in Parliament. I want to
quote from May's Parliamentary Practice. This is an old edition, but I have
checked with the new one and it is the same. This is the sixteenth edition. I think
now there is the twentieth edition. It only happens that I got this when I was in
the Federal Parliament.

Mr. Manning:  Senior statesman.

Mr. Smart:  I am a "Johnny come lately", so I have the Twentieth Edition.

Mr. Robinson: Let me read from May's Parliamentary Practice, Sixteenth
Edition, page 461:

"On 18th May 1865, the hon. Attorney General, on being asked by Mr.
Ferrand if he would lay upon the table a written statement and a letter to
which he had referred on a previous day, in answering a question relative to
the Leeds Bankruptcy Court, replied that he had made a statement to the
House upon his own responsibility and that, the documents he had referred to
being private, he could not lay them upon the table. Lord Robert Cecil
contended that the papers, having been cited, should be produced; but the
Speaker declared that this rule applies to public documents only."

That is May's Parliamentary Practice.

Mr. Ramnath: This is a public document.

Mr. Robinson: In any event, the letter was given to the Hansard reporters for
verification of the record. He has not asked the Hansard reporters. I presume he
would not because he knows the answer that they will give him. He has not asked
the writer of the letter. What does he think, that the Prime Minister would forget a
letter in the name of a person who is the Commissioner of Police? Is that the kind
of insinuation?

Hon. Member: It was an accusation.
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Mr. Robinson: You see it is running after red herrings, seizing on little things
and trying to besmirch the character of persons in office or out of office as the
case may be.

The hon. Member read from certain statements which I was reported to have
made in relation to the Special Security Police way back in the 1970s. May I say,
Mr. Speaker, those allegations were never refuted because they were true. I went
further and I described the car in which the particular gentleman travelled to
public platforms throughout the country; I gave the number of the car in which he
travelled. It is a pity one has to spend time on these matters but one must answer
them because that is what they say on public platforms throughout the country,
and it sticks in the minds of people and causes a great deal of mischief; but I
dismiss these matters.

What worries me is the allegation about this Government's use of the Special
Branch; when he said that the Government had given instructions that they should
identify five projects in each constituency for implementation by the
Government. I wonder if the hon. Member knows the implications of what he is
saying in a state of emergency. When he says that he supports the police—you
see, this is where the two tongues appear—with one tongue I support; with
another tongue I undermine. So when the time comes he can quote from one
tongue; the other tongue is not there. What he intends is this: that not only the
Government is corruptly and improperly making use of the Special Branch for
elections purposes by that method, but he is also saying that the Special Branch
lends itself to that kind of use; yet he supports them.

Mr. Manning: Mr. Speaker, I just wish to make it absolutely clear that at no
stage did I lay any charge on the Special Branch. I have no quarrel with the
police. My quarrel is with the Government of Trinidad and Tobago. I have
accused the politicians, not the police.

Mr. Richardson: He said that they were unprofessional, they allowed
themselves to be used improperly. That is the implication of the allegation.

Mr. Robinson: As I said, nobody is perfect and I do not think that he—
[Interruption]. Well, if you say so.

Mr. Ramnath:  The Messenger of God.

Mr. Robinson: No one in this country can, with any justification whatever,
rise to say that I have ever used the Special Branch or any member of the Special
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Branch for any purpose other than the duties assigned to them. I challenge anyone
to rise and dispute that.

Hon. Member: Let the Minister of Justice and National Security say the
same.

Mr. Robinson: In fact, I have a report here. The head of the Special Branch
has been spoken to about this matter, and he has confirmed that he has checked
with the senior officers of the Special Branch and they have confirmed that no
such instructions were ever issued to them by anyone on behalf of the
Government. It is shameful; it is really shameful.

2.25 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, when I went to primary school—my father was the head teacher
at that primary school—the two greatest sins were stealing and telling lies, and I
have been brought up in the tradition of that school, where the worse sins, even
for a child, were stealing and telling lies. It really is shameful for anyone in
public life to behave in that fashion. It has been said that we have curtailed
expenditure on social services and law and order, and consequently there has been
an increase in crime and that has been one of the reasons for—

Mr. Manning:   Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of order. What I did and what
my colleague from Port-of-Spain East did, was to quote the hon. Prime Minister
in the Budget for 1988. He knows what we said. We said nothing more than what
he said in presenting the budget.

Mr. Robinson:  All I am saying is this is what has been said. I did not say
anything other than what has been said. Did I or did I not?  That has been said.
But the point about it is, we have made the little money that we have had go
much further than the PNM. I do not have to read the records. There is a long
record.

I must say that when the Minister of Justice and National Security was under
attack and I had to consider the question about his future in this Government, I
want to let you and the population know that I looked at the matter very seriously
and when I saw the record of the Minister, what he had done in a short space of
time, and what he had undergone as well, it was clear to me that it would be
inhuman to do anything to humiliate that Minister. That is one of my reasons and
I maintain that. If the population had the information which I had, I am sure they
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would agree that it would have been inhuman to do that. That is the responsibility
of the Prime Minister.

Mr. Speaker:  The speaking time of the hon. Member has expired.

Motion made,  That the hon. Member's speaking time be extended by 30
minutes. [Hon. J. Toney]

Question put and agreed to.

Mr. Robinson:  I am not going to be much longer. I now want to refer to the
speech of the hon. Member for Couva South. I want to congratulate him because
he has been much more restrained than usual and I want to express my
appreciation. I am disappointed that the Member for St. Augustine is not here,
because I would have liked to hear him.

Mr. Panday:  He is ill.

Mr. Robinson:  Thank you for the information. I hope he will soon be much
better. After the experience that we had in the Parliament together, I would be
very anxious to hear all of them speak. I want to congratulate, as I said, the
Member for Couva South on the restrained manner in which he spoke.

On the question of consultation, I am indeed very willing to consult with the
Member for Couva North and in fact, did contemplate such consultation—

Mr. Manning:   In the context of what?

Mr. Robinson:  —except that he jumped the gun.

Mr. Panday:  Once I disagreed with you, no consultation.

Mr. Robinson:  He jumped the gun and declared publicly his position. But
there is more than that.

Mr. Panday:  I have a right to disagree with you.

Mr. Manning:   He is free to say what he wants. You must do your duty.

Mr. Robinson:  I want to make it clear, Mr. Speaker, that I do my duty
quietly and it is my duty to say that I have to be careful in such consultations. Not
only that, the Member's activities and his associates. May I ask whether he
attended a meeting in Brooklyn on September 24?  May I ask who were the
persons on the same platform?  Was there a national of Grenada?  Do you want
me to call his name?
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Mr. Panday:  Yes.

Mr. Robinson:  Mr. Ron Rojas.

Mr. Panday:  I do not remember, but tell me please.

Mr. Robinson:  Was there a political leader of the Movement for Social
Transformation?  Do you also want to know his name?

Mr. Panday:  Yes please.

Mr. Robinson:  You must be joking.

Mr. Panday:  No, I am not joking. Please.

Mr. Robinson:  Did the Member say that, "Mr. Robinson's draconian
economic policies were mainly responsible for the insurrection which occurred on
July 27, 1990 and before they condemned Abu Bakr, they first must condemn the
cause."

Mr. Panday:  Condemn the courts?

Mr. Robinson:  The cause.

Mr. Panday:  Yes, I did say that. You must condemn the cause. You cannot
condemn the effect before the cause.

Mr. Robinson:  All I can say is what is done in darkness is brought to light.

Mr. Panday:  The place was very well lit.

Mr. Robinson:  Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that the extension of the
state of emergency is to prevent an election and frustrate the electorate in
campaign. That is to say, the by-election which would follow in accordance with
the provisions of the Constitution. I can understand why this matter was raised by
the Member for San Fernando East.

Mr. Sudama:  Would the Prime Minister give way?  I thank him for giving
way and I hate very much to interrupt him in his contribution. What I want to tell
him is that the same group, the Concerned Citizens of Trinidad and Tobago, who
invited us to speak in Brooklyn is the same group who has invited him to address
them.

Mr. Panday:  That is right.

Mr. Robinson:  I am not talking about the audience, I was talking about the
platform and I was talking about the statement made.
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Listen to this, Mr. Speaker. I am sure the Member for San Fernando East
remembers a Member of Parliament called Mr. Bertie Fraser who vacated his seat
on November 27, 1979. It was declared vacant with effect from November 1,
1980. No by-election was held. I am sure he remembers the name of a man called
Dr. Lancelot Brown who was a Member of Parliament, the representative for
Diego Martin West—in this case it is Diego Martin Central. He resigned as a
Member of Parliament on September 30, 1973. He served from May 25, 1971 to
September 30, 1973. He emigrated to Canada. No by-election was held.

2.35 p.m.

Mr. Manning: Would the Member give way?  Did the Constitution of
Trinidad and Tobago make any provision for a by-election in the circumstances
existing in l973?

Mr. Robinson: I thank the hon. Member. That is why we of the Opposition
then insisted that it be written into the Constitution.

Mr. Ramnath:  But you voted against that provision.

Mr. Robinson:  No, I did not vote against it. I was in the Opposition. In fact,
this Constitution was passed in l976 and I was in the Opposition.

Mr. Ramnath: If the Prime Minister would like to be informed, that was a
result of an amendment which came about at the same time as the Crossing of the
Floor Act.

Mr. Robinson:  I voted against the Crossing of the Floor Act. The Hansard
will bear it out. Let them go to the Hansard.

So that for three years no by-election was held, in fact, and the general
election had to be held and that is how the sequence goes. So I could understand
why, the Member talks in that fashion. But we do not need to dwell on that for
any length of time. The fact of the matter is that the country now has to be
prepared for a situation where we know that there are very determined persons
who have been trained abroad who are inspired from abroad and who are well
versed in the most destructive techniques. We know also that there are others—
there were two vitriolic editorials in newspapers in which it was said that, we
control; two vitriolic editorials in the newspapers. Nobody asked me what I said.

Nobody asked me a question. But we have evidence that there are others. So the
population has to be protected as far as we can and the security services have to
be equipped as well as we can equip them in order to deal with any threatened
situation that may develop.
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As chairman of the National Security Council, I summoned a meeting of that
Council on Monday and we sat and examined the situation very carefully. I feel
satisfied that a one-month extension is a most reasonable request to make in the
interest of the safety of the population and the security of the nation. As the hon.
Attorney General has said—and I want to congratulate the Attorney General; I
read his speech on the occasion of the presentation of the motion for the extension
of the state of emergency after the 15-day period. I heard him on this occasion
and I would like to congratulate him on his excellent presentation. The Attorney
General has shown a decency which hon. Members opposite would do well to
emulate.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I recount one incident in order to show the
circumstances in which some of us found ourselves, and in order to show the kind
of danger and character that this country is now faced with. When we were in this
building as hostages and it appeared that there was going to be an assault on the
building, those of us who belonged to the Cabinet and others of the NAR, were
lined up on the floor, our hands bound, our feet bound, face downward, with a
rifle pointed to each head. The man in charge gave the instruction; he said, “If
they are going to assault this building, they would put out the light; they would
throw something in to disorient you and you would be helpless. So the moment
you see the light flicker, you shoot.”

Mr. Speaker, there could have been a blackout. One of the Ministers outside
said they thought of turning off the lights at one stage. They did not. The lights
could even have flickered as though they were going out. That is why I said it is
Almighty God that intervened.

So I want to end on a note of gratitude, not only to those who served so well
their country and their countrymen: the security services, the Ministers who were
outside, Ministers who were inside and others, including some Members of the
Opposition who were inside—even though some harum-scarum ideas seemed to
have been coming forth—I want to express my gratitude to everybody who
participated. But most of all I want to end by expressing my deepest gratitude to
Almighty God.

The Minister of Justice and National Security (Hon. Selwyn Richardson):
Mr. Speaker, I will be concise. Firstly may I thank Members of the Opposition.
After listening to the brilliant contribution of the Prime Minister I am sure that
they will support us in this venture to have the extension for this limited period of
one month. I am sure they must have had a change of heart by now.
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The Prime Minister, in response to the accusation by the Member for Couva
North gave his assurances, not only to the House, but to the country. In fact, only
on Wednesday he met with a faction of Muslims and gave assurances that all
religions, including all facets of the Muslim religion is, and will continue to be,
totally free to practise their religion in accordance with our Constitution. So I
need say no more than that.

2.45 p.m.

As the Attorney General and the Prime Minister said, we had certain requests
from the protective services. Of course, we are responsible for that decision. They
advise us, we take and consider their advice but it is our responsibility. We work
as a team, collectively responsible. This Cabinet works as a team. We took their
advice and acted.

The Member for Port-of-Spain East raised the question about the number of
guns there are. He should know. As I said in this House before, I remembered
since assuming responsibility for this portfolio about a year and a half ago, some
documents came into my hands where in 1985 when that administration was still
in power and when the Member for San Fernando East was a Member of Cabinet,
in the space of one year from January 1, 1984 to January 6, 1985, two citizens of
Trinidad and Tobago, resident in Trinidad brought in 104 guns into Trinidad and
Tobago. As far as is known only about two of those guns have been recovered by
the protective services to date.

Mr. Manning:   From what document are you reading?

Mr. Richardson:   Only two have been recovered to date. The Member for
Port-of-Spain East should know.

Mr. Manning:   I wonder if the hon. Member would be kind enough to give
way.

Mr. Richardson:  I will not give way except on a point of order.

Mr. Manning :  On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. The hon. Minister of
Justice and National Security is reading from a document. Could he be kind
enough to identify that document for us?

Mr. Speaker:  He is not reading from a document.

Mr. Richardson:  The Prime Minister just tried to teach him but he would
not learn.
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Mr. Speaker, the Member for Oropouche—I would not go into any details—
tried to divorce the application for the extension from the events of July 27, 1990.
I do not know how he can possibly try to do that. Our request is as a result of
what happened on July 27, 1990. I think the Prime Minister dealt with that
adequately and I need not go into details except to reinforce the point that all we
are doing is seeking this extension to ensure that the houses of the protective
services are in order.

Mr. Sudama:  On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. I want to put the record
straight. He is attempting to mislead the House. What I said was that there is no
relationship between enhancing the operational capabilities of the defence and
protective services in this country and the extension of the state of emergency.
You can engage in enhancing the operational capability without extending the
state of emergency and depriving people of their rights. There are sufficient laws
to deal with that.

Mr. Richardson:  Mr. Speaker, I was just about to commend the Member for
Couva South. He was like the wind yesterday—I am not referring to the Member
for Point Fortin—sometimes blowing like a refreshing cool breeze and at those
times he was really good and I commend him. Sometimes he was like a little
tornado.

He spoke about Camp Ogden, having had the experience of visiting Camp
Ogden—I do not know if it was for the first time. I want to assure him that is
typical of the legacy left to us by the previous administration. Camp Ogden is not
the only place in that sad and sorry state. All the army camps, all the coast guard
stations, in fact, up to Sunday afternoon I was there trying to do what I could to
lift the morale of the men. But I want to assure him and the country that this is a
sad legacy, the sad state we inherited which could not be put in order in three
years partly because of finances, and certainly could not be put in order even in
the three months since the events of July 27, 1990. We need more time. All I am
saying is that this one month would help us to put that house in order.

The Police Service is suffering from the same—if you go to most police
stations you will see Camp Ogden as brilliantly described by the Member for
Couva South during his one or two hours—how long did you stay at Camp Ogden
that night?  He obviously wanted to get away from there quickly and I do not
blame him.

Mr. Ramnath:   It is a matter of national security.
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Mr. Richardson:  We will do whatever is necessary to relieve the protective
services in this their greatest hour of need.

The elections record again—the Prime Minister dealt with that—of this
Government is quite clear. We have always held elections on time. In fact, our
elections record is enviable, not only in the Caribbean but in the wider world.

The Member for San Fernando East talked about the Westminster system. I
just want to remind him to read people like Professor Jennings, who writes on
cabinet governments and governments generally, and the Westminster system—of
course he does not hold the office of Leader of the Opposition again—the
Opposition is not there simply to oppose. Just bear that in mind.

He quoted from a paper dealing with changes in the police service dated June
5, 1987, which was quite right. The Commissioner of Police is responsible for his
department. The Minister in 1987—possibly contrary to what he was accustomed
to: the Ministers in this Government do not interfere with the everyday workings
of their departments, that is left to the heads of the departments. The paper was
quite right when it stated that the Minister was informed; the changes were made
by the then Commissioner of Police, Mr. Clive Sealey. I know my predecessor
and I know that he would not normally interfere with the Police Service; he
would not interfere with the working of the departments of his Ministry. That is
contrary to his track record or the track record of this administration. This is why
he quoted extensively. He tried to mislead the House about dealings with the
Special Branch.

Mr. Speaker, I have been in this position for the past 18 months and since I
have been there—I speak from personal knowledge—this Prime Minister has
never ever attempted to interfere with the Police Service or the Special Branch. I
want to make it abundantly clear for the records. As the Prime Minister said, the
Member for San Fernando East tried to undermine the workings of the Police
Service. We do not have to go far to look into the record of what happened. When
we took office in 1986—not only do I stand by what I said, I quoted the figures to

show how they undermined—the Police Service that he claimed yesterday that he
loved so much was totally undermined. All their expenditure, cut, etc; not even
courses for members of the police service were available. Even that was stopped.

During the last year, due to the active assistance of the Prime Minister with
friendly foreign governments, we have sent over 30 police officers from
Commissioner to constables, on courses for the first time in years. I remember,
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for example, one corporal and eight constables were sent to West Riding in
Yorkshire for courses in canine handling. This is the first time that the Police
Service has been treated like that in umpteen years. This is the police service that
he loves so much, from one side of his mouth, of course.

Mr. Speaker, we quoted the position with vehicles—33 per cent of vehicles
was down. Without going into any detail here is a paper showing where members
of the public came forward between 1987 and 1989 when they heard the dilemma
of the police service which we inherited. Every line here shows police vehicles
that were repaired by members of the public in order to bring the police service
back to a state of sanity. This was pre-July 27, 1990, so much so, that we received
several letters from responsible individuals and corporate citizens praising the
police service for getting on its feet. This letter dated. October 19, 1990 from the
Group Chief Executive of the McAl group of companies states:

"It is with great relief that I am observing the manner in which you are
tackling the heavy incidences of crime and the enforcement of law and order
in Trinidad and Tobago. At long last the citizens of this country, private
sector and potential investors included, have a basis for confidence that the
situation would soon be under control."

2.55 p.m.

This is another letter from Maharaj Jewellers, November 2, 1989:

"I would like to express how happy and proud I feel on reading about your
fine performance in your Ministry. I congratulate my brother on the excellent
work you are doing for my country. I hope that God will guide you..."

A private citizen, Cynthia Ali from St. Joseph talking about the good work
carried out by officers of the St. Joseph and Belmont Police Stations.

Some other Maharaj talking about the work of patrols and policemen attached
to the North Eastern Divisional Headquarters—

"Criminal activities have taken a plunge in the Aranguez/San Juan area."

January 18, 1990, and January 24, 1990 Dengue Street, St. James, a letter
from the Alves family about bandits being held by police officers.

Bhagwansingh's Hardware and the businessmen from Sea Lots talking about
the good work:
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"We the undermentioned businessmen of the Sea Lots area wish through
this medium to express our sincere thanks and appreciation to police officers
of the Guard and Emergency and Traffic Branches in Sea Lots whose
presence and modus operandi  has caused the crime rate in the area to drop
significantly."

We could go on and on. They left the police service as a disaster area. For the
first time in years in 1990, pre-July, 27 1990, the police service was really getting
on its feet. All these are letters coming from corporate and private individuals
thanking this Government for what we did to bring the protective services back
on their feet. [Interruption] My predecessor also did well to help put the police
service and the whole protective services back on their feet. Unfortunately,
because of the events of July, 27 1990 not only was the police headquarters
completely destroyed by the vehicle which was loaded with explosives and by
throwing hand grenades in the police headquarters on all sides, but also, all
statistics and data were destroyed as a result of that attack. Other police stations
were similarly attacked. The police and other areas of the protective services have
been set back.

Again the Member for Port-of-Spain East raised the question of guns. I would
not go into details but certain documents came into our hands post-July 27, 1990.
You would be surprised to see some of the areas that little group of people visited
and the frequency with which they visited these places, pre-July 27, 1990,
possibly pre-December, 1986. [Interruption]  You were a member of Cabinet, did
you not know about it?  Did you take any action?  And you now come to criticize
this Government that has taken action to ensure the freedoms and liberty of every
citizen of Trinidad and Tobago.

Mr. Manning :  Closing the door after the horse has bolted.

Mr. Richardson:  Of course, closing the door that you left open. When he
was in the Cabinet—I have the records from the last state of emergency.  He is
talking a lot now. From the records of the last state of emergency all you can see

is:  Manning—”yes, yes” when it was time to vote. The records of Parliament of
November 5, 1976, the Post Office state of emergency. You will recall when a
state of emergency was declared, limited to the General Post Office, Port-of-
Spain.

Mr. Manning :  Who was the Attorney General?
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Mr. Richardson:  I was the Attorney General. I make no bones about it. The
only contribution from the Member for San Fernando East was, “yes”, when it
was time to vote.

Look at the records of November 4, 1977 when the Cubana plane crashed off
Barbados. The only contribution from the Member for San Fernando East was—
“yes”, when it was time to vote. Now he can talk a lot because this Government is
in power. This is the first time he has a mouth to talk.

Lastly, I am told that on Thursday, November 1, 1990, Radio Trinidad
conducted a poll on the telephone call-in programme “You are on the Air“.  Out
of 62 callers that responded, 42 recommended that the state of emergency be
continued; 18 wanted it lifted. I just want to put that on the records.

Mr. Speaker, I have every confidence that every right thinking citizen of
Trinidad and Tobago would support us in requesting this limited extension for
just one month to put our house in order.  I thank you and I thank the Members in
anticipation of their support.

Question put.

The House divided Ayes 16 Noes 6

AYES

Toney, Hon. J.

Robinson, Hon. A.N.R.

Richardson, Hon. S.

Smart, Hon. A.

Hosein, Hon. Dr. E.

Johnson, Hon. J.

Wilson, Hon. S.

Nicholson, Hon. P.

Henry, Hon. G.

Samaroo,  Hon. Dr. B.

Hector, Hon. M.

Shand, Hon. E.
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St. George, A.

Hem Lee, O.

Raphael, R.

Guerra, T.

NOES

Ramnath, K.

Panday, B.

Sudama, T.

Manning, P.

Marshall, M.

Donawa-Mc Davidson, M.

Question agreed to.

Resolved:

That the Proclamation made by the President on July 28, 1990 declaring
that a state of emergency exists in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago be
extended by a further period of one month.

Motion made and question proposed, That the House do now adjourn to
Friday, November 16, 1990 at 1.30 p.m. [Hon. J. Toney].

Question put and agreed to.

House adjourned accordingly.

Adjourned at 3.05 p.m.


