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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, April 25, 11997
The House met at 1.30 p.m.
PRAYERS
[MR. SPEAKERIN the Chai
OMBUDSMAN'S REPORT

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, | wish to advise that | have received from the
Ombudsman, a special report to be laid in Parliament under section 96, subsection
4 of the Constitution. This will be laid on the table and will be available for perusal
by Members of the House.

CONDOLENCES
(Christina King)

Mr. Speaker: | also wish to indicate that | have been advised of the passing of
Ms. Christina King, a female who distinguished herself in this country as a major
figure in the history of Trinidad and Tobago.

She was the co-founder of the Negro Welfare Cultural and Social Association
together with her husband, Jim Barrette and Elma Francois. She died at the age of
92 on April 21, 11997 at the Port of Spain General Hospital.

| mention it, simply in the light of her being a woman of a certain period, who
contributed much to the labour movement in this country.

PAPER LAID

Report of the Cabinet-appointed Committee on the Piarco Airport
Development ProjecfThe Prime Minister (Hon. Basdeo Panday)]

The Prime Minister (Hon. Basdeo Panday)Mr. Speaker, | wish to lay on
the table of this House, the report of the Cabinet appointed Committee on the
Piarco Airport Development Project and, with your leave, will later make a
statement on this matter.

PETITION DEFERRED

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, | wish to indicate there is an item on the agenda
under “Petitions”, but | would allow this to be deferred for later in the
proceedings.



296
Oral Answers to Questions Friday, April 25, 1997

ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

Maloney Swimming Pool
(Construction of)

22. Mrs. Camille Robinson-RegigArouca Southpasked the hon. Minister of
Sport and Youth Affairs:

(&) Is the Minister aware that the construction of the swimming pool at
Maloney has ceased?

(b) Would the Minister indicate whether construction will ever resume
and, if so, when and under what conditions?

The Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs (Hon. Pamela Nicholson): Mr.
Speaker, the Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs is aware that the construction of
the swimming pool at Maloney hasased. When | assumed office as the Minister
of Sport and Youth Affairs in 1995, there were:

()  two holes at sites situated in La Horqueta and Maloney.

(i) a foundation for an indoor sport arena at Maloney. | was informed that
the sum of $1.5 milion was allocated to construct two 25-metre
swimming pools.

After discussion with the Project ManageN&DEC and representatives of the
Amateur Swimming Association of Trinidad and Tobago, it was indicated that the
$1.5 milion could only have constructed one modern 25-metre swimming pool
with the required supporting féites. It is against this background that a decision
was taken to construct one 25-metre swimming pool with an administration
building, pavilion and wading pool for children at La Horqueta and to complete the
indoor arena at Maloney.

These modern updated faes will serve the communities of Malabar, Santa
Rosa, Maloney and La Horqueta.

The policy of the Ministry of Sport and Youth Affairs encompasses the
provision of a variety of sporting facilitiemccessible to all sectors of the national
community on a regional basis.

The construction of indoor sport arenas in the South West, Central, East and
South and a similar facilty earmarked for Tobago, as well as the proposed
construction of swimming pools at Princes Town, Siparia and La Horqueta to
complement those already in existence in the North East, that is Sangre Grande,



297
Oral Answers to Questions Friday, April 25, 1997

Central, which is Couva, and North West, which is Diego Martin, satisfy the
regional plan. All these facilities also form part of the National Infrastructural Plan
for sport identified in the ministry’s Strategic Plan, 1996—2003.

The Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs, therefore, has no plans to resume
construction of the Maloney swimming pool. However, | wish to stress that the
residents of Maloney will havaccess to this enhancedisming facility at La
Horgueta, since the communities are in close proximity.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
1.40 p.m.

Mrs. Robinson-Regis: A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. Is the
Minister aware that since 1995 the residents of Maloney no longer obtain
employment through the Government and consequently would be unable to get to
La Horqueta because they have no money to pay transportation costs?

Hon. P. Nicholson:A non-question, Mr. Speaker.
Maloney Post Office

23. Mrs. Camille Robinson-RegigArouca Southpsked the hon. Minister of
Public Utilities:

(a) Is the Minister aware that construction of the Maloney Post Office was
completed in 1995?

(b) Is the Minister aware that the facility has remained closed since its
completion?

(c) Would the Minister indicate whether the Maloney Post Office will ever
be made available for use by the residents and, if so, when and under
what conditions?

The Minister of Public Utilities (Hon. Ganga Singh): Mr. Speaker,
construction of the Maloney Post Office which commenced in June, 1993 at an
estimated cost of $1.6 milion was not completed ud265 and consequently
could not be opened for public use. In fact, the Ministry of Works and Transport
has advised that as at December 31, 1995, work was only 45 per cent complete.

During the year 1996, most of the interior work, that is installation of counters,
doors, windows, vault, electrical infrastructure, et cetera, was undertaken and as a
result, about 95 per cent of the work is now complete. Plumbing, painting, air-
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conditioning and landscaping of the compound are yet to be undertaken. These
outstanding works are expected to be completed by the end of May, 11997 and a
further two weeks will beetessary to furnish and equip the post office.

It is important to note that the Maloney Post Office is designed for central air-
conditioning. However, the electrical infrastructure in the area is not three-phased,
and consequently the post office cannot now accommodate central air-
conditioning. This will cause umaessary hardship to the workers if they are to be
housed in a building without adequate amenities. Discussions have been
undertaken with the Trinidad and Tobago Electricity Commission to ascertain the
feasibility of extending a three-phased electricityp@y to the area. The
Commission has advised that this exercise can be done within six weeks.

The residents of Maloney are being provided at the present time with postal
services from a location within the Maloney Housing Project made available by the
National Housing Authority. It is also important to note that the postal services
division is currently being restructured, which will entail a review of the entire
postal services network. This exercise which is expected to be completed by the
end of August 11997, Winform the decision regarding the exact timing for the
opening of the new Maloney Post Office.

Mrs. Robinson-Regis: A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. Is the
Minister aware that in December 1995 the Ministry of Works and Transport
informed the residents of Maloney that the only thing needed to be done was
plumbing to that post office, that is, water to be piped into the post office and
consequently we are getting contrary information from him today?

Hon. G. Singh: Now the Member has it from the authority in charge of the
post office and | hope she would be guided accordingly.

La Horqueta Post Office

24. Mrs. Camille Robinson-RegigArouca Southpsked the hon. Minister of
Public Utilities:

(a) Is the Minister aware that construction of the La Horqueta Post Office
was completed in 1995?

(b) Is the Minister aware that the facility has remained closed since its
completion?

(c) Would the Minister indicate whether the La Horqueta Post Office will
ever be made available for use by the residents of La Horqueta and, if so,
when and under what conditions?
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The Minister of Public Utilities (Hon. Ganga Singh): Mr. Speaker,
construction of the La Horqueta Post Office which commenced in June, 1993 at an
estimated cost of $1.6 milion was not completed ud265 and consequently
could not be opened for public use. The Ministry of Works and Transport has
advised that as at December 31, 1995, work was incomplete.

During the year 1996, no further work was undertaken as there were no funds
allocated. Plumbing, painting, air-conditioning and landscaping of the compound
are yet to be undertaken. However, these outstanding works are expected to be
completed by the end of May, 11997 and a further two weékiseanecessary to
furnish and equip the post office.

It is important to note that the La Horqueta Post Office is designed for central
air-conditioning. However, the electrical infrastructure in the area is not three-
phased and consequently the post office cannot now accommodate central air-
conditioning. This will cause umaessary hardship to the workers if they are to be
housed in a building without adequate amenities. Discussions have been
undertaken with the Trinidad and Tobago Electricity Commission to ascertain the
feasibility of extending a three-phased electricityp@y to the area. The
Commission has advised that this exercise can be done within six weeks.

The residents of La Horqueta are being provided at the present time with
postal services from a location within the La Horqueta Housing Project made
available by the National Housing Authority. It is also important to note that the
postal services division is currently being restructured which will entail a review of
the entire postal services network throughout Trinidad and Tobago. This exercise,
which is expected to be completed by the end of August 11987nfarm the
decision regarding the exact timing for the opening of the new La Horqueta Post
Office.

John John Towers

27. Mr. Eric Wiliams (Port of Spain Southjpsked the hon. Minister of
Housing and Settlements:

Would the Minister state:

(&) whether the Government has made a decision regarding the sale or
occupancy of the John John Towers?

(b) the criteria to be applied in selecting the persons who will own or occupy
the John John Towers?
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(©) whether any of the residents on the list provided to him by the
Member of Parliament for Port of Spain South meet the
Government's criteria and, if not, what provisions are being made
for them?

The Minister of Housing and Settlements (Hon. John Humphrey)Mr.
Speaker, after the Government announced its intention to negotiate the sale of the
Cook Street, John John apartments to the Trinidad and Tobago Football
Association to accommodate the national football team, a group of concerned
people, including Members of the Opposition, met with the hon. Prime Minister
and the Minister of Housing and Settlements regarding the disposal of the
apartments. The Prime Minister gave the commitment to refer the matter to
Cabinet for further consideration. This was done. The Government made a
decision regarding the method of disposal of the John John Towers.

Cabinet agreed, without prejudice to its decisions recorded in Minute No. 2634
of October 10, 1996 relating to the sale of the Cook Street, John John apartments
to the Trinidad and Tobago Football Association, that an advertisement would be
placed in the daily newspapers offering the said apartments for sale in the open
market and an evaluation be made of the responses received. Cabinet Minute No.
3258, dated December 19, 1996 refers.

The National Housing Authority has invited bids from the public for the
purchase of the apartments by way of advertisements which appeared in the daily
press. The closing date for receipt of bids is May 2, 11997 and the criteria which
applicants are required to meet are as follows:

(1) Be a national of Trinidad and Tobago.
(2) Be 18 years old or older.

(3) Be prepared to make a minimum down-payment of 10 per cent of the
accepted tender amount.

(4) Pay the 90 per cent balance of the accepted tender amount within 90
days.

Until bids are received from the public, the Governmeiit ot be in a
position to indicate whether any of the residents on the list provided to the Hon.
Minister of Housing and Settlements by the Member of Parliament for Port of
Spain South meet the Government’s criteria.



301
Oral Answers to Questions Friday, April 25, 1997

1.50 p.m.

Mr. Williams: A supplemental question, Mr. Speaker. Is the Minister
prepared to outline to this House what the criteria would be, especially in light of
the fact that the Minister, in the proposal to the National Football Association,
came up with a unit cost of around $130,000? Could the Minister please tell the
Parliament what would be the minimum criteria?

Hon. J. Humphrey: Mr. Speaker, | read the four criteria that had been
advertised. There are no further criteria, and offers have been invited.

Mr. Valley: Mr. Speaker, another supplemental questjtmerruption] Of
course | can; anybody can. | am a Member of this House.

Mr. Speaker, since the houses have gone out for bids, would they go to the
highest tenderer?

Hon. J. Humphrey: Mr. Speaker, no. The advertisement makes it clear that
the National Housing Authority is not obliged to accept any of the offers, high or
low.

Mr. Manning: Another supplemental question, Mr. Speaker. In those
circumstances, on what basis will a final determination be made?

Hon. J. Humphrey: Mr. Speaker, a final determination would be made by the
board of the National Housing Authority.

Mr. Manning: On what criteria?

Hon. J. Humphrey: Mr. Speaker, | am afraid | cannot speak for the board of
the National Housing Authority at this time because it has not determined the
matter.

Mr. Williams: Mr. Speaker, another supplemental question. | have been
advised that some cracks have appeared in the building, are those superficial or are
they infrastructural?

Hon. J. Humphrey: Mr. Speaker, the buildings are still in the possession of
the general contractor and he will be responsible for remedying any defects.

Mr. Williams: Mr. Speaker, could the Minister advise when the buildings
would be handed over to the National Housing Authority?

Hon. J. Humphrey: | have no information on that, Mr. Speaker.
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MEMBER FOR LA BREA
(COMMUNICATION FROM )

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, | wish to indicate that | received, by fax, today
at 11.24 a.m., six pages of something from the Member for La Brea. | want to
indicate that the main letter itself has not yet arrived, but | will allow the hon.
Member to read the first two paragraphs of that lengthy submission.

Mr. Hedwige Bereaux (La Brea) Mr. Speaker, on two other occasions |
have sent letters to this HouBaterruption] | am not reading any letter, | am
speaking.

Mr. Speaker: | am allowing the hon. Member to read the first two pages, if he
wisheg]

Mr. Manning: Two pages?
Mr. Speaker: To read the first twd
Mr. Valley: Pages.

Mr. Speaker: May 1?

| am allowing the hon. Member to read the first two paragraphs of the six-page
epistle which | got via the fax.

Mr. H. Bereaux: Mr. Speaker, | am going to read the two paragraphs, but |
have noticed, Sir, that | am being denigrated in this House.

Mr. Speaker: Would the hon. Member take his seat. Could we pass on to the
next item, please.

PIARCO DEVELOPMENT PROJECT
(DEYALSINGH REPORT)

The Prime Minister (Hon. Basdeo Panday)Mr. Speaker, earlier on in the
proceedings of this House | laid on the Table the report of timemidtee
appointed to investigate allegations made with respect to the Piarco International
Airport development. | make this statement now because | feel that a short history
of the Airport Development Project would be instructive.

It was as far back as 1969 that the Brinckerhoff study proposed among others,
the building of “a new terminal building on the northern side of the runway”.

The concept of private sector ownership of the passenger terminal was
subsequently mooted in a 1985 study by Aviation Planning Services. This study
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recommended the development of the terminal on the southern side of the runway;
cost considerations informed this decision. However the study failed to address the
economic viability of the estate and the surrounding communities. In fact, the
development on the southern side required the relocation of the entire Piarco
Village and the Golden Grove Road.

The present approach to the development of the airport was guided by four
studies undertaken between 1989 and 1992. The studies confirmed the inadequacy
of the facilities and recommended international standards for efficiency and safety.
In 1992, bids were invited for the development of a passenger terminal at the
Piarco International Airport. This initiative, unfortunately, floundered in the
selection of a developer as a joint venture paltriethink Members will
remember that as Project Pride.

In 1993, the Airports Authority entered into negotiations with the preferred
developer. However, after a change in government in 1995, the preferred
developer declined continued involvement in the project, citing delays in
finalization, the changing business environment, and their need to relocate idle
resources.

On September 12, 1996, the Cabinet appointed a task force to expedite the
programme for implementation of the development project for the new terminal
facilties at Piarco International Airport. This was to ensure that construction
commenced no later than March, 11997. The appointment of the task force
emanated from the increasingly pressing demand for new facilities at Piarco
International Airport and the failure of successive governments as far back as 1969
to bring this development to successful implementation. The committee invited
two consultants, Scott and Associates and Birk Hillman, to make presentations as
to possible design concepts for the Piarco International Airport.

After presentations by the above-mentioned consultants, the committee felt
that the Birk Hillman design concept satisfied a number of criteria, including
Government’'s plans for the development of the tourism sector, security
considerations and the track record of Birk Hillman in the wider Caribbean.

Emanating from the task force’s deliberations, a Cabinet Minute dated January
2, 11997, approved Birkilinan as the official consultant. A start date of March
1, 11997 was given in pursuance of the fast track method of completion.

Work began on the project, but had to be halted because of allegations of
corruption, and then of unfair procedures. A three-member technical committee
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made up of public servants was appointed by the Minister of Works and Transport
to consider these allegations.

On March 21, 11997, I, as Prime Minister, met with Mr. Ishwar
Galbaransingh, Mr. Coosal and Mr. Yorke of Northern Construction. At the
meeting these gentlemen expressed a number of opinions, namely that:

(a) they felt that the awarding of the airport contract to their company was
good for the country because the profits would stay here in Trinidad and
Tobago, which would not happen if a foreign company was involved; and

(b) they felt that the procedure through which they were awarded the
contract was accurate.

2.00 p.m.

On that same day | met with, among others, Mr. Brian Lewis, President of the
Joint Consultative Council, and Mr. Emile Elias, President of the Trinidad and
Tobago Contractor’s Association. The group expressed the strong belief that an
immediate enquiry should be made into the procedure by which the contracts were
awarded for the airport development project. They felt that local contractors were
not treated fairly, and that the tenders committee of the Airports Authority had not
adhered to correct procedure.

The request for an enquiry was acted upon and Cabinet agreed to the
appointment of a committee to evaluate and consider the positions of both parties
and the issues involved. At the request of the Joint Consultative Committee for an
independent chairman to the committee inquiring into the matter, the hon. Mr.
Justice Lennox Deyalsingh was appointed to chair the investigating committee by
letter dated April 8, 11997.

Mr. Speaker, | have already stated in this House that | shall not allow false
allegations of corruption to tarnish the image of this Government of national unity.
| have said that if there is corruption in this Government, however, that it would be
brought out into the open and dealt with regardless of where the chips may fall.
[Government desk thumpinglhe appointment of the investigating committee,
under the chairmanship of the hon. Mr. Justice Deyalsingh, is an integral and highly
visible demonstration of our commitment to this posif@overnment desk
thumping ]

The report of the committee has been completed and was received by Cabinet
on the night of Wednesday April 23, 11997, circulated to Cabinet on Thursday,
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April 24, 11997 and today, Friday, April 25, 11997 we have laid it before the
honourable House.

This Government is making history in that it is the first time that a government
of this country has seriously investigated allegations of corruption and/or wrong-
doing and taken actionGpvernmentesk thumping

Mr. Speaker: Order please! Order please!

Hon. B. Panday: | hope this serves as a signal to all those who intend to
embark on a course of unacceptable conduct and also those who wish to bring to
the attention of the Government acts of corruption, wrong-doing of any kind or
inappropriate conduct of any complexion. This Government will not condone any
such action, regardless of the consequences.

| thank all those who raised this matter and | express my special thanks to the
hon. Mr. Justice Lennox Deyalsingh and members of his committee for their
speedy conclusion of this repofGovernment desk thumping

Mr. Speaker, | believe | ought to, having regard to what | want to say, read
into the record the recommendations of the committee.

The committee has recommended that the contracts between the Airports
Authority of Trinidad and Tobago and Birk Hillman Consultants Incorporated be
terminated. Recommendations also include that the contract between the Airports
Authority of Trinidad and Tobago and the Northern/ Yorke/Coosals Consortium
be terminated[Opposition desk thumpingThat the Piarco Airport Project be
reviewed and a new start made with all due safeguards in place to ensure
transparency, openness, fair play and compliance with the established procedures
and practices. That there be a departmental enquiry on the Airports Authority’s
performance of its duties relative to the contract with Northern/Yorke/Coosals
Consortium for construction No. fnterruption] Do not tell the committee what
it means. It knows what it means and so do I. This is not going to be the one which
was set up and the rules were changed.

The committee also recommended that both the provisions of the Birk Hillman
contract and the Northern/Yorke/Coosals Consortium contract be reviewed; that
the provisions of the Central Tenders Board Act be applied to all Government
institutions; that the hon. Minister publicly declare that any victimization of any
persons or organizations relative to the committee’s meeting and report would be
unacceptable. Mr. Speaker, | make thahgotment unreservedly.
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The Government intends to implement the recommendations of the Deyalsingh
Committee as far as is possible. These recommendations include the termination of
contracts which may be legally binding.

The termination of such contracts are not without legal and financial
consequences to the nation. It may be that financial considerations may require
alternative or compromised solutions to give effect to the spirit of the
recommendations with least hurt to the nation. Should that be the case, | would
like to have the consensus of this Parliament on any action which the Government
eventually takes.

Mr. Speaker, in the circumstances, | intend, with your leave, and after
consultation with the hon. Leader of the Opposition, to move a motion in this
House at a later stage of the proceedings to appoint a joint sefectittee of
Parliament, Government desk thumpinigp consider the implications to the nation
of the implementation of the recommendations of the Deyalsingh Committee and
to make proposals for implementation of the same, with the least adverse
consequences to the nation.

Mr. Valley: If a thing is wrong, it is wrong.

Hon. B. Panday | also take this opportunity to invite the hon. Leader of the
Opposition to be a Member of that committee, and even to be the chairman of the
committee if he so wishes. Hopefully, the committee will sit from day to day, and
will report within two weeks so that a decision can be made one way or the other,
whether this project should continue.

Mr. Speaker, hon. Members, | thank you.

Mr. Manning: Mr. Speaker, could | just ask for some clarification on this
statement made by the hon. Prime Minister?

Mr. Speaker: No.
Mr. Valley : UnderMay’s Parliamentary Practicet is the law.

Mr. Speaker. Member for Diego Martin Central, please take your seat. A
statement has been made. There could be no debate on that statement. | will allow
the Members to go behind the Chair and discuss anything that they want to
discuss.

Mr. Valley: Mr. Speaker, | am appealing

Mr. Speaker: Would the Member for Diego Martin Central take his seat. That
issue is closed.
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2.10 p.m.
ARRANGEMENT OF BUSINESS

The Attorney General (Hon. Ramesh Lawrence Maharaj):Mr. Speaker, |
beg to move that the House dispense with the Motion under Government Business
on the Supplemental Order Paper which relates to Senate Amendments to the
Finance Bill, before preeeding to Private Business.

May | mention that | indicated my proposed motion to the Opposition Chief
Whip.

Agreed to.
FINANCE BILL
Senate Amendments

The Minister of Legal Affairs (Hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar): Mr.
Speaker, | beg to move,

That the Senate amendments to the Finance Bill listed in the appendix be now
considered.

Question proposed.

Question put and agreed to.
Clause 12.

Senate amendment read as follows:

12(b) in relation to paragraph (i) of the Second Schedule to the Insurance Act,
delete the words “(ii)” and substitute the words “(iia)”.

Mrs. Persad-BissessarMr. Speaker, | beg to move that the House doth
agree with the Senate in the said amendment.

This is merely a correction of a numeral in the Finance Bill, and clearly, not the
guestion of a drafting error.

Question proposed.
Question put and agreed to.
Part XIV.

Senate amendment read as follows:

Delete clauses 14 and 15.
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Mrs. Persad-BissessarMr. Speaker, | beg to move that the House doth
agree with the Senate in the said amendment.

This amendment was unanimously agreed to in the other place. That part of the
Bill sought to validate the collection oeaeipt of moneys on account of excise
duty and petroleum products from January 1, 11997 to February 2, 11997, and on
compressed natural gas from January 1, 11997 to the date of the coming into force
of the Finance Act, 11997. We are proposing that thé@&amended by deleting
those provisions.

There is precedent for the validation of prior collection or receipt of moneys as
was done in 1988. Members of this honourable House would recall that when the
debate took place on the Financ#, Bluestions were raised with respect to the
validation which was being sought in Pary. In particular, it was claimed that the
Government was seeking to impose a tax retroactively.

| have been advised that Parv of the Bill did not seek to impose a tax, but
merely to validate the collection or the receipt of moneys. Because of the concerns
expressed in the House when this matter was being debated, Government has
taken the decision to excise Pary of the Bill. | have been advised that Part is
not needed to validate the collection or receipt of the moneys as it was sought to
do, since the wholesale and retail prices of gasoline, diesel and compressed natural
gas were validly fixed by orders issued by the Minister of Energy and Energy
Industries, in December 1996, to take effect in January, 11997. This would then
mean that the Trinidad and Tobago National Petroleum Marketing Company
Limited which would normally have collected excise duty if the same had been
imposed, would retain these moneys as proceeds of its business, and will
accordingly have to pay corporation tax and dividends on the increased profits.

| am therefore seeking the confirmation of this honourable House to amend the
Finance Bill in the manner proposed in the othecel

Question proposed.

Mr. Kenneth Valley: | am pleased that the Government has seen the wisdom
of deleting these two clauses from the Bill. While | understand the point made by
the Member, | would have appreciated if we had with us an order made by the
ministry. | would like to view it.

Mrs. Persad-Bissessarif the Member would give way. | have copies of the
order which | would be very happy to share with the hon. Member. In fact, they
are Legal Notice No. 214 of 1996 and Legal Notice No. 215 of 1996.
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Mr. Valley: Thank you very much. The point is that these clauses attempted
to take moneys from individuals. That was the intent. While we argued in the
Lower House, the Government was adamant. It would seem that it was only under
certain difficulties in the other place that the Government relented.

| can assure the House that | would ensure that if moneys are now due to
individuals arising from the removal of these clauses, the Government would have
to find some system of getting those funds back to the individuals concerned. |
think the right thing to do is to delete this. If the Minister is too busy with other
matters to deal with his job, then he should be removed. He cannot come
retroactively to seek approval for moneys illegally obtained.

| support this removal. Thank you.

Mrs. Persad-Bissessar:Mr. Speaker, | thank the hon. Member for his
comments. Let me indicate that | am advised that in the other place no difficulties
were encountered. That is not why the deletion was made by the hon. Minister of
Finance and Minister of Tourism. In fact, based on the discussions we had here,
and if the hon. Member would recall, at the committee stage and other stages he
and other Members had raised concerns. The Government, as any democratic
government that is committed to dialogue, suggestions and concerns from any
member of the national community, including Members of the Opposition, took
into consideration the concerns which were raised.

When the hon. Minister of Finance and Minister of Tourism went to the other
place, he went with those amendments. They were not consequent on any
difficulties encountered. The Government took the initiative to deal with them.
This is why we have dealt with the amendments and deletediRart

Question put and agreed to.
2.20 p.m.

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
(PRIVILEGED INFORMATION )

[THIRD DAY]

Order read for resuming adjourned debate on quedtiterch 14, 11997]

Be it Resolvedhat this honourable House condemn the political use to which
the security services are reportedly being put and the public use by the Prime
Minister in a political capacity of privileged information so obtaifibd. K. Rowley]

Question again proposed.
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Mr. Hedwige Bereaux (La Brea). Mr. Speaker, | rise to make my brief
contribution in this debate on the Motion and | will seek to read this Motion in its
various parts as | go along.

“Whereasit has been reported that the Prime Minister of Trinidad and
Tobago at a public political meeting referred to privileged information obtained
in his capacity as Chairman of the National Security Council regarding alleged
internal problems in the People's National Movement detected by the security
services.”

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of Trinidad and Tobago which is the supreme
law of the land, providesnter alia in Chapter 1 for "The Recognition and
Protection of Fundamental Human Rights and Freedoms”. | shall identify some of
those fundamental freedoms which, this behaviour of the Prime Minister infringes.
The Constitution in Chapter 1THE RECOGNITION AND PROTECTION OF
FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS, PARTL says:

"(@) the right of the individual to life, liberty, security of the person and
enjoyment of property and the right not to be deprived thereof except by
due process of law;

(e) the right to join political parties and to express political views. "
(i) freedom of thought and expression;
() freedom of association and assembly;

Trinidad and Tobago and, indeed, any democracy recognizes that the ability of the
citizens and its residents to participate in politics is the foundation of freedom and
democracy, and these rights were considered so seriously, that section 5 (1) of the
Constitution says:

"Except as is otherwise expressly provided in this Chapter and in section 54,
no law may abrogate, abridge or infringe or authorise the abrogation,
abridgment or infringement of any of the rights and freedoms hereinbefore
recognised and declared.”

That is how important these rights are seen to be.

The People's National Movement is a political party that has been in power at
one time or another for 33 years, and on two occasions the People's National
Movement has had to demit office, although now it is a bit difficult to determine
whether we are in, or out of office seeing that we have contributed two Members
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to the Government. Be that as it may, the Government is under the control of
others today, and the right of the people of Trinidad and Tobago to have political
parties, and to assemble and take part in political activity is enshrined in the
Constitution.

At times one recognizes that although rights are given they need to be
abrogated, and it is indicated here how a right enshrined in the Constitution can be
abrogated. In some situations it is recognized that if one has a right it can be
abrogated if necessary, for the protection of the state and for the good of the wider
community. It is in that context that the security services can go to various
meetings and check on what is being said, and generally to spy on persons,
whether it be political parties or otherwise. Then such things are accepted.

Additionally, we have a National Security Council and the Prime Minister of
Trinidad and Tobago is the Chairman of that Council and admittedly, information
emanating from the activities of the security services will come to the National
Security Council. But the Constitution is clear as to the way in which these rights
can be abrogated, if at all. Since the information is received by the security services
upon the condition that they are there for the protection of the state, whenever that
information is received by any person in his capacity as a protector of the state,
that is the only use to which that information can be put.

It follows, therefore, that the statement by the Prime Minister, in his political
capacity at a meeting in La Romain that he knew about certain activities going on
in thePNM, and the utilization of it for political purposes was, correctly, a misuse
and abuse of power.

Mr. Speaker, in other jurisdictions and other countries, such activity by the
Prime Minister, or any chairman of the National Security Services or any member
of such a council, would amount to a criminal offence. Maybe the hon. Prime
Minister is not worried about things like that, but | am saying that it amounts to a
criminal offence, and it displays to a large extent, a certain cavalier behaviour by
the present Government in utilizing the resources of the state for its own political
ends.

2.30 p.m.

More important than that, Mr. Speaker, this Government came into power as a
result of representations made to the people of Trinidad and Tobago, that it was
going to reduce criminal activities. However, it is quite clear that criminal activities
in this country have increased. | read in a newspaper that there is now a special
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kidnapping squad. This is as a result of the number of kidnappings that took place
over the past 16 months since this Government came into power. A number of
persons have been kidnapped; businessman, Mr. Montano and others.

A number of criminal offences are takingagé in this country and instead of
spying on thePNM, this Government should find other things for the security
services to do. What mischief did the Government seeNkieloing? ThePNM, as
a party, has always stood for the rule of law. Are we to understand that the
conduct of normal political business in this country has now become subject to
spying by the security services? Or, am | to understand that the Government is so
insecure in its political position that it finds it necessary to spy oRNRe

Quite recently, we have had to abort a number of political meetings because of
persons who were not members trying to take notes to determine what we were
doing. Is the Government concerned about that? It goes back to a most important
point, Mr. Speaker. The hon. Prime Minister is a member of the legal profession
but it appears to me that since he has gone into politics he has forgotten his law
and | do not know if he did any jurisprudence.

However, there is a question of rights—and probably this is good for the entire
country to hear—but too many times we talk about rights and authorities but we
forget that every right that we have is balanced by a corresponding responsibility.
Persons in power have a responsibility so to use, not only the power that they
have, but the resources at their beck and call, in a manner that befits the position
that they hold.

| want the hon. Prime Minister to understand this is why we are calling for
them to be chastised. | do not mean chastised in a physical manner, but that he be
condemned for his behaviour, because the misuse of information is really a failure
of his. He had the right to get the information, but the misuse is a failure and he
has fallen down on his responsibility. All of us need to recognize that it is not
sufficient to say: “I have the authority and the power to wheel over people,” but to
recognize that there is a responsibility to utilize whatever authority one has in
equity and fairness for the general good of Trinidad and Tobago.

| cannot understand why although we are having so many problems with crime
and we are dealing with a number of other things. The hon. Minister of National
Security spoke about what the security services were doing. However, there is
now a persistent and mortal danger confronting our citizens in the pursuit of their
legitimate business activities within the territorial waters of Trinidad and Tobago in
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the Gulf of Paria. The Government is utilizing the resources of the state to spy on
a legitimate political party and it is failing to try to resolve this matter.

Mr. Speaker, we are talking about the utilization of the security services and |
think this needs to be repeated. On October 24, 1996, a fishermarillechd &
miles off the coast.

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Member, | think you made a mistake, the date is October
22, 1996.

Mr. H. Bereaux: Thank you very much for your assistance, Mr. Speaker, but
| do not know about what you are speaking. | do not know if it has become—
anyway, | am not going to be goaded.

On October 22—
Hon. Member: That is what Mr. Speaker said.
Mr. H. Bereaux: Thank you.

On October 22, 1996 a fisherman waded in the Gulf. On October 31,996
there was another situation in the Gulf. Quite recently, we awoke towhe
programme, “Morning Edition”, where it was mentioned that 11 fishermen were
held in Trinidad and Tobago waters and carried to Venezuela. Later on that same
day, a Trinmar rig was boarded. If we had enough coast guards they might have
been able to tell us something about that.

We have two coast guard vessels, Baracuda and theCascaduraand,
again, no money is being spent to refurbish vessels but the Government is finding
money to spy on thenm.

Mr. Panday: We do not spy on the dead!
Mr. Valley: We are not talking about thnaR.

Mr. H. Bereaux: Mr. Speaker, the same situation continues unabated. |
remember listening to the television and heard one of the fishermen saying: “We
are going to get our guns and go out to fish and we will either kill or be killed, but
we must have an opportunity to earn a living.” Why is this Government not
utilizing the resources of the country to deal with that? Why are we not spending
the money to refurbish the coast guard boats, rather than spying on the People’s
National Movement?

There are several other instances of kidnapping. This is what one of the Prime
Minister’s friends had to say: “We have this habit of the Prime Minister misusing
his authority and power.”
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2.40 p.m.

There was a situation where he refused to talk to a delegatiaTofC that
included the President of the teachers’ union, Mr. Anthony GdiCiasstalk]
That is because | am elected by a larger number of persons. Mr. Speaker, there
was another situation where he sought to achieve the firing of a journalist—misuse
of power. With that kind of behaviour, unfortunately, the Prime Minister sets the
pattern and a number of other Ministers seemed to follow the leader.

Even the situation which we have today, where they have been forced to deal
with the Airports Authority problem; that came about because certain financial
backers felt that the Treasury of Trinidad and Tobago was open season for them to
enter and withdraw whatever they chose from the accounting house. But they have
been prevented by the vigilance of the people and the press in Trinidad and Tobago.

| want to go back to the Columbus Channel because | live in Palo Seco Beach
Camp. Imagine, | live on the beach and | am concerned about the safety there. |
heard the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Trinidad and Tobago say to the national
community: “You are coming close to our shoreline and shooting a citizen. Then
you are boarding a rig belonging to Trinidad and Tobago in our waters and now
you are hunting down our fishermen and sinking our boats. What next are you
going to do; run on our shores?” Mr. Speaker, if the time, effort and money that
was spent in spying on tiiM was spent in refitting the boats, tBascaduraand
the Barracudg we would not have a situation as exists today because we would
have been properly protected.

Mr. Speaker, | am calling upon the hon. Prime Minister to apologize to the
people of Trinidad and Tobago for his misuse and abuse of the power which they
gave him. | call on all his Ministers who are accustomed to practising the same
kind of misuse and abuse of power—and theydgagnortuis nil nisi bonurm-so |
shall not speak about the particular person in this instance. | call on them to
apologize. At this moment, | call on this honourable House to condemn the
political use to which the security services are being put in Trinidad and Tobago.
Mr. Speaker, they are tapping my phofieaughter] | have a device and | know
they are tapping it. That is the kind of slackness they are doing.

| close on one of the most important notes. It seems as though in Trinidad and
Tobago, generally, and with this Government, in particular, there is a situation
where you put people in power; give them positions of authority and they forget
that they have a responsibility to act responsibly, equitably and fairly.



315
National Security Council Friday, April 25, 1997

Mr. Speaker, | support this Motion and call on this honourable House to
condemn the Prime Minister.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister (Dr. The Hon. Vincent
Lasse):Mr. Speaker, | rise to make a very brief intervention on the Motion:

[Members of the Opposition walked out]

Whereas it has been reported that the Prime Minister of Trinidad and
Tobago at a public political meeting referred to privileged information obtained
in his capacity as Chairman of the National Security Council regarding alleged
internal problems in the People’s National Movement detected by the Security
Services:

Be It Resolvedthat this Honourable House condemn the political use to
which the Security Services are reportedly being put and the public use by the
Prime Minister in a political capacity of privileged information so obtained.

Mr. Speaker, | decided to intervene in this debate because of the nature of this
Motion and as | go along | would clarify. 1 want to look briefly at some of the
points raised by the Member for La Brea. The Member spent some time dealing
with the question of human rights, fundamental freedoms, the right to join political
parties and so forth. He also gave us a discourse on constitutional law. He went
into the question of phone tapping and | am wondering why someone would try to
tap the phone of the Member for La Braaughter]

He dealt at length with the problems in the Gulf of Paria and the agreement
between Trinidad and Tobago and Venezuela. Mr. Speaker, |, myself, spent some
time dealing with that.

An international agreement, or even a bilateral agreement, is an agreement
between two parties. | will not spend much time on that; | will move on.

2.50 p.m.

The Member also mentioned the question of crime. | sat here and wondered
about the latitude we are given when speaking on a particular motion. Mr.
Speaker, however, | would come straight to the point and would state first that we
have been asked a question. The question is, “What is privilege?”
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My research led me to this definition:

“Privilege: a right or immunity enjoyed by a person or persons beyond the
common advantages of others. Any of the more sacred and vital rights
common to all citizens under a modern constitutional government.”

Thus, Mr. Speaker, we are speaking about privileged documents, privileged
information, and so forth. We are speaking of this as it relates to a favoured person
or group of persons, or that information, or document, which is limited to a chosen
individual or a group of individuals.

| also looked at the question of what is public information. You see, in this debate,
we have to link both. We have to look at what is privileged on the one hand, and
what is considered public information. Here, public information, quite simply put,
is information that is available to the public. It seems to me that it is for the person
who holds the information to decide whether it is privileged or not. If he or she
chooses to divulge information, then the information is clearly not privileged.
Someone else cannot decide for him that the information is privileged or not.
Moreover, even if the holder of information considers it privileged, surely, his
merely indicating that he is privy to this information does not, and cannot,
constitute an unethical act.

Public knowledge has indicated that there are rumblings in political parties in
Trinidad and Tobago. Every Monday morning, there are points of views as to how
relations within a given political party could be improved, or how one could
obviate deterioration in that political party. Should this be considered privileged
information, Mr. Speaker? That is the question. When the nation is fully aware of
the discontent, the dissatisfaction, and the rumblings in any given political party,
can this be considered privileged information? | say, “no.”

Political parties in Trinidad and Tobago have seen better days. Some have not.
At the present time, some are not in a healthy state. This is common knowledge.
This is information available to the public. It is available to the wider community in
Trinidad and Tobago. You see, politics is a way of life and the man in the street
continues on a daily basis to discuss the political rumblings in any given party in
Trinidad and Tobago. Members of the security service will hear about this just as
anybody else, and they will report as they deem appropriate.

For any Opposition to assume that members of the security service are
deployed by any Prime Minister, specifically to search out information in this
condition, for the purpose of destabilizing any political party, could only be a
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figment of one's imagination. This, of course, is not really deserving of the time
and effort we put into debating certain motions when we can be engaged in dealing
with the nation’s business. It amuses me when the man in the street makes an
observation about the Opposition, there is nothing wrong with that; if the Prime
Minister makes the same observation, then something is wrong. We have to
examine that.

It is illogical for a former Prime Minister—who has adopted the posture of the
gentleman we see on a bottle, Johnnie Walker—to make a statement in public that
he was once the Chairman of the Security Council and, as such, he had privileged
information on former Ministers of his Government, and there was nothing wrong
with that. But, when the present Prime Minister states that he has information—
and that, to my mind, is public information—about there being rumblings in a
given political party—which is a statement of fact, and is public knowledge—
something is wrong with his utterances.

3.00 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, there is a very common saying, “What is good for Peter is good
for Paul.” But there are some who say, “Do as | say, but not as | do.” Here, |
want to say that | think it was rather unfortunate that this Motion was brought
under the name of a gentleman whom | respect, the Member for Diego Martin
West. | really believe that the hon. Member has been the victim in this regard. | say
no more on that, but John Public knows the facts, and whatever is done in
darkness must come to light.

| thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Gordon Draper (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s WgsMr. Speaker, |
will speak to the Member for St. Joseph through you, shortly. | risepjoost the
Motion of my colleague, the Member for Diego Martin West. | think, given some
of the statements we just heard it may be important once again to put this
particular Motion in context.

You see, when we look at the wording of this Motion which speaks about
having this House resolve, and we "condemn the political use to which the security
services are reportedly being put,” we need to understand that—quite unlike what
has just been portrayed by the Member for Point Fortin—there were statements
which seemed to come out of newspaper dialogue, that is not what this Motion is
about. On the one hand, there are some statements which emerged from public
dialogue, from newspaper statements, but that is fundamentally different from a
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Prime Minister, who is the Chairman of a National Security Council, articulating in
public about his utilization of the security services to seek out information about
political parties. They are fundamentally different and we need to understand that.

| think it is also important, as we reflect on this debate and the Motion before
us, that we have to put the statements of the hon. Prime Minister about his use of
the security services in the context of a behaviour that has been characterizing this
Government over the last year and some months. My colleague from La Brea
alluded to some of it, but with your permission | will just enumerate some of these
things so that we put this particular Motion in context.

Over the last year we have seen a Government that has attacked the media and
in so doing attacked one of the fundamental freedoms in our society, mainly the
freedom of speech, the freedom of the media to report, the freedom of the media
to elaborate on national issues for a national community. We have seen a concerted
attack on the media of this country by this Government. We have also seen within
the last few months, a concerted attack by the Government of this country on one
of our art forms, the calypso, in an attempt to put a bit and bridle on calypsonians
and, therefore, on social commentary in our society. The Member for La Brea has
also alluded to unwilingness of the hon. Prime Minister to meet with
representatives of the trade union movement if a certain individual happens to be
present and part of that organization.

Indeed, to date, in this honourable House, we have seen again the demonstration
of a cavalier approach that this Government has been taking to the issue of
contracts. We heard it here some months ago with regard to Cherokee jeeps for
the police service, and we heard it again today, demonstrated by an independent
inquiry about the cavalier approach taken by this Government.

Mr. Speaker, | state these things because, when | reflect on the Prime
Minister's comments about using the security services to spy aPNtire-and |
put it alongside those other activities over the last year—what we see very clearly
Mr. Speaker, is creeping dictatorship, an attempt on the part of this Government to
erode the rights and freedoms of the people of Trinidad and Tobago. That is how
we have to view this Motion. It is not simply about taking newspaper articles, or
joining a debate in the media. It is about a Prime Minister being prepared to make
a public statement about the use of the nation's security services for spying on a
political organization.

Having put it in that context, | want to go back to the last day of this debate
and make some comments on some of the statements made by the hon. Member
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for St. Joseph. In fact, in a very curious way, the Member for La Brea repeated
parts of his concern. The Member for St. Joseph wondered aloud, “Why would we
use Private Members' Day to deal with negative issues?” He asked, “Why not deal
with issues relating to investment or relating to tourism? The Member for Point

Fortin in a recent comment asked, “Why should we not be seeking to deal with
national business rather than engage in this debate?”

Mr. Speaker, we come to this House prepared to debate every issue of national
importance. We are as committed as the Government to issues relating to
investment, to development, to expansion in the tourism sector, to expansion in
every industrial sector in our country. In short, we come here prepared to engage
in the national business. When the rights and freedoms of the people of the country
are being threatened, that is the national business and that is why we bring this
particular Motion. This is the national business and one would have hoped that the
Minister of Trade and Industry and Minister of Consumer Affairs would have
understood that investment and tourism expansion would be directly linked to the
extent to which potential investors believe that freedoms and democracy are at
play in Trinidad and Tobago.

Therefore, in a very direct way, this Motion speaks to the concerns which the
Minister of Trade and Industry and Minister of Consumer Affairs purported to
have. Unless we are able to portray to the rest of the world that we are a country
which upholds democracy and freedom, we will be hard-pressed to attract
investment in this country. So it makes no sense coming here and pretending we
only want to talk about narrow investment issues, without understanding that we
also have to talk about the climate that has to be developed to attract these
investors.

Mr. Speaker, one wonders, particularly when given the events of the recent
past, whether some of the attacks on the sovereignty of our country may not be
directly linked to the cavalier approach and statements coming from the other side
about issues relating to democracy. We need to understand that, because there are
those on the outside who listen to what is said in here. There are those on the
outside, therefore, who will draw their conclusions about what kind of society we
are prepared to develop and that is how they will relate to us.

3.10 p.m.

It may be no accident that coming on the heels of one year of cavalier
statements attacking the media and the art-forms, also cavalier approaches to



320

National Security Council Friday, April 25, 1997

[MR. DRAPER]

awarding contracts and statements about the use of security services for dealing
with political parties, in the face of all of that, there are those on the outside who
feel that Trinidad and Tobago is for the taking and invasion. We must understand
this and the relationship between this statement made by the hon. Prime Minister,
this Motion which we are debating and some of the events which we are seeing
taking place around us in our country. We have to understand that link.

We cannot therefore come here and glibly talk about whether we on this side
are not interested in the national business, investment and tourism, without clearly
understanding the nexus of those things and a prime minister who is prepared to
use our security services for cavalier and undemocratic ends.

Mr. Speaker, it is also interesting when | go back to some of the ramblings of
the hon. Member for St. Joseph, the last time around. For instance, in his
contribution he went back to 1990 and raised the question about a statement
purportedly made by the Member for San Fernando East, which stated that the
1990 issues had to do with the Nationdliafice for Reconstruction and Abu
Bakr. But he seemed to have conveniently forgotten some of the interesting
statements made by his Prime Minister, the Member for Couva North. May |
remind this House, "Wake me when it's over". That was his approach to the events
of 1990. The Member for St. Joseph apparently did not remember that, and of
course, his Friend from Couva South made his comment from Grenada. Mr.
Speaker, the Member for St. Joseph seemed to have a convenient lapse of memory
where this was concerned. The hon. Member also needs to put into context the
approach of his own leader, the Prime Minister, to the situation which he described
in 1990. "Wake me when it's over"; remember that.

It was also interesting—when | go back to the Member for St. Joseph—that
one of the arguments he raised in this House, was one that formed the basis for this
Motion which was a newspaper statement, and therefore hearsay. A very
interesting approach to dealing with this issue, Mr. Speaker—interesting, because
there has been no denial of this statement which has appeared in many newspapers.
More than that though, when put in the context of other behaviours, it seems to
me, that his comment indicating that the Prime Minister's statement was hearsay,
once again was an attack on the integrity of the media. In short, what he was
saying to us is that we cannot trust and believe what is written in the media.

Again, this goes back to the context in which | have located this debate. A
context in which we see a government, prepared to attack every single organ of
democracy and every right and freedom enshrined in our Constitution, which the
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people of this country have long enjoyed under successive People's National
Movement administrations. Suddenly, in a little over a year, we have all of these
freedoms and rights threatened.

Mr. Speaker, the Minister of National Security did make a contribution in this
debate. | have reread the contribution and | am hard-pressed to find the relevance.
| would refer to one of the statements he made because, to my mind, it bears very
direct relationship to the concerns raised in this Motion. He says, in speaking about
the role and activities of our security services generally:

"But it is important that the people of this country do not feel threatened."

| am glad he understands that because when one observes the behaviour of this
Government and the root cause of this Motion before us, a statement which talks
about the use of our security services, | believe that the people of this country,
indeed, do feel threatened. | go on to quote him:

"They must be able to rest assured that these agencies are functioning in their
interest and not against them."

How can we feel secure and rest assured that these agencies are not being used
against us, when the chairman of the National Security Council, who is the Prime
Minister, is publicly talking about utilizing the security services to spy on a political
organization and members of a political party? Surely this is creating a climate and
an environment in which citizens and certain members of this political party feel
threatened and believe that the security agencies are not functioning in our interest,
but perhaps against us.

Thus the very words which the Minister of National Security sought to use to
make us feel secure, when we look at reality and the base of this Motion, in fact,
give us the completely opposite feeling; one of threat. The feeling that the security
services are really being used, not to protect us but, against us and in times and
ways we may not know. | want to link that to the definitions and approach taken
by the Member for Point Fortin.

In what | consider to be a rather convoluted approach to defining privilege and
information, the hon. Member spoke about individuals or agencies who would
choose whether matters were privileged or not. Somehow he linked that to his
motion of newspaper discourse, political activity and the fact that in the
newspapers, every Monday morning, there were statements about political parties.
What is he really saying to us? Is he saying that when a member of our security
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services through whatever means gathers information, that that individual would
determine whether the information is privileged or not? Is he equating the work of
our security agencies with that of our journalists and media?

It is clear to me that the members of our security services operate in
fundamentally different ways and accouritéds than members of the media.
Therefore, to try to make the argument in the way he makes it—which suggests
that one can equate information coming into the security services with published
information in the media—clearly is a failure to appreciate the work,
responsibilities andaccountattities of members of our security services. We
cannot do that.

Indeed, | would say that—and the Minister of National Security alluded to the
establishment of some of the new security agencies—when this Government was
contemplating and agreeing to the establishment of some of these agencies, in the
way in which we operated, we took care to ensure that matters relating to the
staffing, selection, training and clearly to the operation of these agencies, were
handled totally outside the purview of the Cabinet and Government of this country.

We recognized that one of the keys to effective security agency work,
particularly in the intelligence world, is one where one is able to have maximum
security of tenure and freedom to operate without fear that those who may vest
political interests are able to intervene and interfere. That is what we did. We have
already found in this debate that some of my colleagues have alluded to fact,
attempts were in fact made to identify some of the operatives in those agencies. |
want to relate that to one of the elements which, in fact, serve as a genesis to the
development of some of these new agencies. Again, the Minister of National
Security alluded to the fact that one of the things we did in this country, coming
out of 1990, was to embark on a review, not only of our police service but of our
security agencies.

3.20 p.m.

Some of the issues raised had to do with difficulties relating to staffing in these
particular agencies and reporting relationships. Indeed, one of the recommendations
coming out had to do with the establishment of a Civilian Security Agency. All of
these things were raised, recommended and discussed in that review because the
reviewers appreciated the importance of establishing varying agencies that can
operate effectively and autonomously in the execution of the intelligence work of
this country.



323
National Security Council Friday, April 25, 1997

We cannot, therefore, intervene in a political way—as the statement of the hon.
Prime Minister suggests. We cannot interfere in any manner with operations of
those operatives, hard to come by as they are, difficult to manage as they are, but
critical for the national well-being as they are. It is not only doing that by way of
asking for the list of operators—that is one way of intervening.

Another way is to publicly disclose that the Government of the day is willing
and prepared to use these agencies for political ends. That intervention, I am
submitting, also leads to a threat to our freedom and democracy and undermines
the operation of those agencies. Indeed, it will well cause operators to become
very scared and sceptical about functioning in the agencies and, therefore, could
lead to the quality of our intelligence being impaired. We live in a world of
globalization and interdependence, in which information flows so easily that one
has to be particularly careful and sensitive about how one, from a position of
power, intervenes and interfaces with these critical and sensitiégantee
agencies.

Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister's statement which is the source of this Motion
before us, clearly suggests a lack of that sensitivity. It leads us to wonder as well—
whether the willingness of the Prime Minister and Chairman of the National
Security Council, to talk about utilizing these agencies in this public way—what
may be done outside the glare of public scrutiny. Could it be, for instance, as we
have seen in other societies, that somewhere there may be discussions about
establishing hit squads in our society? Is that a possibility, Mr. Speaker, in an
environment where we have seen that notwithstanding the promises of the
Government, we have been unable to deal with the escalation of crime; is it then
that we will start utilizing our services in less than honourable and legal ways?

| raise this, Mr. Speaker, because when | reflect on this statement, these are
some of the fears that | have; this is some of the threat that | feel. This comes out
publicly—using security agencies to spy. In what other ways may we therefore be
using our security services to infringe and trample on the rights of unsuspecting
citizens of Trinidad and Tobago?

Mr. Speaker, as | support this Motion and move to conclude, in my view, this
Motion does, indeed, speak to the hearts of the concerns of the Members for St.
Joseph and Point Fortin. It speaks directly to issues relating to national
development, investment and tourism because it speaks directly to the quality of
life, the environment and the freedoms which people believe they will enjoy in this
country. These things have a direct bearing on our quality of life and investment
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and, therefore, it is in my view, totally and completely right and appropriate that
we raise in this honourable House, matters which we believe can infringe on these
rights and, therefore, negatively impact on development in our society.

| also believe, Mr. Speaker, that we need to address these issues because of the
signals they would send and the implications they would have on the views of
others in terms of our national sovereignty. We need to protect that and, therefore,
we need to understand that cavalier statements would have a certain kind of impact
and implication. When those statements are backed up by the inappropriate use of
our security services and intelligence agencies, far from giving us as citizens, a
sense of protection and a sense of freedom, it gives us a sense of real threat.

| close, therefore, with total acceptance and agreement that this honourable
House must condemn the political use to which our security services are reportedly
being put, and the public use by the Prime Minister in a political capacity, of
privileged information so obtained.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you.

The Attorney General (Hon. Ramesh Lawrence Maharaj):Mr. Speaker, |
rise to speak on this Motion and to say that it is without any merit whatsoever.
The Opposition, as is customary, is trying to mislead the population and what the
last hon. Member did and recognized, was that the Motion did not have any merit.
He said one has to take other things into consideration and, therefore, it was an
admission by him that he really could not support this Motion.

Mr. Speaker, there is no question that if information is already in the public
domain—that is to say, information to the effect that certain problems, convulsions
and confusion were going on in tM—the public already knew of those
matters. As a matter of fact, the mover of this Motion, the hon. Member for Diego
Martin West, was part and parcel of, in effect, admitting that there was convulsion
and confusion in theeNM. He also actually said that he was threatened with
violence at a meeting at Balisier House. It was well-known thapxivewas in a
state of confusion—it was in the newspaper, on radio, television and discussed at
PNM meetings—so how could that be privileged information? That is not
privileged information. It is not every bit of information given to a public
functionary, who has a duty in order to deal with national security matters, that
constitutes national security matters. As a matter of fact, even the law has decided
that it is not every matter.
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Mr. Speaker, in a well-known case of the Civil Service Union against the
Minister of the Civil Service, the House of Lords which consists of the same
judges who sit in the Privy Council, had to determine what constitutes a national
security matter; whether the then Prime Minister of the United Kingdom—
although she had a duty to get information whether all the information she got,
was national security matters. The court held that even if the person—the then
Prime Minister—decided that the matter was a national security matter, one still
had to examine it to see whether it qualified as being a national security matter.

How laughable, Mr. Speaker, that the Opposition can come with a Motion like
this to this Parliament saying that a matter, which for months before the Prime
Minister made this statement was published in the media saying that there were
problems in theeNM, was privileged information. The Member for Diego Martin
West was openly campaigning, criticizing his leader and saying that the elections
were not fair—there were open dissentions of RN& in the newspaper; how
could that be privileged information?

3.30 p.m.

Then the hon. Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann's West—I must
welcome him; he was probably vacationing in Grenada; | am glad to see him
back—got up here and criticized the Member for Point Fortin, saying that what he
said was convoluted. But what he said was supported by law. That is to say, if the
Prime Minister receives information, he has a discretion to determine whether that
information is national security information or not. If it is not, he is entitled to
make it available to the public and he should be commended for doing that.

This is not a government which keeps information secret in its bosom; it
exposes the information. That is the difference between the two administrations.
As a matter of fact, | was tempted to amend this Motion to commend the Prime
Minister for disclosing the information he got which he considered to be in the
public domain, and for releasing it to the public.

| wonder if the Member for Diego Martin West has anything else to do. Here is
this big Motion, being filed that this is privileged information: “...condemn the
political use to which the Security Services are reportedly being put...”

Do you know what this reflects? It reflects that this Opposition is really in
disarray. It reflects that it does not know how to function as an opposition. One of
the ways in which an opposition ought to function and should serve the population
is to ask questions of government; to make the government accountable. Let me
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read some statistics to show this honourable House and the national community
that this Opposition is really not concerned about doing its job as an opposition. It
does not know what to do and it is holding on to straws. | would demonstrate that.

Mr. Speaker, let me give some statistics on the number of questions we asked
in this Parliament when the United National Congress was in opposition and the
number theeNM asked, for the short time it has been in opposition:

1992 188

1992-1993 232
1993-1994 151
1994-1995 201

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, | ask you, please, could you make it easier for
the Member to be heard by tHansardreporters and by all of us.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, | am indebted to you for your
intervention, but, somehow or the other, | get energized by the heckling. I
continue:

1996 24

Mr. Valley: | wonder if the Member would want to tell the House where are
all those Members who were asking those questions in that period.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, it shows that he does not understand and
he does not follow what is happening in the country. Imagine he gets up to ask that
stupid question.

Hon. Member: Answer it!

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, do you know what is the revealing point
about this matter also? The Member for Diego Martin West filed this Motion on
February 21, 11997 and after that, his Leader got up and told him, in effect, that
the Motion has no merit. On March 4, 11997, the Member for San Fernando
East—I do not know whether he is the political leader of the party—said they used
to spy on political parties; that he used to use the National Security Council to find
out what was happening with political parties.

Mr. Manning: Mr. Speaker, | thank the hon. Member for Couva South for
giving way. | just want to make it clear for yet another time that the assertion of
the Member for Couva South is entirely incorrect. What is normal in Trinidad and
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Tobago is that public meetings of political parties are monitored by the security
services. The statement that has been made by the hon. Prime Minister goes well
beyond that. That is the source of our concern.

Mr. Panday: Who says so?

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, the Member for San Fernando East has
admitted that whilst he was Prime Minister, he knew that the security services
monitored what was happening to political parties and he got reports on those
matters. Therefore, there is nothing different from what happened then and what is
happening now[Desk thumping]If under the prime ministership of the hon.
Basdeo Panday, he gets that information and considers that it is already in the
public domain, that is not a national security matter or privileged information.

Mr. Panday: Everybody knew you all were having trouble. You do not need
security for that.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: | am indebted to the Member for San Fernando East.
He did not only make the statement in the newspapers, but in the presence of the
Member for Diego Martin West he got up and said, in effect, that the Motion has
no merit. If | were he | would withdraw this Motion.

On a Motion like this we hear that this Government has dictatorial tendencies.
Why does it have dictatorial tendencies? He says because this Government attacks
the media. What constitutes an attack on the media? The evidence is that this
Government criticizes the media. How shallow can one’s contribution be. Is the
hon. Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West saying—

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members must know that this is not the way that we
should proceed if we want to handle matters expeditiously and well. If hon.
Members want to interrupt the hon. Member, either on a point of order or to ask
him to give way, there is a way of doing it. But it is not right that there should be
four different sets of conversations on both sides of the House while the Member is
speaking. It is not fair to the rest of us.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Much obliged, Mr. Speaker. What is the evidence—that
this Government attacked the media? The evidence put forward is that this
Government has criticized the media. A government has a duty to criticize the
media if it is publishing false and wrong information. If a government does not do
that, it would be failing in its duty, not only to the media, but to the public, and this
Government is not going to back down from its duty to the population.
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ThePNM in Government thought that the media was a sacred cow and felt that
for it to remain in power, if the then Prime Minister had few of the editors that he
chose to have regular meetings with him, he could organize news in such a way so
that he can remain in office. But he has learnt the lesson that the media is not a
sacred cow and the population does not believe everything they read in the media.

The position of this Government is, we are committed to the freedom of the
press. As a matter of fact, we have published a Green Paper. That is for discussion.
We have said that the press does not have any special privilege to be immune from
criticism. If the press is dishonest, bias or commits unethical behaviour, the
Government has a right and a duty to criticize the media.

3.40 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, the freedom of the media, just as any other right, is not an
absolute right. If I may quote from the Green Paper enfiitaslards a Free and
Responsible Medipage 2, paragraph 1.2

“All human rights instruments recognise that some exceptions to the free
speech principle must be made. There can be no freedom, as a great American
judge once pointed out, falsely to shout ‘fire’ in a crowded theatre: people may
be killed in the panic to escape. Since the fresap principle is grounded in

the public interest, it must give way to occasion when the public interest points
the other way...”

It goes on at paragraph 1.3(a):

“Since they have the special privilege of criticising others, in print or on
television, they are public figures who cannot themselves expect to be immune
from criticism - for dishonesty or bias or unethical behaviour. The law in a
progressive society must therefore permit healthy criticism of journalists and
media organisations, just as it must allow criticisms of poliicians and
governments and powerful corporations.”

So, there is no real basis. It is just like this Motion. There is no basis for saying
that this Government has attacked the media. Yes, the Government has criticized
the media, and it would do it again if the media prints false information. What
proof has been advanced that the Government has taken steps to affect the
freedom of the media?

Mr. Speaker, the records would show that since this Government took office
there has been a reduction in the filing of constitutional motions against the state.
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Dr. Rowley: Because you are busy in here!

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: If the rights of any newspaper or journalist have been
violated, | would have expected that they would go to the courts and get a
declaration to that effect. They say people’s rights were violated. If people’s rights
were violated, apart from raising it in the Parliament they could go to the courts.
Look how many lawyers there are on that side: the Member for San Fernando
West, the Member for Arouca South and the Member for La Brea. It is easy to get
up and say, “Attack the media” and this one is corrupt and that one is corrupt.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West said
that we have attacked calypso. How untrue! As a matter of fact, this Government
has done more for the promotion of steelpan and calypso than the PNM ever did
for all those yeardDesk thumping]

Mr. Panday: That is a fact!

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: All this Government has said is that one would have to
consider whether expressions which incite racial hatred and undermine national
cohesion and unity, in any form whatsoever, should be dealt with as other societies
have done. Where is the evidence that this Government has attacked calypso?
There is no evidence. They have produced none!

Mr. Speaker, you have heard them. They repeat the same things other
Members have said and have produced no evidence.

The hon. Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’'s West, after such a long
vacation, comes here and talks about signs of dictatorship. Why signs of
dictatorship? Because the Prime Minister refuses to talk with the teachers’ union.
The Prime Minister was right! If he did that he would have been breaking the law.
Under the law it is the Chief Personnel Officer who is the person to have
discussions with the teachers’ union because the matter is before the courts. Here
it is in one breath the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West is saying
that politicians and ministers must not interfere in the process, but in another, he is
asking the Prime Minister to interfere in the court process. It is a convoluted mind,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Assam: His mind is still on acation.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, he talked about Cherokee jeeps. This
Government is the only Government in the history of Trinidad and Tabago

Mr. Manning: To buy a Cherokee jeep!
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Hon. R. L. Maharaj: [0 which has shown a commitment to investigate and
deal with allegations of corruption.

Mr. Speaker, in Trinidad and Tobago we have had allegations of contract
overruns: the Twin Towers, milions of dollars. Corruption! Did them ever
appoint a committee to investigate that? Overruns in the construction of the Mt.
Hope Medical Sciences Complex; did tReiM ever appoint a committee to
investigate?

As a matter of fact, the Member for San Fernando East defended McDonnell
Douglas. It took the Black Power revolution to get O’Halloran removed and they
are talking about being committed to investigating corruption.

Mr. Speaker, there were so many allegations of corruption in the sale of
National Fisheries. | would not go into the details of those matters now, but the
national population would have an idea and they would hear and see what
happened with the sale of National Fisheries. | would not go into the details of the
sale ofBWIA, but the national community and the people of Trinidad and Tobago
would see how the public’'s money and property were given away bpNkie
government[Desk thumping]

This Government is committed to investigating allegations of corruption. When
| became the Attorney General, | met allegations of corruption on my desk that
have not been dealt with; and investigations have started and are continuing and
the population would be able to see what has happened with allegations of
corruption under theNm government.

Mr. Speaker, with respect to the sale of Farrell House Hotel, when we were in
Opposition we came to this House, made allegations and produced evidence for
the then government to investigate. No investigation! We have been in Opposition.
We are now in Government, and we know allegations have been made and will be
made against us. What we would say is that all of us are prepared to subject
ourselves to any investigation that the Opposition may want in respect of any of
us.[Desk thumping]

Mr. Manning: Mr. Speaker, | thank the hon. Member for giving way. In light
of the statement just made by the hon. Attorney General, will he now agree that a
commission of inquiry should be established to investigate all the dealings in
respect of construction of a new airport at Piarco to see who was culpable, what
transgressions were committed and who is liable?
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Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, if the hon. Member for San Fernando East
did not understand what the Prime Minister said, | cannot make him read and
understand. The ball is really in his court. He can, in fact, assist us in finding out
about the corruption.

As a matter of fact, may | say, Mr. Speaker, that as Attorney General, those
papers and records would automatically go to the Police and the Director of Public
Prosecutions. | give the assurance that if there is any corruption or breach of the
law it would be dealt withiDesk thumping]

Mr. Panday: Did you send Pride papers to the police? No?

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, | am indebted to the
Prime Minister for reminding me of this. When the Pride report was laid in this
Parliament, | got up and asked the then prime minister how many reports were
there and he did not tell us there was another report. After we asked him to
produce the original report, he refused. The papers were not sent to the police nor
the DPP, matters were suppressed over the years.

Mr. Panday: We did not doctor this report.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, we did not doctor the Airport Pride
report. We brought it straight to you.

3.50 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, when it comes to any contract in which there is the belief that any
Member of this Houde there is evidence, under the Standing Orders, one can file
a motion of misconduct and bring the evidence. If there is evidence of any
misconduct there are avenues; one can give it to the police. We on this side are
prepared to deal with corruption.

Mr. Speaker, the Government has shown that it is prepared to deal with that.
This Government has done what the last administration was not prepared to do
and was dragging its feet on. This Government has drafted a new Integrity Bill in
which it would require family interests to be declared thus enabling complete
disclosure. It will enable the Integrity Commission to deal with any gaps or
inconsistencies between income received and assets declared. The Government is
empowering the Integrity Commission to compile and file public declaration
statements thus allowing certain financial dealings of persons in public life to be
made available for general public scrutiny. The Government is facilitating the
investigations of the Commission, by placing at its disposal, the expertise of the
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police and other law enforcement agencies. It is establishing under the Bill, a code
of conduct with legislative sanctions applicable across the board to all persons
exercising public functions, and which comprehensively addresses all matters
pertaining to integrity in public life. We are not only talking about it, but we are
doing it.

About a week ago it was announced to the national community that within the
next six weeks the Government would bring to the Parliament legislation and
standing orders to improve the committee system comprising of both Government
and Opposition, and to have the necessary staff and power available to monitor
and scrutinize every government department and ministry.Plkewould never
do that. This Government is prepared to open itself to scrutiny. As a matter of fact,
it is prepared and one of the first committees would be a committee on
corruption and standards in public life. The public would be able to investigate any
minister and any official. As a matter of fact, the Brighton Project would be
publicly investigated, apart from the other investigations which are being done
presently.

The last administration was prepared to leave the corruption laws impotent
with no power to deal with corruption in the society. Shortly, this administration
would bring to the Parliament anti-corruption laws which have been used in
countries like Malaysia, Singapore and Hong Kong in order to make the laws
effective to deal with corruption.

The offences involving bribery and corruption tend to be committed with
utmost secrecy and concealment. Not only would the wider powers of
investigation become necessary, but it will also deessary to consider modifying
the existing laws relating to the admissibility of evidence and the onus of proof.
The concealment of evidence is necessary to the incidence of the offence. The
legislation will be drafted in such a way that evidence would be provided and
admitted in the court. The laws would make provision for the criminalization of
offences which involve the taking, receipt or offer of an improper advantage or
benefit, the concepts of advantage and benefit being defined to have a wider
meaning than now exist and to embrace improper benefits of all kinds which may
be obtained directly or indirectly, and which can be extended to cover activities
which are removed from the person by whom, or the place and circumstances in
which the criminal conduct first finds its origin. The extension of punishment to
cover conduct which is improper or corrupt, in relation to an advantage or benefit
with the severity in the form of long imprisonment, heavy fines, the confiscation of
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assets and orders for restitution, and with the power vested in the court to prevent
the employment for a time, of persons convicted of an offence involving
corruption.

The granting of powers to the court to deal with property, even prior to
conviction, by seeing whether orders can be obtained to preserve property until
investigation and trial. The extension of jurisdiction over all citizens of Trinidad
and Tobago, whether they are within or without Trinidad and Tobago; where the
corrupt conduct involve public affairs or private rights and obligations in Trinidad
and Tobago or it involves public affairs or the public rights and obligations in
Trinidad and Tobago. The tracing of property which may be the fruit of corrupt
conduct into whichever hands the property may come, and to throw upon persons
the onus of explaining their standard of living enjoyed or property held, where such
standard or property is beyond their means of powers of acquisition, as the case
may be.

The extension of powers for search and seizure of material including: books,
papers or documents and entry into places including safety deposit boxes and other
places of concealment when the corruption is being investigated.

The modification of the law of evidence to render admissible in corruption
cases; evidence obtained during investigations where such evidence may not
otherwise be admissible under the existing law.

The modification of criminal procedures to reverse the onus of proof in
corruption cases, where the giving or receipt of an advantage on agreement
therefore, is proved so that upon such proof an accused may have the onus of
explaining away or disproving theima faciepresumption of the corruption.

Punishment to include disqualification from public office and the forfeiture of
benefits to which the convicted person is entitled from the state, public authority, a
stateowned company or statutory authority.

We on this side are showing that we are prepared to deal with corruption.
Historically, governments have been faced with allegations of corruption. The test
is not whether allegations are made. The test is whether the government is taking
steps to deal with corruption. If one has to use a yardstick, if one has to use the
scales of justice to deal with the allegations, one would find that scales of justice
are tilted in favour of the Government because it is dealing with allegations of
corruption.
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When the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West got up and said that
there is a creeping dictatorship, and this Government is sending the wrong signal
to the foreign community, and in response to what the hon. Member for St. Joseph
said, this Government has a very high reputation and that accounts for so much
investment in Trinidad and Tobago at this time.

The hon. Member had the brass face to say that they are concerned with the
political interference in the agencies, and he criticized the hon. Prime Minister for,
in effect, trying to interfere in the exercise and functions of the security services.

Mr. Manning: Yes.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, the Member produced no evidence of
that. How could that Member make that statement, when it was his Prime Minister
and his government that tried to interfere with the functions and duties of the
Commissioner of Police? They tried to subvert and undermine the role and
function of the Police Service Commission with the use of political force in order
to get the Commissioner of Police out of office.

4.00 p.m.

Mr. Manning: | would do it again.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: You could do it again. You would never get here to do that.
Mr. Panday: You have to be on this side.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: How could that Opposition talk about interfering with
the functions of police officers and service commissions? As a matter of fact, it
was not aUNC/NAR/Independent forum government, this government of national
unity, under which a minister walked in the police station and took out his step
son. This Government has demonstrated that it is committed to the rule of law.
Policeman, minister, judge, magistrate, everybody is subjected to the rule of law.
[Laughtef We allow the courts to function and the law to take its course.
Whenever action has to be taken we would take the necessary action.

This Government did not have to declare a state of emergency to lock up a
Speaker to pass a law in Parliament by using its majority. It is the only government
in the history of the Commonwealth that ever declared a state of emergency to
lock up a Speaker, and while the Speaker was in custody, pass the law. | put this
on the record. The hon. Member for San Fernando East shouted and said that if he
had to do it, he would do it again. Mr. Speaker, he would have to do it to you.
[Laughtef He would not get here to try that, Mr. Speaker.
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Mr. Speaker: | do not know whether the suggestion is being made that the
present Speaker needs to have “court-house clothes”. If he needs to have them, |
say to you and the Member for San Fernando East, that he will have them for
Monday.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, | will not be tempted to say what | have to
say about that matter. | will talk about it after a week.

Let me deal with some of the other things the Members said. When this debate
adjourned on the last occasion, the hon. Member for Diego Martin East said that it
was not just that we had the Security Intelligence Agency spying arthebut
we had gone after the media. It was the same message of the hon. Member for
Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, that we were attacking the trade unions. That
is untrue! This Government has done more for the trade union movement and
workers than angNM government has done in all its years.

What has this Government done for the workers and trade union movement?
It has paid bonds to 35,000 public servants in respect of arrears of salary and
COLA; to the workers of the Public Transport Service Corporation in respect of
arrears OfCOLA; settled collective agreements with the Transport and Industrial
Workers’ Union and the Public Service Transport Corporation; Water and
Sewerage Authority and the National Union of Government and Federated
Workers and the Public Services Association. You see action! World class! This
Government has settledOLA with the Amalgamated Workers’ Union and the
friend of the hon. Member for San Fernando East, Contractors and General
Workers’ Union, Mr. Hinds. There are ongoing negotiations with the Public
Services Association, Fire Service Association, Prison Officers’ Association,
Police Second Division Association and the matter with the Trinidad and Tobago
Unified Teachers Association is in the Industrial Court.

The Government is in the process of establishing a national severance benefit
fund for workers; a maternity leave law; comprehensive amendments to the
Industrial Relations Act in order to give effective rights to workers and the
introduction of the Occupational Safety and Health Bill which in a short time
would be passed in Parliament. For 20 years that legislation was in the making and
the PNM could not do it. We are doing it. We are also reforming and revising the
Workmen’s Compensation Act to remove all the injustices which workers suffer
when they are injured and have to go to court. ANm@ promised that for 40 years
and did not do it. We are in the process of introducing a national minimum wage.
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This Government is committed to the development of a healthy industrial
relations climate based on the rule of law, and would continue to promote dialogue
and co-operation with persons in the labour movement. It is also important to note
the commitment of Government to labour and workers. This Government has
appointed representatives of the National Trade Union Centre on state boards and
statutory corporations. That is what #eM refused and did not do.

They have the brass face to say that this Government is nanitted to
workers and the trade union movement. Where is the evidence? As a matter of
fact, thePNM has a history of adopting an anti-workers’ position. This Government
has three distinguished former labour leaders, the hon. Prime Minister of Trinidad
and Tobago, Sen. Wade Mark and Sen. Selwyn John who are Members of the
Senate. The@NM did not have one. They tried to have one with the Member for
Arouca North but he is not a labour person. He could try. They have tried to bring
a motion which does not have any merit.

The hon. Member for Diego Martin East had the brass face to say that one of
the targets of this Government is the Opposition parties and politicians. He said
that we locked them up and harassed them.

4.10 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, which Opposition politician got locked up since this administration
took office? | would have thought the Member was talking about the PNM when
they were in government. He said they locked up and harassed opposition
politicians, including the Leader of the Opposition at the time. Based on perjured
evidence on which it had been found, Hn government was in a conspiracy to
have the Leader of the Opposition locked up.

Mr. Speaker, they do not have any credibility to make these allegations As a
matter of fact, | hope that they know that where there is evidence of misconduct in
public life it is a criminal offence punishable with jall.

Mr. Panday: National Fisheries is coming up.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, they are very good at making all sorts of
allegations and they have a history of using the police service to get at persons.
That is their culture.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member for Diego Martin West, in opening his
contribution, said that he would like to put on record thatrthie government
was respected throughout this country, the Caribbean and the world. From where
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did he get that, where is the evidence? If they were so respected by the people of
the country, why are they sitting on that side? If they were so respected in the
country, why would two of their Members decide that is not the side on which to
be? Why would they come on this side to take the country forward in the
Government of national unity? Why did the Assistant Secretary ¢fNkiedecide

that that is not the road for him? Why did the Member for Diego Martin West

take the public position that the Member for San Fernando East cannot lead the
PNM?

Mr. Manning: You are talking too soon.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: | am not talking too soon. | am talking in front of him,
and in front of you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Panday: He said you are not fit to lead.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, what has happened, is that the Member
for Diego Martin West recognizes that he has problems irriveand he wants
to make his presence felt in Trinidad and Tobago. He wants to promote himself as
the leader, so he has to get something to highlight in the Parliament and he brings a
frivolous and vexatious Motion in order to try to attract national attention.

Even worse, he was quoting law. He took out a piece of legislation Taked
Intelligence Services Act of the United Kingdom 1294 he read with such
confidence that it applies to the situation in question, but do you know, Mr.
Speaker, that this Act in England does not apply to intelligence that arises in the
country. It applies to action taken abroad that affects the intelligence of the United
Kingdom.

Mrs. Persad-BissessarExternalsecurity.
Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, the speaking time of the Member has expired.

Motion made,That the hon. Member's speaking time be extended by 30
minutes.[Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar]

Question put and agreed to.

Hon. R. L Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, would you imagine that a Member of
Parliament would have so much time to prepare a Motion, file it, and apart from
having bad facts, he quotes law which does not apply. The United Kingdom
Intelligence Service Act af994 deals with external subversive actions which will
undermine the security of the United Kingdom. Maybe he thinks that the PNM is
an external force.
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Mr. Panday: It is not external, it is extinct.

Mr. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, this Act does not deal with internal actions
of a similar nature, it deals with acts done externally in order to undermine the
security of that country. There is another Act in the United Kingdom, the Security
Service Act of 1989, which deals with that situation of internal matters and if it is
breached, and so forth.

| know that this Member could not have done this research himself, he
depended on it from the Member for Arouca South, or the Member for San
Fernando West, or the Member for La Brea and they have misled him and they will
do so again.

Mr. Panday: And they are doing it deliberately, they are on Manning's side.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: The Member calls on this Government to pass a law like
this. Imagine the PNM was in government for 30 years and did not even consider
passing this law, but they want this Government to pass a law right away. We want
to tell them that we operate differently from them. If they want to pass a law and
they want to help us, | am asking them to bring a draft Bill and we will consider it .
If they wish to discuss it with us we would do so and we are prepared to discuss it
with them at the caucus.

Mr. Speaker, if the Opposition could not pass it for 30 years, we are prepared
to consider it. We want their assistance, we want them to draft the law, give us an
input, they will talk with us, we will even ask the hon. Member for Point Fortin to
lead the committee and the Member for Arima to be a member and to have
discussions with them and if they wish to bring the Member for San Fernando
East, he is also welcomjg.aughter]

Hon. Member: What will they do, walk in, or walk out?

Mr. Bereaux: They are right tanamaguythem, they are making@appyshow
of them.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, when | read and re-read the Member for
Diego Martin West's contribution, he said that he had the privilege to be in a
Cabinet, and the honour to be a part of that Cabinet from[12925 which
reviewed the security system, and which he was convinced had improved security
measures to protect the state's integrity system. He had the brass face to say that,
well 1 ask him, Mr. Speaker, how all the illegal drugs were coming into the
country? lllegal drugs is one of the matters which undermine the security of
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Trinidad and Tobago. | ask him, how were there no arrests, seizures, prosecutions,
convictions, extraditions and restraints? Since this Government took office, it has
taken out more restraint orders with respect to the Drug Trafficking Act to restrain
property, than theNwm did in its term in office.

4.20 p.m.

One would also see confiscation orders inplemented in this country. Why was the
money laundering law not implemented? If theM government had put this
security system together and it was the best in the country, why were things still in
a mess? This is not only being said by this Government, it is also being said by the
national community.

In the most recent International Narcotic Strategy Report, this Government
was praised for the steps it took in setting up these units to monitor and implement
the drug legislation. The Report talks about the initiative this Government took
from the time it came into office in 1996. It talks about the seizures that took
place, and the treaties which have been entered into to make the law more effective
so that criminals would not have a safe haven, whether it is in drug trafficking or
money laundering. Where is the evidence thaPtie did anything to make a very
effective security system in Trinidad and Tobago?

Mr. Speaker, | have mentioned every point that has been made by Members
opposite. They also said that the hon. Prime Minister is a dictator, he is like
Mussolini and Napoleon. Why is he a dictator? Is he a dictator because he said that
the Westminster system must be looked at again to institute some reforms?

In the Wooding Constitution Commission Report, Sir Hugh Wooding said the
Westminster system ought to be looked at, and he recommended reform.

Hon. Member: He never said that.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Is he a Mussolini or a Napoleon? Mr. Speaker,
Caribbean, English, International writers and professors have said that the
Westminster system should not have been transplanted as it was from the United
Kingdom and allowed to remain here without determining whether it could serve
the society. The Westminster system caused division in the society, it has made
politics adversarial, it alienated and polarized people.

What basis did the hon. Member for Diego Martin West have when he said:
“By saying that, in effect, one was undermining the Westminster System.” Is the
Member saying that if something is wrong, one must not criticize it; if the media
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does wrong, one should not criticize it; if the Westminster system needs reform,
one should not criticize it; but if the Member for San Fernando East does wrong,
criticize him publicly? Where are the standards? If something is wrong it is wrong!

| remembered when the Member for San Fernando East was on this side of the
House he said that we must look at the Westminster system again. When he was
asked for committees to be set up to monitor the Parliament, he went on his long
visitation and said:

“We must look at it again to see whether it could be adapted to our society.

As a matter of fact, he actually started discussions to try to convince us to

implement the committee system. We told him that the Westminster system had to
be married with the American system in order to have more open and transparent
government. He said, “Yes, we have to look at that and to deal with it.”

Now, however, the hon. Prime Minister stated:

“It is time for the country to look at the kind of Government it has, the
kind of structures there are in order to see whether they are suited to meet the
demands of our society.”

Mr. Speaker, that is a legitimate concern of the Prime Minister, and it must be a
legitimate concern of anyone committed to ensuring that people participate in
government. The government must be brought closer to the people where there is
openness and transparency.

What the Member for Diego Martin West has done in this Motion is to show
that he really did not grapple with the issues and consequences of what he wrote. |
will go through this Motion to show how ridiculous it is:

Whereast has been reported that the Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago,
at a public political meeting referred to privileged information obtained in his
capacity as Chairman of the National Security Council, regarding alleged
internal problems in the People’s National Movement detected by the security
services.”

It is quite clear that the Prime Minister is entitled, in politics and in law, to go
to a public political meeting and tell the population of matters which come to his
attention but which he does not consider to be privileged. As a matter of fact,
according to the Civil Service Union case, if it is felt, at any time, as it was felt
then, that the then Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, Mrs. Margaret
Thatcher, misused or abused that discretion, persons could have gone to the courts
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to challenge it. One cannot be prevented even from discussing national security
guestions in the courts.

| make reference to the Council of Civil Service Unions. The Minister for the
Civil Service, Mrs. Margaret Thatcher, reported in 1985, an appeal case at page
376. Mr. Speaker, | refer to page 402(1 am quoting a case from 191®he
Zamora

“Those who are responsible for the national security must be the sole
judges of what national security requires...”

It would obviously be matters which could be tested in a court of law.

The hon. Member for Point Fortin, who has a very distinguished career—
Interruption.

Hon. Member: How do you know that?

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: He is well-known for his knowledge of principles of
law. He is a man of a higher intellectual capability. The reason he is on this side is
because he cannot function on that sii#esk thumping]The Leader of the
Opposition would have difficulty talking to him because he cannot understand the
level at which he talks. As | was saying, Mr. Speaker, when the Member for Point
Fortin got up in this House and mentioned that the Prime Minister is the person
who determines the national security issues and he is the sole judge of it, he knew
what he was talking about. It is the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s
West who has convolution problems. There is no question of privileged information.

It has not been said anywhere; in the newspapers or in the allegations that this
was a matter on the agenda of the Ministry of National Security Council. The
Prime Minister receives information and he decides whether it is of national
security or not. If he decides that it is not, he is entitled, in the exercise of his
discretion, to use it in whatever way he wants. If he is wrong, then Members on
the other side should bring a proper motion to Parliament. If one is not satisfied
with that, one should go to the judicial courts for a review. The Member for San
Fernando East knows about judicial court reviews. He will also know the price of defeat.

Mr. Panday: | hope he will pay the costs.
Hon. R. L. Maharaj: What does it say again? It says:

“...obtained in his capacity as Chairman of the National Security Council
regarding alleged internal problems in the People’s National Movement
detected by the security services.”
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The Members opposite are saying that the Police Special Branch Unit and the
Security Services Council must not monitor the People’s National Movement. The
PNM must be above the law. They are saying that we must take steps to ensure that
the security services do not monitor them. Mr. Speaker, this Government does not
interfere in the functions and duties of policemen. This Government does not tell
the security services what to do and what not to do. The security services do what
they consider to be in the best interest of the country. As the Member for San
Fernando East said, “Under his tenure they used to do the same thing.”

4.30 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, in 1992/1993, you would recall when the
United National Congress held a meeting in Laventille and hours before the
meeting the office of thenc in Laventille was searched. We did not tell the police
not to do their job. We did not say that. We recognized that there is the principle
of the rule of law and we must not interfere with the police in the discharge of their
duties. When politicians try to do that they, in effect, undermine the Constitution.
In one breath the hon. Member for Port of Spain/St. Ann’'s West is saying, “you
must not do that, you are interfering,” but he is saying that we must tell the
security forces not to monitor them.

The Member for San Fernando East knows that the trade union movement,
human rights movement, non-governmental organizations, political parties are
monitored from time to time by the security services. He admitted that. If that is
the practice and the procedure and that is their job, why should we take steps to
interfere and tell the police how to do their job? Why should they not monitor you,
but monitor the Tapia Movement? Why should they not monitor you, but monitor
other organizations in the country? Why should they not monitor you but monitor
the National Joint Action Committee? There is equality of treatment enshrined in
the Constitution. We took an oath to uphold the Constitution and this Motion is
asking this Government to take steps to promote inequality; to take steps to
discriminate in favour of thenwm; to take steps to interfere with the functions and
duties of the police service.

As a matter of fact, under this Government, the police has had the motivation;
the police has shown that with the same police service and with the available
resources, they are able to do such a good job. That administration, the Member
for San Fernando East as Prime Minister, took steps and told the Commissioner of
Police what to do; he wanted to tell him who to arrest and who not to arrest.
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4.33 p.m.:Sitting suspended.
5.05 p.m.:Sitting resumed.

Hon. R. L. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, in concluding, | would say that enough
evidence has been shown and demonstrated. As a matter of fact, we on this side
have produced cogent and compelling evidence that this Motion is without
foundation. There is no question of any impropriety. As a matter of fact, the hon.
Prime Minister ought to be commended. | would have thought that the Motion
should have been, in effect, a Motion commending the Prime Minister for giving
information which was not a national security matter; which was not sensitive in
any way; and which he thought, in the exercise of his discretion, could have been
mentioned—the matters having been circulated in the public domain. We have
produced evidence to show that all the other points which have been raised have
been without merit.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

Dr. Keith Rowley (Diego Martin West)Mr. Speaker, as | rise to wind up this
Motion standing in my name, | want to begin by thanking all those Members who
participated in this debate; particularly those Members on this side who saw the
merit in what | sought to raise in this honourable Chamber. | am also grateful to
the Members on the other side who took part in the debate, because what it did
was give a different perspective on the issue, even though some Members sought
to say there was no issue. We take that latter comment for what it really is. There
never is “no issue”.

Those Members who spoke on the other side, Mr. Speaker—I noticed that the
hon. Prime Minister, himself, did not speak in his own defence. | think he relied on
his colleagues to defend him and, unfortunately, while the defence was spirited at
times, it did not deal with the fundamental issue which | sought to raise. | want to
assure Members on the other side that there was no malice in this Motion. | think it
was my Friend from Couva South who sought to interpret the coming of the
Motion by saying that the objective of this Motion being filed by me, had somehow
to do with me promoting myself as the leader of a particular political party.

Well, if in fact that is true, then this political party has to expect many leaders
coming forward from theExpress the Trinidad Guardian the Newsday the
Mirror ; all the people who saw it fit to sit wherever they sit, to write editorials in
this country’s press. All those people, somehow, have the leadershiprofviun
their agenda, so they promote themselves by raising this matter in the editorials,
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because there is a commonality in all of those presentations. One is, the Prime
Minister has raised a spectacle of behaviour which is discomforting to right-
thinking citizens in Trinidad and Tobago.

Having said that, | am not surprised that my Friend from Couva South does
not agree with the Motion. My friend from Couva South reminded me this
afternoon of a particular gentleman called, Dr. Joseph Goebbels, who was the
spokesperson and mouth-piece for Adolf Hitler. Recently, | had the privilege of
looking at a movie—

Mr. Panday: That is a new one to add to the list. | will take a note of that.

Dr. K. Rowley: If I did not have the strength of my own conviction, the
Attorney General could have persuaded me that what he was saying was, in fact,
right and did make sense, but on closer examination, Mr. Speaker, what do you
see? He does not—like my friend from Point Fortin—focus on the small kernel of
the Motion which is, the Prime Minister, who is the Chairman of the National
Security Council, getting up and saying that in his capacity as Prime Minister and
Chairman of the National Security Council, he is privy to information which is not
available to others and, therefore, he was in the position to take certain actions
because of this privileged position.

When my friend from Point Fortin, seeking to endear himself to his new
colleagues, got up and said that what the Prime Minister referred to was what was
in the public domain, in all the newspapers, and everybody knew it was happening
in the PNM, he was missing the point by a kilometre. We were not talking about
what was in the public domain, we were taking about the Prime Minister saying
that as Chairman of the National Security Council he is privy to information which
others do not have, and therein lies the conflict.

In fact, my friend from Point Fortin would have known that until Ash
Wednesday morning, his jumping from timM to an Independent, to the
Government, in 12 minutes, was not in the public domain. It was only known to
the Prime Minister and a few very close people, so to get up and say that
everything the Prime Minister was referring to about convulsions irNkewas
in the public domain, the facts do not bear that out. However, that was irrelevant
to the Motion. | was not referring to what was in the public domain; | was
referring to what the Prime Minister said: he accessed by virtue of his position as
Chairman of the National Security Council.

Mr. Speaker, | was not even talking about the split inPtki. | was talking
about the Prime Minister using in a political way, information, any information,
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coming to him in his capacity as Chairman of the National Security Council. You

see, the intention of the National Security Council is not to provide poliical

support to the Prime Minister. It is to provide national security and other state
considerations. That is why | made reference to the British law which said that the
use of the British security agencies ought not to be for the benefit of any political
organization. It is spelt out very clearly. When they got up and said that I

misunderstood the law and it only applied to foreign intelligence services, again,
they were missing the point. The point | was making, with reference to the conduct
of the British security services is only insofar as it said, that those information
gathering agencies must not further the political ends of any British political party,
and | was saying that those same standards should apply in Trinidad and Tobago.

| went on to ask the Government to tell the country—a country which was
concerned and alarmed by the Prime Minister's statement—what was in place to
prevent that kind of abuse; if only to make the country comfortable. Nobody on
the other side sought to give that kind of comfort. The Minister of National
Security came with a prepared text and he never addressed the issue. My Friend
from St. Joseph in responding, spoke about the Motion being rooted in rumour
because it was reported in the press and, therefore, | was quoting rumour.

Mr. Speaker, it could not have been a rumour, because subsequent to the
Prime Minister hearing that his statements were being queried by others, he
reiterated his position and said, yes, he had a right to do what he was doing,
because he viewed the Leader of the Opposition in the same way as he viewed Abu
Bakr and he would treat him in the same way. This country was saying that it is
not right for the Prime Minister of this country to view the hon. Leader of the
Opposition in the same way as he viewed the Muslimeen. If the others in the
Government have that point of view, so be it. | am simply saying that the country
does not agree; tltr/nM does not agree.

Mr. Speaker, | asked the Government to tell the country if, in fact, we do not
now have sufficient safeguards to protect the public from abuse, if it will take steps
to put those safeguards in place. Nobody addressed that. | asked the Government
to tell the country, to comfort the country, to commit itself in this Parliament by
saying that this Government does not intend to abuse the security services for a
political end. Nobody addressed that, so | take it that the Government has not
given that commitment and, therefore, | ask this Parliament—and this country—to
take note that the Government of Trinidad and Tobago, in a Motion of this nature,
being asked to do those things, did none of it. So, we have no guarantee from the
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Government that it has any commitment not to abuse our security services for
political ends.

Again, Mr. Speaker, | am not surprised, because notwithstanding all that the
Attorney General said, we are concerned that this Government talks about
democracy but is not disposed to practising democratic principles in the
governance of Trinidad and Tobago. That is our concern, Mr. Speaker.

5.15 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, | do not want to get into any debate with my Friend from St.
Joseph, but I will tell you one thing. It has come to my attention that the hon.
Attorney General of Trinidad and Tobago, in seeking to deliver on his political
promises about bringing the drug trade under control in Trinidad and Tobago and
not being able to make any visible dent in that situation and being obsessed with
pats on the back from foreigners and other agencies; we saw the gusto with which
he read about who from abroad is saying the Government is doing a good job.
Well he did not come here with any statement from anybody in Trinidad and
Tobago saying that the Government of Trinidad and Tobago is bringing the drug
lords to heel. He did not do that!

What has come to my attention—and | am putting this Government on
notice—is that there is the intention to put in the Trinidad and Tobago Police
Service, a hit squad, to eliminate drug dealers so as to be able to deliver on
political promises. Because not being able to do it legally, the information | have is
that the intention is to do it illegally, and—

Mr. Maharaj: On a point of order, the Member cannot say that unless he has
evidence to support it.

Dr. K. Rowley: In all that you were saying this evening, did you have any
evidence?

Mr. Speaker: In keeping with custom, | would ask the Attorney General to
indicate the Standing Order that he is claiming is being infringed.

Mr. Maharaj: | ask the hon. Member to give way so that | can give an
undertaking. Mr. Speaker, | wish to give an undertaking that this Government has
no such intention and that information is totally wrong.

Dr. K. Rowley: Mr. Speaker, | was not saying the Government. | was saying
it is quite possible—the fact that the Government has no intention of doing that,
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does not mean that elements of the Government will not dedalse, in Central
America and other places where death squads existed, and in some places still
exist—much to the chagrin of the people of those countries—it is not by cabinet
decision, it is by individuals whose egos are so large and whose insecurities so
great that they resort to using the means of hit squads.

Mr. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member is referring to the Attorney
General. | wish to give the assurance that the Attorney General is not involved in
that and has no such intention.

Dr. K. Rowley: Mr. Speaker, | am simply saying, thou doth protest too much.
| simply want to say that insofar as the information has come to us, that the
Government, being unable to deliver in the way that it thought it could have, by
simply waving a wand and waving away crime in this country, not being able to
keep that promise, that it is the intention of individuals in this Government to use
elements in the police service as hit squads.

Mr. Speaker: | was prepared to allow this talk about hit squads to blow over,
but I think that it is going too far. The point is that it is quite clear in our Standing
Orders that one is not permitted to make imputations of a certain type against
Members of this House. | follow very, very closely on the fact that one was saying
that one has received information, and then the Attorney General gave an
assurance that he had nothing to do with any such thing. Now, one is talking about
individuals in Government. | think that we are sailing close to the wind. | feel that
you have made your point in terms of hearsay and | would prefer if we skate off
that now.

Dr. K. Rowley: | thank you, Mr. Speaker. | simply want to put on record that
the PNM, in Opposition, would provide all the support to the Government to
legally prosecute actions against persons engaged in criminal activity, but would
resist other approaches to the problem in whatever form or fashion they might
manifest themselves, especially if such an alternative approach has to do with some
perception that that could get one out of a political bind.

This country was told that crime could be brought to heel by a very simplistic
action. One hundred jeeps in 100 days. Mr. Speaker, the fact available to this
country is that criminal activity is on the rise in Trinidad and Tobago. So clearly,
those who made the promise to eliminate or ameliorate the crime in the country,
and not being able to deliver, have a political problem.
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Mr. Speaker, the Member for Couva South sought to demonstrate that this
Opposition is not functioning and when it was in government, they filed 200
guestions and so forth. | simply want to tell the Attorney General, that the number
of questions filed is not a proper yardstick to measure the quality and effectiveness
of an opposition. Because | seem to recal—my friends from Point Fortin and
Arima will bear me out in that—tonnes of trivial questions being filed, not the least
of which—it was in this Parliament that one of the questions filed, talked about a
big stone in a tree in Biche growing and blocking the road in that area; there was
another one about corbeaux eating children in Biche—my Friend from Naparima
would bear me out on that. Those were the kinds of questions coming. So to say
that kind of behaviour had to do with the quality of government is irrelevant.

Somebody else on the other side, the Attorney General, was seeking to defend
the Prime Minister from allegations that his statement about the National Security
Council was in keeping with other statements and actions. | was shocked when |
heard the Attorney General of Trinidad and Tobago in the Parliament this
afternoon say that the Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago did not attack the
media, he simply criticized the media for wrong publications. Mr. Speaker, | want
to correct the record on that, because the Attorney General ought not to be
allowed to misrepresent our country's record like that.

The Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago, at an earlier time, had a problem
with a certain kind of art-form being expressed in the East Indian community and
made public statements questioning whether people were trying to create an
“Indian Shadow”. Subsequent to that time, he became Prime Minister and the
Trinidad Guardianpublished a headline saying, “Chutney rising” after a certain
presentation of national culture. The Prime Minister did not only criticize the
Trinidad Guardianfor its interpretation of the cultural art-form and the fusion and
so forth, he went on publicly, to make demands against the press—none the least
of which is that the particular editor should be fired—and he went on to lay threats
and say, “Until such time as that editor was fired, Ministers of Government ought
not to communicate with persons in that media house”. The Prime Minister went
on publicly to threaten the media house and to withhold Government business.
How then could the Attorney General stand here this afternoon to say that the
Prime Minister only criticized theTrinidad Guardian The Prime Minister
demanded the removal of the editor of a newspaper and it was duly done. That is
an attack on the media.
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Mr. Speaker, when they get up here to rewrite history they must understand
that we were here, we are still here and they cannot fool us by simply restating the
facts according to how they want us to see it. The Attorney General went on to
say that the Prime Minister should not have spoken to Mr. Garcia in the meeting
that was organized because it would have lilsgal to have done so. | am only
happy that | do not have to rely on the Attorney General for legal advice.

He was the same person who gave us legal advice in the same bombastic form,
stating that the Rent Restriction Act had not lapsed and kept us here for a whole
evening. The hon. Member came back two weeks later, without shame, to re-enact
a new law and is telling us this afternoon that the Prime Minister had a meeting
with the National Trade Union Centre and took the position that as long as Mr.
Garcia was a part of theaTuC delegation, he would not be meeting with it.

The Attorney General tells us this afternoon, if the Prime Minister had met
with the delegation, that would have been illegal. Who is he talking to? Mr.
Speaker, you are a lawyer; he cannot fool you with that. What is the Attorney
General trying to achieve by attempting to put that type of nonsense on the
parliamentary record: That if the Prime Minister had met with Mr. Garcia, a
member of that organization, it would have been illegal? It would have been illegal
for him to meet wittNATUC with Mr. Garcia in the team, but it was not illegal for
him to meet the three contractors at the airport when there was big confusion
arising as to how they got the contract?

The Prime Minister said today that he, as Prime Minister, met with contractor
A, B and C. The question | want to ask is: Why did the Prime Minister of Trinidad
and Tobago meet with contractors to discuss things in a situation where there was
public outcry over the process? The Attorney General is saying it was illegal and
improper for him to meet with a delegation which contained the leader of the
country's teachers' union. | am not surprised at all, because there is a big news item
about the Government of Trinidad and Tobago taking the monumental decision to
restart the teacher training programme which had been stopped earlier in the year.

The question arises: What government of a developing country like ours—and
| am asking my friend for Naparima who must have missed that Cabinet meeting—
in its right mind, will meet adacher training programme in place, in this world,
with the future ahead of us, and stop it? It took months of persons pleading: "You
Philistines at the gate, please continue training eaclers so our children can be
taught for the 21st Century.” What kind of people are these?
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Mr. Bereaux: Obscurantists!

Dr. K. Rowley: Another piece of obscurantism is, in seeking to give the
impression that the Government is the darling of the unions, the Attorney General
read a whole long list of the Government's achievements and accomplishments
with respect to relationships with the trade union moven@ua here andCOLA
there! What he did not say is that most of those negotiations took much more than
a year; in fact, two years; some took three years and they have concluded them.

Mr. Maharaj: PNM responsible for that!

Dr. K. Rowley: | have noticed that the one thing the Government has initiated
and completed—although it is taking credit for all types of union activity—and
which has not mentioned, that in quick time, two hoots, it has very quickly met
with, talked with and satisfied the Caroni union. They got what they wanted in
record time. As a result of that—they are taking praise for all kinds—they do not
mention—

Mr. Panday: You started those negotiotions.

Dr. K. Rowley:—that they have initiated and completed with Caroni, all the
negotiations and all those are in place now. Why was it not mentioned? If one is
taking credit for union activity, | would think that would be the star in your crown,
but that has not been done. It is because you want to fool people.

Mr. Speaker, | do not want to extend this debate any further. The points have
already been made on behalf of all those citizens who are concerned about this
country's image, because in this world that is important. When the Prime Minister
of Trinidad and Tobago, on a political platform, says how much use he makes of
information which comes to him from the state security agency, it is not good for
the image of Trinidad and Tobago.

| go beyond image, what about substance? Information about political parties
being used for political purposes by the Chairman of the National Security Council,
namely the Prime Minister, is only the thin end of the wedge. If he is not made to
understand that he ought not to abuse that kind of arrangement, then those who
pat him on the back on the other side, would simply be spurring him on to obtain
information on the lives of private citizens and, sooner or later, nobody in this
country would be safe from the prowling eyes and hands of the Prime Minister of
Trinidad and Tobago. That is what we have to look out for.
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| would ignore the comments of my Friend from St. Joseph, who, | hope by
making those loud noises, his constituents will heacabse they are looking for
him. They cannot find him.

Mr. Assam: Every night they are seeing me.

Dr. K. Rowley: If that is how he relates to them, fine, but | am saying that
Trinidad and Tobago—

Mr. Assam: | hope they seeing you. Maybe they cannot see you.

Dr. K. Rowley: —can do without the standards being set by Members of
Government on the other side. We are concerned in this country about standards.
What examples are we setting? Too many people on the other side who are
charged with taking this country forward and whose job it is to create and follow
standards, are falling short.

Insofar as this Motion is before this House, we raise it to object to the Prime
Minister's behaviour, to condemn him as we have argued, and to point out that
there are those in this country who will ramicept that type of behaviour and every
time it is done, we are going to object.

On that score, | put it before this House, those who believe that the Prime
Minister's conduct was great and must be subscribed to, vote for him. Those who
believe that what he has done is unacceptable, then vote in that way, it is before
the House.

Mr. Speaker, | am only sorry you have no vote because | know you would
have used it in a way that the country would have been proud. Thank you.

The Prime Minister (Hon. Basdeo Panday)The hon. Member thought that
| would not speak in my own defence. Probably he does not understand the rules
of this House. When an attack like that is made upon the Government or any
ministry for that matter, there is the right of reply. Mr. Speaker, | rise therefore to
start my reply today.

If there was any need for evidence that the parliamentary system, the
Westminster model, as it operates in Trinidad and Tobago, is divisive, and results
in a waste of time and energy, the Motion before this House is ample. Having
listened to the contributions made by my learned Friend, | am convinced in my
mind that he is right when he said he had no malice. | agree with him. | do not
think he is motivated by malice, or ill-will, or ignorance, though it may sometimes



352

National Security Council Friday, April 25, 1997
[HON. B. PANDAY]

appear thus. | am sure he is not motivated by any of those emotions, it is the
system that forces him into this kind of ridiculous behaviour.

5.35 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, for those of us who are trained in law, we know that the first
thing done when a charge or an allegation is made, is that one defines and raises
the charge. The second thing is that you put forward the evidence in support of the
charge. Obviously, this was not the intention of the hon. Member. | have sat and
listened to all the ramblings that took place in this House on this Motion as it is
stated on the Order Paper. The purpose of this Motion has nothing to do with the
Motion; it has to do with several other things.

As lawyers you and | know that, having read the charge and having put
forward the evidence in support of the charge, the third thing to do is to examine
the evidence. Mr. Speaker, in examining the evidence in order to evaluate that
evidence, you may look at the motive of the accuser and in that way you are able
to evaluate the evidence that is put before you. In order to do this, one has to
examine the circumstances in which this Motion is brought and then you wiill
understand why the Member brought it.

Mr. Speaker, it was pointed out to this House that this Motion was filed on
February 21, 11997. It is a Motion which seeks to condemn the Prime Minister for
the political use to which the security services are reportedly being put, and the
public use by the Prime Minister, in a political capacity, of privileged information
so obtained. There has not been a single allegation or a single reference to anything
that this Government has done that is different from the Prime Minister when he
was in office; not a single thread of evidence that this Prime Minister has given any
new direction or instructions to the security forces of the Government. The
Member knew when the Motion was filed, that no new instructions or directions
had been given—if the Member did not, this House certainly was not told.

Who was the Member attacking then? It was not me; the Member was
attacking his leader and that is why | say, look at the circumstances in order to
evaluate the evidence before the Houdgesk thumping] That is what the
Member is doingfInterruption] Any attempt will be made to sideline me from the
position | am putting the Member in at this moment.

Mr. Speaker, if he really wanted to attack this Prime Minister, he would have
said, “Since you came to office, you gave these new directions that the security
forces never had.” But he knows; he does not make any allegations about new
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instructions; he knows there are none. Why then does the Member bring the
Motion? He wants to attack his leader, and his leader responded.

Mr. Speaker, if you look at the circumstances in which this Motion is brought,
you will see that this is the result of a political fight in #ém. The Member is
using this Parliament to carry out a personal, political fight against his leader and
then he is talking about using forces for political gains. On February 21, 11997 the
Member makes this spurious allegation and on Tuesday March 4, 11997, forces his
leader to go to the press. The headline reads: “Manning: we used to spy too”. That
was the whole objective of this Motion. It had nothing to do with me—*We used
to spy too”.

Mr. Speaker, | read fronthe Independenhewspaper; it is not from the
Newsday of which | know the Member has a special relationship. It reads:

“OPPOSITIONLeader Mr. Patrick Manning has admitted that when his
Government was in power, he too used the National Security Council to find
out what was happening with other political parties.”

That is the Member for San Fernando East speaking—his leader, who the Member
is trying to destroy. This has nothing to do with me, Mr. Speaker. The Member
forces his leader to say that he used to use security forces in order to find out what
was going on with other political parties. Therefore, his leader is caught in a “catch
22" situation. The leader is, first of all, defending himself and, secondly, telling him
that the Motion moved before this House is a silly Motiesause it happened
when his leader was Prime Minister, and he was part of the Cabinet in which the
National Security Council was used to find out what was happening in other
political parties. The Member was part of this gathering of information to use
against other political parties.

Do you think he is really sincere when he comes with a Motion like this before
this House? He could not possibly be, Mr. Speaker. |1 ask him not to use this
House to carry out his personal vendetta against his erstwhile |d&xbsk
thumping] We have better things to do here. This is not theology.

Mr. Speaker, once my friend, therefore, cannot point to a single act or incident
where this Prime Minister, Cabinet or Government instructs the security service to
do anything other than what was being done by the Member and his leader when
they were in office, then this is a spurious Motion. The Motion, therefore, is ruse,
a red herring, so that he may carry out his internal political struggles in this
Parliament, and we have to listen to that.
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Mr. Speaker, | intend to go through the speech of the hon. Member, line by
line, and to indicate what the system forces on people who are supposedly
intelligent. He says that he has no malice and that his job is to ensure that this
Government looks bad—make sure he wins the battle in his own party and then
makes the Government look bad.

Dr. Rowley: Mr. Speaker, | thank the Member for giving way and since he
was in the process of saying what | said, there are two things | will say for the
record. | said no such thing and, secondly, | just want to advise my colleagues in
this House—those of you who want to take him seriously—that this Motion was
filed with the consent and the approval of the Leader of the Oppodilesk
thumping]

Mr. Maharaj: Mr. Speaker, before the adjournment is moved, there is an item
on the Order Paper.

PETITION
Messrs. Daltons

The Minister of Housing and Settlements (Hon. John Humphrey)Mr.
Speaker, | wish to present a petition on behalf of Messrs. Daltons of No. 8, Irving
Street (North), San Fernando.

| now ask that the Clerk be allowed to read the petition.
[Crosstalk and Laughter]

Petition read.

5.45 p.m.

Mr. Speaker: There is a time and place for—

Mr. Valley: For acceptable behaviour.

Mr. Speaker: | think that | need to indicate to the Member for Diego Martin
Central that what he just did is not acceptable.

Question put.

Mr. Valley: Mr. Speaker, petitions are supposed to be laid on the Table; we
are not supposed to take a vote on a petition.

Mr. Bereaux: Mr. Speaker, the petition is defective. | was trying to help the
Parliament before he passed a defective petition.
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The House divided: Ayes 18
AYES

Maharaj, Hon. R. L.
Panday, Hon. B.
Persad-Bissessar, Hon. K.
Lasse, Dr. The Hon.V.
Griffith, Dr. The Hon. R.
Humphrey, Hon. J.

Maraj, Hon. R.

Rafeeq, Dr. The Hon. H.
Khan, Dr. F.

Assam, Hon. A.

Singh, Hon. G.

Nanan, Dr. The Hon. A.
Partap, Hon. H.
Mohammed, Dr. The Hon. R.
Singh, Hon. D.

Ramsaran, Hon. M.
Sharma, C.

Ali, R.

The following Members abstainel: Valley, Dr. K. Rowley, G. Draper, C.
Imbert, Mrs. C. Robinson-Regis, J. Narine, E. Hart, Mrs. E. James, H. Bereaux,
M. Joseph, B. Sinanan, E. Williams.

Question agreed td;hat the promoters be allowed to proceed.
ADJOURNMENT

The Attorney General (Hon. Ramesh Lawrence Maharaj):Mr. Speaker, |
beg to move, That this House do now stand adjourned to Friday, May 2, 11997 at
1.30 p.m. On that date, we intend to proceed witlis‘Becond Reading”, Nos. 1
to 3 on the Order Paper.
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Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, before we deal with the question of the
adjournment, | have given leave to two Members to raise matters. The first is the
Member for Toco/Manzanilla.

Mr. K. Valley: Mr. Speaker, by agreement with the other side we have
decided that we would postpone that Motion on the adjournment. We would do
only the Motion relating to the Tent City matter.

Mr. Speaker: In future, if there is agreement on that, it would be appreciated
if the Chair is advised of any agreement the parties come to.

Mr. Valley: | am so advised, Mr. Speaker.

5.55 p.m.
Tent City
(Fire)
Mr. Eric Williams (Port of Spain South)Mr. Speaker, | thank you for leave

for this House to consider, on the adjournment, the fire which occurred at Tent
City, on Independence Square, Port of Spain on Tuesday, April 22, 11997.

Mr. Speaker, the Tent City, as it is called, is a business incubator facility which
was established in the city and | would like to read into the record, a few facts
relating to this facility. The Tent City was developed out of the Christmas flea
market which began in December, 1990 and was formally opened on that site on
Independence Square on August 23, 1991. It consisted of a small wooden two-
storey building with 25 tents housing approximately 120 small businessmen who
were formerly street vendors.

In fact, | must say to this House, that my late father, who was then Mayor of
the city, was one of the persons instrumental in bringing this facility into being. It
was meant to take street vendors off the street, creating a facility in which they can
become entrepreneurs. In that regard, the facility continues to loeessu

Mr. Speaker, the land was originally rented from a private landowner, but it
was acquired by the state in December, 1993 for public purposes and the wooden
building was built with funds provided by the state. The National Insurance
Property Management Company Limited bought the tents and it is my
understanding thalIPDEC handed over the management of Tent City in early
1995 to the management of Eastside Plaza headed by Mrs. Joyce Wong Sang. At
that point the insurance on the building was discontinued. A new building could be
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built on the site offering stalls which could be customized by the vendord
certainly, in consultation with the vendarat a price estimated at about $4.5
million.

The hon. Prime Minister, out of his concern for citizens of Trinidad and
Tobago, [Desk thumpingllas all prime ministers rightly should be
concerned visited the site on Wednesday of this week. | was present, and | must
report to this House, that the tenants of Tent City, many of whom are present as
strangers in this House, were indeed heartened by the statements and promises
made by the hon. Prime Minister and they have asked me to convey to him their
thanks for his kind words. | will detail some of the promises he made later on.

Also in attendance was the hon. Minister of Works and Transport, officers of
the fire service andIPDEC, | understand the Minister of Local Government could
not be there on that day, but this area falls under his purview. He is here now and |
am glad to see hinfinterruption] | am merely stating what was noted on the day.

Mr. Speaker, in effect, the Prime Minister promised the tenants of Tent City
that upon release of the report by the fire setvibecause there was an
investigation into the cause of the firlle would seek the assistance of the
Minister of Works and Transpaftas a matter of fact he directed hirto
demolish and clear the existing site. My understanding is that this demolition work
ought to begin in a day or so.

Mr. Speaker, on the day of the fire the Member for Laventille West, the
Member for Diego Martin Central and myself were present and arranged to meet
with several of the tenants at the Eastside Plaza. The Prime Minister, on becoming
aware of all this, formalized the matter and promised to have governmental input
into the whole issue and that we should put aside all politics in this because,
indeed, this is a community initiative.

In that regard, a committee met yesterday at the Eastside Plaza with a
significant input from the tenants of Tent City in addition to several governmental
agencies. That large committee met and agreed to set up several subcommittees; in
effect, a subcommittee to that building committee, an approvals committee, was
set up. It was agreed that a financing and funding committee be set up to seek to
assist the tenants to recoup from their losses and start again, and a temporary
relocation committee was also set up.

Mr. Speaker, the building committee met today, as well as the temporary
relocation committee, and it is my understanding that the building committee
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began to consider several of the initial inputs that would go into a design. | must
say that the tenants, on their own initiative, hired an architect and they came up
with a design to their liking. It is also my understanding tabecC has always

had another design for the building and | think that there is a certain amount of
give and take that would take place, but there is consultation going on at this time
between the tenants and governmental agencies for a design. So the whole matter
is being looked at.

In addition to which, the temporary relocation committee met. Again, this
particular Member of Parliament chaired that committee and it is receiving
significant input from some of the leaders of the Tent City management and a site
has been identified for potential occupation.

Mr. Speaker, there are several things that are required to give effect to the
promises made by the hon. Prime Minister and certainly by the initiative of the
various committees that have been set up to cause the amelioration of the Tent
City tenants.

First of all, they have actually formed themselves into a legal entity for the
purpose of micro entrepreneurship, the Street Vendors Association of 1990
Limited. In fact, what is required, with all due respect, is official documentation to
authorize the entire process.

Mr. Panday: We would talk and arrange what needs to be done.

Mr. E. Williams: Certainly, that needs to be done. In addition to which the
tenants have expressed a very deep desire to be assured that whatever remedial
work takes place, it would be of a permanent nature. In addition, that they will
have, and continue to have, the use of the present site. There is a significant
amount of concern among some of the tenants that they may be shunted from that
site. It is not only that there is an emotional attachment to the site, but the site was
acquired using public funds for the purpose that they be there.

They have asked me to ask the hon. Prime Minister that they be provided with
significant and written assurance that they will continue to have the use of that site
into the long term, for the purpose for which it was purchased. Whether that is in
the form of a lease or a letter of intent to provide a lease or something, they need
to have documentary evidence that they will have use of the site. There are a
number of other individuals—it has come to my attention from them and from
others—who are eyeing the site. It is certainly prime real estate within the city, but
it was acquired for a public purpose with public funds and | believe there are
certain legal constraints that go with that.
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At the same time, they are required to have documentation that they would
continue the use for which Tent City was purchased and, certainly under
reasonable terms and conditions.

Mr. Speaker, | found the tenants at Tent City to be very decent and
hardworking individuals. They are not interested in receiving handouts from the
Government as was discussed with the hon. Prime Minister. They are, in fact,
looking for a fair share. We accept that fires are tragedies but, sometimes these
things are blessings in disguise and maybe, if something better comes out of the
current situation, | think all persons in this nation would be pleased and this is an
effort that certainly is worthy of the attention of this Parliament.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you.

The Minister of Local Government (Hon. Dhanraj Singh): Mr. Speaker,
the morning of Tuesday, April 22, 11997 was indeed a sad day in the country. On
the one hand, the destruction of Tent City by fire, affecting so many lives, and ,on
the other, my personal encounter with a most unfortunate situation.

| wish to assure this honourable House that on that morning | was on my way
to conduct the people’s business. However, as the events unfold as regards to my
personal matter, | am sure that it will be of national interest.

The Minister of Local Government wishes to inform this honourable House
that this Government is very saddened that fire destroyed the Tent City Mall on
Independence Square, Port of Spain. | further wish to advise the House that the
two-storey wooden building was valued at approximately $750,000.00 as quoted
in a daily newspaper dated April 23, 11997. In addition, it is estimated that about
66 of the mall's 120 booths were destroyed with the value of merchandise which
was lost still to be determined. The Ministry of Local Government’s association
with Tent City officially commenced when this vending facility was established in
December 1990 when a parcel of land on Independence Square was leased by
NIPDEC for this purpose. In 1993, Cabinet agreed to the Minister of Local
Government’s recommendation that the land occupied by Tent City be acquired
for the operation of this vending facility. This House is advised that the land was
compulsorily acquired on April 7, 1994 an@PDEC was subsequently requested to
submit proposals to the Ministry of Local Government for the erection of a
permanent structure at a cost not exceedingitibn.
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NIPDEC did comply and forwarded same to Cabinet on February 9, 1995. Mr.
Speaker, this is very instructive; thatPDEC did submit a proposal as early as
February 1995, but no decision was made on this issue.

The Ministry of Local Government wishes to advise this august House that the
Tent City matter was first raised with him on March 11, 1996 by the Street
Vendors’ Association when a proposal was submitted to the Minister for, among
other things, the construction of a concrete structure to house Tent City Mall.
Based on an assessment of this proposal, the Minister of Local Government visited
the Tent City Mall site in September 1996 to make an assessment of the situation,
himself. The Tent City Mall was constructed of ply board and was existing for
about four years while the People’s National Movement was in power and they did
nothing to address that situation. As | walked on the second floor of that mall |
sometimes heard creeks and | asked the tenant whether it was secure for me
because, given my size | may have fallen through the flooring.

Consequently, on January 15, 1997 the Association submitted a revised
proposal and this Government was in the process of addressing this proposal. This
House must understand that the Ministry of Local Government was evaluating the
Tent City's proposal when this terrible disaster took place. It is quite clear now
that we have to use a new appraaeim integrated onéin order to confront this
serious incident. This is the challenge we are facing and to resolve this matter as
quickly as possible, all the agencies would have to work together; the Street
Vendors’ AssociatiomiIPDEC, the Port of Spain City Corporation, the manager of
Tent City and other relevant agencies.

| inform this House that the staff of the Ministry of Local Government and the
Port of Spain City Corporation were on the scene early on April 22, 11997 and
reported on the matter. This Government is very concerned with the plight of the
Tent City vendors and the Ministry of Local Government held a meeting on April
24, 11997 with the Port of Spain City CorporatioPDEC and the manager of
Tent City to keep on top of this issue. The aim is to solve the matter as soon as
possible. This House is further advised that the Prime Minister has visited the
scene and has given an undertaking that Tent City must be rebuilt.

Mr. Speaker: | know that many of the persons who are in the Public Gallery
and are here as guests and strangers may not be aware of the procedures, but
unfortunately, it is not correct to either applaud, boo or anything of the sort.
Notwithstanding the fact that | understand how you feel, please, you just have to
restrain yourselves until you go outside.
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Hon. D. Singh Mr. Speaker, | will repeat. This House is further advised that
the Prime Minister has visited the scene and has given an undertaking that Tent
City must be rebuilt and | wish to assure this House that it will not be built from
ply sheets. A team comprising the Member of Parliament for Port of Spain South,
the City Council, the Ministry of Local Government, the Ministry of Works and
Transport,NIPDEC, the Police and Fire Services and business interests have been
established by the Prime Minister to plan the reconstruction of Tent City Mall.

A meeting of the team was held on April 24, 11997 and subguttees for
finance, building relocation, allocation and management have been formed to deal
expeditiously with this matter. The committees will be meeting on a regular basis
over the next three weeks to fast-track this matter.

The deputy mayor of the Port of Spain City Corporation is the coordinator of
the committees. A preliminary estimate WWDEC indicates that the cost of the
new building will be approximately $7 million and the Port of Spain City
Corporation, in collaboration with the Ministry of Local Government and the
Ministry of Works and Works and Transport, will coordinate the entire restoration
process.

This is a caring Government and it identifies with the Tent City vendors in their
time of need. This Government is committed towards working assiduously with all
agencies with an interest in this matter and it promises a new structure with all
utilities in the shortest time possible.

We are serious about this promise, and | advise this honourable House that
demolition works will commence early Saturday, April, 26, 1997 by the Ministry
of Works and Transport and the Ministry of Local Government.

Finally, as an interim measure, the Ministry of Local Government has taken a
decision that any of the affected vendors at Tent City wishing to relocate
temporarily can liaise with the management of Eastside Plaza to access space to
ply their trade. Eastside Plaza, located on Charlotte Street, is also a vendors’ mall
for which the Ministry of Local Government has responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, it is indeed fortunate that this Government is in place at this time
to assist these vendors in their time of need. Thank you.

Question put and agreed to.
House adjourned accordingly.
Adjourned at 6.18 p.m.



