
1 

Leave of Absence   2025.10.10 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 10, 2025 

The House met at 1.30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, I have received communication from Mrs. Camille 

Robinson-Regis, Member of Parliament for Trincity/Maloney who has requested 

leave of absence for the period October to December 31, 2025.  The leave which the 

Member seeks is granted. 

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEES  

(CHANGE OF MEMBERSHIP) 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, correspondence has been received from the President 

of the Senate, dated September 30, 2025, which speaks as to changes in the 

membership of the Joint Select Committees. The Hon. President says:  

“Reference is made to the subject at caption. 

At a sitting held on Friday September 26, 2025, the Senate agreed to the 

following resolution: 

‘Be it resolved that the Senate agree to the following appointments to Joint 

Select Committees: 

1. On Land and Physical Infrastructure: 

 Ms Sophia Chote, SC, in lieu of Mr. Deoroop Teemal; 

2. On Foreign Affairs: 

 Mr. Anthony Vieira, SC, in lieu of Mr. Francis Lewis; and 

3. On the Public Accounts Committee: 

 Mr. Francis Lewis in lieu of Mr. Deoroop Teemal.’  

Parliament Webmaster
Disclaimer
DISCLAIMER

Unofficial Hansard

This transcript of parliamentary proceedings is an unofficial version of the Hansard and may contain inaccuracies.  It is hereby published for general reference purposes only. The final edited version of the Hansard will be published when available.



2 

Joint Select Committees (cont’d)   2025.10.10 

 

UNREVISED 

Accordingly, I respectfully request that the House of Representatives be informed 

of this decision at the earliest convenience please. 

Respectfully, 

Senator The Hon. Wade Mark 

President of the Senate” 

PAPERS LAID 

1. Notification of Her Excellency, the President in respect of the nomination of 

Mr. Junior Benjamin, Deputy Commissioner of Police for appointment to act 

in the Office of Commissioner of Police.  [The Minister of Homeland Security 

(Hon. Roger Alexander)] 

2. Notification of Her Excellency, the President in respect of the nomination of 

Mr. Curt Simon, Assistant Commissioner of Police for appointment to act in 

the Office of Deputy Commissioner of Police.  [Hon. R. Alexander] 

3. Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters (Declaration of Treaty) (No.2) 

Order, 2025.  [Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. John Jeremie SC)] 

4. Executed Loan Agreement between the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago and 

the Coporacion Andina de Fomento to finance the Project to Strengthen Digital 

Infrastructure in Trinidad and Tobago through the Establishment of Tier 4 Data 

Centre, dated August 7, 2025.  [The Minister of Finance and Minister in the 

Ministry of Planning, Economic Affairs and Development (Hon. Davendranath 

Tancoo)] 

5. Report of the Auditor General of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago on the 

Non-Receipt of Financial Statements of the Diego Martin Borough Corporation 

for the years ended September 30, 2009 to September 30, 2024.  [Hon. D. 

Tancoo] 
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6. Report of the Auditor General of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago on the 

Non-Receipt of Financial Statements of the Sangre Grande Regional 

Corporation for the years ended September 30, 2015 to September 30, 2024.  

[Hon. D. Tancoo] 

7. Report of the Auditor General of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago on the 

Non-Receipt of Financial Statements of the San Juan/Laventille Regional 

Corporation for the years ended September 30, 2018 to September 30, 2024.  

[Hon. D. Tancoo] 

Papers 5 to 7 to be referred to the Public Accounts Committee. 

8. Audited Financial Statements of Trinidad Nitrogen Company Limited for the 

financial year ended December 31, 2024.  [Hon. D. Tancoo] 

To be referred to the Public Accounts (Enterprises) Committee. 

URGENT QUESTION 

Chief of Defence Staff 

(Reasons for termination) 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 

Mr. Marvin Gonzales (Arouca/Lopinot):  Thank you very much Mr. Speaker.  To 

the Minister of Defence:  In light of the current State of Emergency in Trinidad and 

Tobago, can the Minister give the reasons for the sudden termination of the Chief of 

Defence Staff? 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister of Defence. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Defence and Minister in the Ministry of Homeland Security 

(Hon. Wayne Sturge):  Mr. Speaker, permit me to invoke Standing Order 27(g). 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.  
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Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, the purpose of 

this exercise is to get information— 

Hon. Members:  What is the question? 

Mr. Speaker:  No, No.  Hold on.  Hold on.  Hold on.  

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much. 

Mr. Speaker:  He is putting a preface to his question.  I would imagine that the 

question will come.  So let us just give him—it is one question, we have 15 minutes. 

I am sure he is going to—  

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, the purpose of 

urgent questions and questions in this Parliament is to hold the Government to 

account on critical matters of governance in Trinidad and Tobago.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Gonzales:  And therefore, Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Gonzales:  And therefore—  

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.  I would imagine, I would imagine that there is some 

justification for you to suggest that the Minister’s reliance on the public interest is 

misconceived in some way.  That falls within the bounds of these Standing Orders?   

Mr. Gonzales:  Mr. Speaker, the question was approved for the Minister to come 

and account to the people of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Let me answer that.  Leader of Government Business, did you want 

to make a contribution or shall I go ahead?  

The Minister of Public Utilities and Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister 

(Hon. Barry Padarath):  Mr. Speaker, you alluded earlier that the provisions of the 

Standing Orders clearly allow for the Minister to invoke in the interest of the public.  



5 

Urgent Question (cont’d)   2025.10.10 

 

UNREVISED 

So therefore we stand on that. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  For the benefit of the members of the public looking on, so that we 

do not get carried away with it— 

Mr. Young SC:  Supplemental question, Mr. Speaker.  

Mr. Speaker:  Well, before I rule on the supplemental questions let me just 

explore— 

Mr. Young SC:  But you are asking if a supplemental could be asked.  

Mr. Speaker:  There was not a question.  

Mr. Young SC:  There was a— 

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, let us not let this simple exercise get out of hand. It is a 

simple exercise.  Yes, Member for St. Ann’s East, it is a simple exercise.  So this is 

what —for the benefit of the members of the public looking on, this is what the 

Standing Order says:  

“There shall be a fifteen (15) minute…”—question period.   

Then it lists a series of questions.  Then it has a (g): 

“a Minister may decline to answer a question if, in his opinion, the publication 

of the answer would be contrary to the public interest.” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Now, the invocation of the public, the inclusion of (g), 27(g), is a 

recognition in these Standing Orders of a concept in law known as “public interest 

immunity”.  Right?  In a court of law, a judge deciding a public interest immunity 

application has two choices.  There are certain set categories, national security being 

the highest category of public interest immunity exemptions.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Member:  [Interruption] 
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Mr. Speaker:  Where a party—I certainly do not need your interruption either. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Where a party in possession of material which the party claims is 

subject to public interest immunity, and a party invokes the public interest immunity, 

a judge with inherent jurisdiction to preserve the fairness of a trial may then demand 

to see the material himself.  May then make a decision and say the material is 

disclosable nevertheless.  And then the party seeking to invoke the immunity has a 

choice: either you cave in or you disclose the material.   

These Standing Orders do not permit me as Speaker with any residual 

discretionary power to challenge, question or to call to account the invocation of the 

public interest by the Minister.  The reason for that is very simple.  Administrative 

decision making is not a binary process.  It is not a linear process by which you 

calculate one line going after the next.  It is not a binary process. Administrative 

decision making by its very nature is polycentric in nature.  

So there are many reasons why you draw and you come to a decision.  It is 

not for me to second-guess the Minister.  I have no such power under these Standing 

Orders.  So lest that members of the public be misled into thinking that the Speaker 

of the House has a residual power to demand that the Minister answer a question 

invoking the public interest, no such power exists.  

Mr. Speaker:  So that is my answer.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. Ameen:  Send him back to school.  

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE (INDICTABLE PROCEEDINGS) 

(AMDT.) BILL, 2025. 

Bill to amend the Administration of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) Act, 

2011 (Act No. 20 of 2011).  [The Attorney General]; read the first time. 
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Motion made:  That the next stage be taken forthwith.  [Hon. J. Jeremie SC]  

Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General.  

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. John. Jeremie SC):  Mr. Speaker, I beg to 

move: 

That a Bill to amend the Administration of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) 

Act, 2011 (Act No. 20 of 2011), be now read a second time. 

Mr. Speaker, the Administration of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) (Amdt.) 

Bill of 2025, which is before the House this afternoon, is a legislative intervention 

that we believe to be pragmatic.  Given our current challenges, it would allow us to 

provide the police service with easier access to search warrants by enabling Justices 

of the Peace to have the jurisdiction which Justices of the Peace have in virtually 

every territory that my officers have been able to survey.  

1.45 p.m. 

There are offices of Justices of the Peace in Jamaica, Barbados, St. Vincent 

and the Grenadines, St. Lucia, Guyana, Canada, the United Kingdom, New Zealand 

and Australia.  In all of these territories, Justices of the Peace have the power to issue 

search warrants in respect of indictable matters.  That power was present in this 

jurisdiction until 2023, when, by way of an amendment to the AJIPA, it was 

removed.   

Now, if I can just spend some time on what AJIPA is and why the need for 

this amendment.  It bears repeating, Mr. Speaker, that it was this Government that 

demonstrated foresight and will—the foresight and will that was necessary to 

introduce AJIPA in 2011.  That legislation represented a paradigm shift in our 

approach to criminal justice reform.  It was a decisive rejection of the archaic system 

of preliminary enquiries that had, for decades, served as an impediment to the 
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expeditious administration of justice.  

Since 2011, Mr. Speaker, there have been nine subsequent amended Acts to 

the AJIPA of 2011.  Upon our return to office, a mere five months ago, we sought 

to engage stakeholders to assess whether the legislation was performing in the way 

that we first envisaged that it would.  Now, it bears repeating that the legislation is 

under current review, constant review, by a unit in the Office of the Attorney 

General.  So that is the Criminal Justice Unit.  One of their main tasks is to keep 

AJIPA under current review, to look at what is going on and to ensure that the 

legislation is fit for purpose.   

Now, we know that there have been wins with the legislation.  It has reduced 

the length of time that it takes for many matters to get to trial.  We have taken note 

of certain high-profile wins.  There is The State v Sheldon Doodnath. That involved 

charges of kidnapping and motor vehicle theft.  The case there was filed in January 

2024, and a sufficiency hearing was completed in just four months.  By July 2024, 

the accused was tried, convicted and sentenced. 

Now that case clearly illustrates that under the new pretrial procedures, a 

serious criminal case in the High Court can now be resolved in, sometimes, as little 

as seven months, something that previously could take years under the old system.  

There is another case, The State v Ryan Hernandez in which the indictment was filed 

in February of 2024, and the sentencing was completed by October of 2024.   

Now, despite those wins, in some cases, stakeholders have expressed 

frustrations with certain of the provisions of AJIPA.  Among the matters raised are 

conflicting legislative provisions and the delays occasioned by having matters triable 

either way before the High Court—get before the High Court, only to be sent back 

to the district court to be heard.   

The current State of Emergency has seen, Mr. Speaker, a drastic reduction in 
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the incidents of gang-related homicides and other types of violent crime.  One of the 

ways that that has been accomplished, the police say, is by what they described to 

be proactive policing.  Our police officers have conducted thousands of exercises 

and raids throughout Trinidad and Tobago, have detained a number of persons—

some on detention orders and some on warrants—and the effect on the crime 

statistics has been nothing short of remarkable.  But the police service has advised 

that the limited availability of judicial officers, and in particular, masters and 

registrars, to issue search warrants, when time-sensitive investigations demand 

immediate intervention, has significantly hampered policing efforts in some cases.   

Now, the amendment before us today comes about as a consequence of our 

desire to consistently keep the law under review.  So we have revisited the previous 

amendment in 2023, which, as I have said before, removes the power to grant search 

warrants from JPs, placing that power in the hand of judicial officers.  And today, 

we seek to go back to exploring the concurrent jurisdiction for the issuance of search 

warrants to magistrates, magistracy registrars, clerks of the court and Justices of the 

Peace.  Now what that does is to ensure that law enforcement is not paralyzed by 

procedural constraints when swift action is imperative.   

Now, in context, Mr. Speaker, what we are doing is not reinventing the wheel.  

As I have said, in a number of jurisdictions—the vast majority of jurisdictions, 

Justices of the Peace have this power.  In 1917, when the Indictable Offences 

(Preliminary Enquiry) Act was enacted:  

“…Justices…”—of the Peace were given—“…concurrent jurisdiction 

with…Magistrates to issue summonses, warrants, and other…”—court 

processes—“…to grant bail…to fix the amount,”—thereof—“to take 

recognisances…to bind over parties and witnesses…to administer oaths.” 

—AJIPA removed several of those functions from the remit of JPs as they relate to 
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indictable matters.  

Now, the Bill itself, of course, treats with indictable matters.  The substantive 

provision is in clause 3 of the Bill.  There are only four clauses in the amending 

statute.  Clause 3 seeks to amend section 10 AJIPA to empower magistrates, 

magistracy registrars, clerks of the court and Justices of the Peace to issue search 

warrants.   

Section 10 outlines six powers that can be exercised by registrars and masters 

currently, and those six powers include: 

“…search warrants…”  

—would go beyond that, so that registrars/masters can also:  

“…receive complaints on oath pursuant to section 6;”—of the Act. 

To:  

“…issue a summons or”—an arrest—“warrant… 

grant bail in accordance with the Bail Act and fix the amount thereof… 

Take recognizances and: 

“…remand the accused in custody.”   

This afternoon, we are concerned with the power in section 10(1), which is the power 

to issue search warrants.  And if you turn to clause 3(b) of the statute, the amending 

statute that is before the House, Mr. Speaker, you see that we propose to insert a new 

section 10(1B), which would allow:  

“‘…a Magistrate, a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court or a Justice 

of the Peace…subject to subsection (2), to have and exercise…jurisdiction”—

concurrently—“with Masters…”—for the purpose of issuing—“…search 

warrants.’”  

That meets the needs of the police service, it is proportionate and it is necessary.  It 

is proportionate because it meets the exigencies of the difficulties that we have at 
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this moment in this society.  It is not something that is novel.  It is used in practically 

every Commonwealth Caribbean jurisdiction and in the United Kingdom and other 

Commonwealth territories.  

Mr. Speaker, clause 3(c) has to be amended if we amend 3(b) to ensure 

consistency with the amendments and to provide for all judicial officers who possess 

concurrent jurisdiction with masters, particularly in respect of issuing search 

warrants and the filing of documents in the High Court, to include the amendment 

which we make this afternoon.  Again, I want to remind this House that we are 

speaking only of the High Court and that these amendments do not interfere with 

existing powers in the summary jurisdiction.   

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the last clause of the Bill proposes to amend Schedule 

1, Form 1 of the Act by inserting the words:  

“‘…Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court/Justice of the Peace’.”   

This amendment, Mr. Speaker, similarly seeks to ensure consistency throughout the 

legislation by listing all persons who are vested with concurrent jurisdictions with 

masters in relation to the issuance of search warrants.   

Mr. Speaker, it would be remiss of me if I did not point out that the practice 

of JPs and certain police officers, perhaps influenced by other persons, that practice 

has been criticized heavily by the High Court judge in the Brent Thomas matter, 

which I took pride in bringing an end to. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

2.00 p.m.  

Sen The Hon. J. Jeremie: In that case, the judge stated and he stated himself in 

these words.  He says, and I quote: 

“It is incredibly…” 

Those are his words, not mine.   
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“It is incredibly amazing that any Justice of the Peace in this jurisdiction could 

have granted a search warrant in terms of ones that were granted herein based 

on the information that they were given as set out above.  Clearly, this was a 

case of mere rubber stamping and this court will commend this decision to the 

Justices of the Peace Association in Trinidad and Tobago for its consideration 

and for such action as is appropriate in the circumstances.”   

That is to be found at paragraph 187 of the judgment of Justice Rampersad, and, in 

189, he says: 

“In like manner…all of ASP Birch’s search warrants were procured in the 

same manner without any information sufficient to create any reasonable 

ground for the Justice of the Peace to suspect that an offence had been, was 

being or was about to be committed…” 

Mr. Speaker, I emphasize this case because, as we revert to the practice of 

empowering Justices of the Peace to exercise a jurisdiction, which they have always 

had in this territory, which they have had up until 2023, which they have had in every 

territory in the Commonwealth Caribbean and which they have in practically every 

territory in the Commonwealth, I have to urge the Justices of the Peace to abide by 

ordinary principles of equity, good⸻there is an ethical code which was in a schedule 

to one of the pieces of legislation which was actually before this House but never 

enacted and which I have looked at and it just asked ordinary persons who are 

Justices of the Peace to hold the scales of justice evenly between the police officers 

requesting action and the citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, with those words, I commend the Bill to the House this afternoon 

and I beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question proposed. 
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Mr. Keith Scotland SC (Port of Spain South):  Mr. Speaker, the rationale provided 

by the hon. Attorney General for this retrograde step is that it is to provide the police 

service with easier access to search warrants.  Yet, the hon. Attorney General had 

the foresight to know that we on this side would have the dictum of Justice 

Rampersad in the Brent Thomas case because, in that case, this was exactly the issue 

that faced the judge.  The judge found—and I am paraphrasing.  The judge was 

thunderstruck that a Justice of the Peace could have acted so shabbily, so without 

jurisdiction, without rational and issue warrants in those circumstances where the 

judge had to say that that was a rubber-stamping and something that ought to be 

discouraged.  

That being said, and that being the state of play as it relates to Justices of the 

Peace and a judicial ruling, in a matter that the State has to say that they withdrew, 

and the hon. Attorney General took great pride in withdrawing—good for him—

then, Mr. Speaker, why then put back that power in the hands of Justices of the Peace 

in light of that judgment?  What has changed?   

It has been said that another reason was that the police have indicated that they 

are not getting their warrants as quickly as they would want it to be.  Where are the 

statistics?  How many cases have been presented to this House to say, well, X amount 

of cases went to the masters, and they were not processed properly because of delay?  

Or is it that the problem was there were leaks in the system in the police and people 

found out—not the masters—but leaks.  Fix the leaks.  What we have here⸻ 

Mr. Young SC:  Or were they applying the law⸻ 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:⸻you know, were they giving proper information?  But what 

we have here is a Napoleonic “beat ah retreat”.  They promised us that there would 

be no backing down against crime.  Yet, first day, Independence parade, “everybody 

hide, dey beat ah retreat”.  Now they are retreating, going back to the days of Justices 
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of the Peace issuing warrants to go and search citizens’ houses.   

But let us look at one item here, which I think will drive home my point.  Mr. 

Speaker, it seems now that a Justice of the Peace, if you look at section 10(1)(b), it 

allows a Justice of the Peace to exercise concurrent jurisdiction with masters to issue 

warrants.  So, just as the masters have a jurisdiction to issue a warrant, so now it will 

be reinstated that a Justice of the Peace will have that power.  So let us see what the 

qualifications of a master are and that of a Justice of the Peace.  Listen, for the 

purposes of this debate, there are no derogatory remarks of the Justice of the Peace.  

Sometimes when “yuh want bail in ah station”, a Justice of the Peace, the right 

person, they serve a very important purpose in Trinidad and Tobago.  But for the 

purposes of issuing a warrant, there was a reason why that was removed and I want 

to go to that.   

So you have two officers, masters of the High Court and a Justice of the Peace 

issuing a warrant.  Let us look at their qualifications.  Let us do the masters of the 

High Court.  A master of the High Court, Mr. Speaker⸻ 

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I do not need an entire 45 minutes so I will allow whatever⸻ 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I do not need 45 minutes to respond. 

Mr. Speaker:  That is not entirely true. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  The minimum requirements⸻I promise that I am not “gig-

gigging” with them and I am not.  Minimum requirements:  LLB and a legal 

education certification; admission to practice law in Trinidad and Tobago; a 

minimum experience of seven years as an attorney-at-law; extensive knowledge of 

the laws of Trinidad and Tobago; extensive knowledge of Workmen’s 

Compensation Act; extensive knowledge of the rules and practice of procedure of 
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the Supreme Court of Trinidad and Tobago; extensive knowledge of government 

procedures and practices; experience in civil and public law procedures; superior 

communication skills, written and oral; superior mediation and negotiation skills, 

and most importantly, they are entrenched.  The position of their jobs is protected.  

They fall under the JLSC and they are entrenched under the Supreme Court of 

Judicature Act.   

Let us then do the comparison with the qualifications of a Justice of the Peace 

who you are now reverting to give them powers to issue a warrant.  A letter applying 

to become a Justice of the Peace; a recent résumé, two references; a copy of national 

identification.  But what is most troubling, do you know who they have to apply to, 

Mr. Speaker?  Which office they have to apply to?  To become a Justice of the Peace, 

you must apply to the Office of the hon. Attorney General.  I want to put a marker 

on that as I continue this submission in this debate.   

So here we have, Mr. Speaker, one person having the power to issue a warrant, 

look at the qualifications; another group of persons and all you need is a letter, a 

résumé, two references, and two forms of national identification.  Mr. Speaker, it is 

chalk and cheese, and it is counterintuitive to put both of them together.  But we go 

one step further.  What this amendment seeks to do is to widen and re-widen the 

scope of persons who were able to issue warrants in respect of indictable offences.  

To say that prior to 2023 it was being done by Justices of the Peace in Trinidad and 

Tobago is just to repeat history and to repeat something, Mr. Speaker, which I say 

Endell Thomas dealt with.   

Mr. Speaker, if you remember the case of Endell Thomas.  He was a police 

officer and he was assigned to Tobago.  There were the riots and he refused to lock 

up certain persons.  The Service Commission took Endell Thomas and decided that 

they⸻because the law was the Service Commission felt that they had seven 
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functions, to promote, to transfer, et cetera⸻and they thought that they could have 

disciplined Endell Thomas.  For years, they were disciplining public officers.  The 

Privy Council held that the powers that they thought they had, Mr. Speaker, they did 

not have and they could not charge Endell Thomas under the public service or the 

police service Act.  Until the legislation was amended, they had to charge Endell 

Thomas and those public servants who fell afoul of their duty as defaulters with 

misconduct contrary to an implied term of your contract of employment or 

appointment until such time as they amended the law.  To say that a Justice of the 

Peace was issuing warrants up to 2023 is to say nothing.  It was wrong then and it is 

wrong now and it is wrong for this reason, Mr. Speaker.   

When I look at Hinds v. The Queen, [1977], appeal case at page 198, but 

particularly Lord Diplock, what you are doing here, Mr. Speaker, you are giving a 

layperson the power to issue warrants, to send people into person’s homes and 

suspend, albeit temporarily, their constitutional rights.  As with what was happening 

in Hinds v. The Queen, remember there is the old Gun Court in Jamaica and they 

appointed laypersons who would then try persons who were charged with guns, the 

same kind of crime that was burgeoning, et cetera, and this is what Lord Diplock had 

to say.  He was dealing with punishment.   

“In the field of punishment for criminal offences, the application of the basis 

principle of separation of the legislative, executive and judicial powers, that 

is implicit in a constitution on the Westminster model makes it necessary to 

consider how the power to determine the length and character of a sentence 

which imposes restrictions on the…”⸻person’s⸻“liberty of the offender is 

distributed under these three heads… 

In the exercise of its legislative power, Parliament may, if it thinks fit, 

prescribe a fixed punishment to be inflicted upon all offenders found guilty of 
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the defined offence – as, for example, capital punishment for the crime of 

murder.  Or as it may prescribe a range of punishment… 

What Parliament cannot do”⸻what Parliament cannot⸻“consistently with 

the separation of powers, is to transfer from the judiciary to any executive 

body whose members are not appointed under”⸻the Civil Service 

Act⸻“Chapter VII of the Constitution, a discretion to determine the severity 

of the punishment to be inflicted upon an individual member of a class of 

offenders.”   

2.15 p.m. 

What we have here is a layperson.  If the criteria have been upgraded, what I 

have read, two recommendations, an ID card and a resume.  They are now going to 

get back the power to give police officers the power to go into citizens’ homes and 

search the homes, infringing on their constitutional rights.  That, Mr. Speaker, is 

very worrisome.   

When section 5 of AJIPA, this so-called very innocuous amendment is 

understood, the power to issue search warrants was vested in the masters of the High 

Court for a particular reason.  To understand the gravitas of this power, one must 

understand section 5 first.  And this is what section 5 says.  section 5 says that:   

“A Master…”—has to be—“…satisfied…on oath that there is reasonable 

ground for suspecting that there is in any building, aircraft, vessel, vehicle, 

box, receptacle, computer, electronic device, or place— 

(a) anything upon or in respect of which any indictable offence has been or 

is suspected to have been committed; 

(b) anything which there is reasonable ground for suspecting will afford 

evidence as to the commission of an indictable offence; or 

(c) anything which there is reasonable ground for suspecting is intended to 
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be used for the purpose of committing any indictable offence against the 

person,”  

The master under AJIPA, under the amendment in 2023 by the then PNM 

Government, a very wise and sagacious amendment indeed.  The master: 

“…may at any time issue a warrant under his hand authorising any constable 

or any person accompanying him to search such…vessel… device… and to 

seize it…”   

This warrant:  

“…may authorise the search of—  

(a) one or more…premises specified in the warrant;”   

That is something that was not told to us here.  So, it is not limited to one premises.  

It is and can be several premises.  And it also, in our respectful view, can be 

attributed to any premises occupied or controlled by a person whose name was 

specified in the warrant, like you, and you, and you.  There is a Justice of the Peace.  

And also in certain circumstances, the: 

“…Master may also issue a…warrant…where— 

(a) it is not practicable to communicate with…”—the owner of—“… the 

person entitled to grant entry… 

(2) A search warrant may be issued and executed at any time…on any 

day…” 

So, Mr. Speaker, I want the country to appreciate the extent of these powers, 

considering that persons have a constitutional right under section 4(a) to the 

enjoyment of their property.  We are not saying that there will not be times when a 

warrant ought to be executed at premises if something untoward and illegal is going 

on there.   

What we are saying is that the persons empowered with such a privilege must 
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at least have some judicial training, have some entrenchment in their employment 

so that they cannot be easily swayed, should not have the spectrum of a High Court 

judgment which deals with that sort of issue hanging over those groups of persons, 

and that is exactly what obtains now.   

This is a fundamental right, the right to the enjoyment of your property, and 

we sit here very glibly, and everybody sits, and we talk about things, but it is real.  

The enjoyment of your property is a fundamental right, which protects every citizen 

against deprivation and ensures that there are fair procedures when your proprietary 

rights are being affected.  Persons in Trinidad and Tobago, Mr. Speaker, have a 

constitutional right, not just to own, but when you own it, you must enjoy it without 

unreasonable interference from the State or anybody whatsoever.  

When you look at the powers of the master as it currently stands without the 

amendment, the master has a significant amount of power.  But, concomitantly, the 

master has a significant amount of experience, a significant amount of training, and 

a significant amount of a track record.  And to say, Mr. Speaker, that there are not 

sufficient masters, you could have said that maybe about 2, 3 years ago, when there 

were only two criminal masters.  There are now 11, or maybe 12 criminal masters.   

So, there is no issue of a dearth of masters.  There are at least 11 of them in 

Trinidad and Tobago.  Where are the statistics?  Where are the instances where the 

masters have proven to be insufficient or tardy in issuing these warrants?  Or is it 

simply that the police would like easier access without the scrutiny of a judicial 

officer properly trained to ensure that warrants, as was done in the Brent Thomas 

case, according to the High Court judge, are not issued without proper oversight. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  When you look at the powers of the masters and you 

understand its breadth and the length of it, you can say, Mr. Speaker, that they can 
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tailor the warrants and the scope of the intrusion that exists now is not limited.  It is 

a wide scope, as I have indicated in (a), (b), and (c).  Furthermore, all that is required 

is reasonable ground for suspecting.  That is a very wide test, you know, Mr. 

Speaker.  That is why a judicial officer and a judicial mind are supposed to 

implement.  And to do that litmus test, reasonable grounds for suspecting.   

That is why, Mr. Speaker, you ought not to discuss law with laypersons 

because they will never understand Woolmington v DPP.  They will never 

understand mens rea and actus reus.  If you shoot the man, you shoot the man, not 

knowing well, you had to have the intention.   

So, Mr. Speaker, it is in this context of the constitutional right to the 

enjoyment of property that we on this side say that this Bill is severable because it 

can stand if you sever the inclusion of Justices of the Peace.  And if that is severed, 

we support this Bill wholeheartedly because it seems to be going in the direction 

where you are expanding the powers of judicial officers, persons trained in the 

discipline of the law, to issue warrants to police officers and not warrants issued 

under the dark of night in a rum shop.  

Mr. Speaker, do you recall there was a case that was dealt with, I think it was 

in October2014 by then senior magistrate in the San Fernando first court, senior 

Magistrate, I think it is Lucina Cardenas-Ragoonanan, where there were three police 

officers charged and the Magistrate had to question the circumstances and the 

manner in which the Justice of the Peace handled bail for those officers in serious 

charges.  That is because, Mr. Speaker, they were not trained legally, and that is the 

juridical objection to the inclusion of the Justices of the Peace.   

If you leave the others, for example, Mr. Speaker, the magistrate, the 

magistracy registrar, or the clerk of the court, it gives the masters more help.  So, if 

you go back to the theory, the main thesis of the hon. Attorney General, that the 
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masters are not moving quickly enough, maybe they are overwhelmed.  Well, you 

now have with this amendment the magistracy registrar, the clerk of the court, and 

the magistrate.   

Why the Justice of the Peace—all of these three groups of individuals are 

legally trained.  Or is it that they need all four?  Why do you need a Justice of the 

Peace in these circumstances?  I would hope that in reply, we get an answer that 

makes sense because I have not heard one iota of evidence to say that listen, this is 

the problem that existed, and these are the statistics that support the problem.   

In other words, is it that if it is numerical, would not these three bodies now 

fill up the numbers, Mr. Speaker?  Now, this amendment, as it seeks to give the 

concurrent jurisdiction to the Justice of the Peace, we say, if that is excised, on this 

side, we will support this piece of legislation.   

The reason why masters and only masters were given the power initially is 

because there was a recognition in 2023 that this power to issue a warrant to search 

people’s premises to temporarily suspend their rights in the traditional castle-

principle sense, Mr. Speaker, it requires judicial oversight.    

Given its impact, given its purport, the judicial oversight ensures that searches 

are not arbitrary, they are not overly broad, and, in allowing the police to do their 

jobs, it balances.  It is proportionate by protecting individual rights to property.  That 

is proportionate.  And if it is a question of numbers, meaning there is an 

overwhelming request, then the magistrates can fill up the gap.  The magistracy 

registrar can fill the gap, and the clerk of the court can fill the gap.  During a search, 

Mr. Speaker, the rights of the owner to exclusive possession, privacy, and quiet 

enjoyment are suspended during the tenure of that search, you know.  That is the 

practical aspect of it, you know.   

You own the property, but once they come with the warrant, from the time 
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that they are there, your property belongs to them to do what they may for the 

investigations.  That is why it is important to have judicial oversight.  And to say 

that you are going back to what existed before 2023, does not deal with this problem. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I will also say that masters by virtue of their office as a 

neutral judicial authority to determine if there is reasonable ground for suspecting, 

and the judicial officers at the perfect, the perfect group of individuals to put those 

powers in their capable hands.  The judicial officers are deemed to be neutral and 

important, most importantly, independent, to ensure fairness and to act as a 

safeguard against government overreach. 

Mr. Speaker, my disquiet, my disquiet comes from a Government who, from 

one of their very first acts in this Parliament, says what they want and brought ad 

hominem legislation to this Parliament, you know.  Trinidad and Tobago, there is a 

concern whether you are old or young, of what can happen, you know, in this 

country, you know. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

2.30 p.m.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  If they can do that with such impunity and everybody is glib 

before the scrutiny of Parliament, what happens outside of the scrutiny of the masters 

when they want a warrant to go after someone in the same ad hominem manner?  

What happens?   

And what is important, Mr. Speaker, in preparation for this, I remembered that 

before 1990, you could not refer to the Hansard until the House of Lords did Pepper 

v Hart.  But particularly, Mr. Speaker, I was preparing this debate and I was 

examining the speeches of the Lower Lords, and particularly, I think it is Lord 

Bridge of Harwich.  Please forgive me if my pronunciation is not to your standard, 

Mr. Speaker, but “I from Port of Spain South”. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Forgive me.  But here is what it had to say— 

Mr. Hosein:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  She sounds more like you.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, I am sorry.   

Mr. Hosein:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  She sounds more like you.  Now, Mr. Speaker, here is what 

they had to say.  They said now, in the Parliament, it is now necessary that:   

“...material relied upon consisted of one or more statements by a Minister or 

other promoter of the Bill together...with such other Parliamentary material as 

was necessary to understand such statements and their effect...” 

I say that because I see a concentration of power.   

Mr. Speaker, I actually went to the speech of Lord Bridge, and that is at page 617, 

letter (b) of the judgment.  And here is what he had to say about this:   

“It should, in my opinion, only be in rare cases where the very issue of 

interpretation which the courts are called on to resolve has been addressed in 

Parliamentary debate and where the promoter of the legislation has made a 

clear statement directed to that very issue, that reference to Hansard...”—is 

likely to be of any assistance to the courts. 

In this Parliament, on various pieces of legislation, there have been pronouncements, 

and we on this side, we are not sleeping, we have marked the pronouncements.  We 

have marked what has transpired here.  We have marked Pepper v Hart because we 

say that in this Parliament, Mr. Speaker, we have a duty to defend the people of 

Trinidad and Tobago from any tyranny which may appear.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Let me start now to connect the dots.   

Mr. Sturge:  Mr. Speaker, 48(1).   

Mr. Speaker:  No, I will allow him to continue, but your time is up.  You did 

promise you were not going to use your 45 minutes.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I will not use my 45 minutes.   

Mr. Speaker:  It appears that you are borderline—[Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Can I ask for my extended time?   

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, you can, with the expressed disclaimer that you are not going 

to use your full time.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, we say that a judicial officer, such as a master 

or even a magistrate, they are entrenched.  Can we say with certainty that a Justice 

of the Peace, who is not a judicial officer, can be sufficiently out of the reach of the 

talons of any government?  Can we say that a Justice of the Peace has the same level 

of independence?  Can we say that a Justice of the Peace has the same level of 

judicial training, judicial foresight, prudence and experience to ensure that 

applications for warrants, as was in the Brent Thomas case, was not misused?  I want 

to give some context, and I just want to state the facts of the circumstantial evidence 

without forming any conclusion.   

If you recall, on the 28th of April, one chapter was closed and effective 9th of 

May, Arthur Barrington’s time as director of the SSA was revoked on the advice of 

Cabinet. 

Mr. Sturge:  48(1). 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, I am going to rule on the relevancy of that, unless you can tie it 

to the search warrant.  The point— 
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Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Yes, I am.   

Mr. Speaker:  Hang on a second, will you?   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker:  The point you are making is that the legislation, as constructed by 

the inclusion of Justices of the Peace, does not render them independent or immune 

from interference.  I would be very grateful if you could confine your comments to 

that narrow confine, which you expressly identified.  And just for the clarity and 

accuracy of the public record, can I just make an enquiry of you?  Is the Clerk of the 

Court referred to in this legislation a judicially-trained officer as well?—for the 

clarity and accuracy of the public record.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  The Clerk of the?   

Mr. Speaker:  Clerk of the Court— 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Yes?   

Mr. Speaker:—is a judicial officer? 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the Clerk of the Court to 

be the Clerk of the Peace.   

Mr. Speaker:  Oh, well, my misunderstanding.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Clerk of the Court, differing from Clerk of Peace.   

Mr. Speaker:  So I was wondering whether— 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Yes, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker:  So, the Clerk of the Court, for the accuracy of the public record, is a 

defined officer with qualifications and so on?   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  That is my understanding— 

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—as opposed to the Clerk of the Peace.   

Mr. Speaker:  I just want to ensure the clarity and accuracy of the public record.   
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Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, I understand what is happening here, you know, 

so I want to be clear.  So, let me make it pellucidly clear my point. My understanding 

is that there is a difference between the Clerk of the Court and the Clerk of the Peace, 

but as you— 

Mr. Speaker:  I— 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  No, no, Mr. Speaker, I left no stone unturned.  Just for the 

record, if it is the old Clerk of the Peace, then, Mr. Speaker, they do not have the 

training of— 

Mr. Speaker:  As I said, I merely made the enquiry for the accuracy of the public 

record.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  No.  In fact, Mr. Speaker, what they have is, for under 

training, expertise in training, considerable experience in general office work, filing, 

training as evidenced by a referral, and a certificate, and I think there is a level there, 

and a combination of experience and training.  So, Mr. Speaker, if it is that it turnsout 

that the Clerk of the Court is equivalent to the Clerk of Peace, then our objection 

would stand a fortiori.  But I did not.  I understood that there was a distinction 

between Clerk of the House and Clerk of the Peace.  But I did my research in any 

event.   

Therefore, as I continue, Mr. Speaker, when you have the—we understand the 

need to meet the crisis of crime head-on, and we agree.  We understand the 

seriousness of the threat and we say, we would like to be part of an organized, 

structured approach, and persons, all operating above the law.  It does not mean, Mr. 

Speaker, that we would agree to legislation that brings to laypersons powers that 

they ought not to have had and the training that they do not possess.  Do not be 

fooled into thinking that this is a minor, inconsequential amendment.  I have 

explained the reach of the warrants and its impact on the citizens’ constitutional 
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rights and the enjoyment of their property.  And by property, it also means your 

electronic devices.   

Justices of the Peace, they have an important role to play in Trinidad and 

Tobago, and I agree.  But as it relates to warrants, has there been—for example, the 

hon. Attorney General, in his presentation, asked that the Justices of the Peace act in 

accordance with good conscience, et cetera.  Has there been any disclosure if their 

training and skills have been updated in order now to receive, again, this wide 

power?  Has it been disclosed how well-informed they have been?  Has it been 

disclosed if they have been placed on any refresher courses?  AJIPA intentionally 

removed the jurisdiction of magistrates and Justices of the Peace as it relates to the 

initiation of indictable matters.  Indictable matters are no longer within the purview 

of the Summary Courts.   

We make a step backwards in improving judicial oversight when we now seek 

to place, again, the powers to issue warrants to go into persons’ homes, to go into 

persons’ devices—their electronic and otherwise devices—their cars.  We need to 

question what the rationale is.  What is the rationale for this sudden change?  And 

that has not been, in my humble view, Mr. Speaker, adequately answered by the 

submissions and by the pleadings made by the hon. Attorney General, and the 

reasons that were outlined by him when he presented this Bill.   

What do procedural constraints mean?  Do procedural constraints mean a 

master in taking his or her time to look at whether there is reasonable cause is a 

procedural constraint, or is that a procedural safeguard?   

Mr. Speaker, all we can do on this side is to lay down our marker, do our duty 

to the best of our ability and we are disquieted by this so-called simple, innocuous, 

but we say, pernicious amendment.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  I have not taken my 

full 45 minutes.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Barataria/San Juan.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Land and Legal Affairs and Minister in the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Fisheries (Hon. Saddam Hosein):  Thank you very much, Mr. 

Speaker, to join this debate on the Administration of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) 

(Amdt.) Bill, 2025.  And, Mr. Speaker, I sat here and I had to listen to my colleague 

from Port of Spain South, and I wondered a couple of months ago if he would have 

had the same view.  Because you see, Mr. Speaker, when they are in Opposition, 

they say a different thing compared to when they are in Government.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  But this Government, Mr. Speaker, will call them out on their 

hypocrisy.  We will.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  All of a sudden, Mr. Speaker, they discovered these buzzwords, 

like training and judicial oversight— 

Hon. Member:  Fairness.   

Hon. S. Hosein:—fairness, democracy.  Mr. Speaker, they knew nothing of that a 

few months ago.  They knew nothing of that a few months ago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  And then the Member says—and I think the Attorney General was 

very pellucid when he piloted the Bill by saying, there are challenges with respect 

to the expediency and the timeliness for police officers to get these warrants, hence 

we are introducing this amendment.  And my colleague from Port of Spain South 

says, “Well, what is wrong with the masters taking time to look at the case?”  You 

know what is wrong with that, Mr. Speaker?  Because the criminals are running 
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amok in Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  We are standing on the side of law enforcement to get the criminals 

behind bars.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  But, Mr. Speaker, every time we bring a Bill here to fight crime, 

they are the bar to us passing the Bill.   

2.45 p.m.  

Mr. Speaker, all of a sudden, they are talking about judicial oversight and that 

we should not give JPs this power.  But, I will address that soon, because my friend, 

being a very senior criminal practitioner, should know better.  He should know 

better.  But, I want to tell him and caution the Opposition, Mr. Speaker, in colloquial 

terms, “hush yuh mouth when it comes to Brent Thomas.”   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Because we do not want to know about the JPs in Brent Thomas, 

you know.  We want to know who is the Minister that authorized the police officer 

to jump on a plane, go to Barbados, and kidnap one of our citizens, abduct them, and 

bring them back to Trinidad and Tobago without proper judicial oversight. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Do not tell us about JP.  “Tell we who was the former Minister 

who did that.  So, hush yuh mouth when it comes to Brent Thomas.”  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  And my friend, Mr. Speaker, is absolutely— 

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker, 48(4), please.  That seems unparliamentary to me.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member.  Okay.  Okay, let us rephrase it.   
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Hon. S. Hosein:  Mr. Speaker, I move on.  I think that is the first—I would not 

comment on my friend from San Fernando East.  I do not know if he understands 

what we are doing here today.   

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to get back to the meat of the Bill and some of the 

points that the Member for Port of Spain South would have raised.  Mr. Speaker, 

you see, when you heard, or the members of the public listening to Port of Spain 

South, you would have thought that this AJIPA Bill would have prevented a JP from 

granting all warrants when it comes to offences.  But, we have to educate the 

population.  There are two types of criminal offences, or three.  You have summary 

offences, you have indictable offences, and you have triable either-way offences.  

When AJIPA was introduced, it was only to prevent a JP from granting a search 

warrant for indictable offences.  It did not interfere with the JP’s jurisdiction under 

the Summary Courts Act to issue warrants for summary offences.  So all this 

fear-mongering, Mr. Speaker, a JP in this country can issue a search warrant for a 

summary offence.  

If the policy of the then Government was that remove all of this judicial power 

from the JP, why did they not do it for JPs for summary offences?  Why?  It is a 

problem now?  It is a problem because you sit down on that side of the Chamber 

now?  Mr. Speaker, so that shows that my friend had a complete misunderstanding 

of the exercise today; a complete misunderstanding.  And, this is not “no” grand 

judicial power that we are granting to the JP, Mr. Speaker.  

If you read the legislation, and I can point my colleagues opposite to the 

section of the law that deals with these search warrants, Mr. Speaker, it is at section 

5.  There is a low test.  The judicial officer, in the case of the JP or the Magistrate 

Registrar, must be satisfied by proof on oath that there is reasonable grounds for 

suspecting the indictable offence, Mr. Speaker, under various circumstances.  So it 
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is a very low threshold and there are many cases that outline the low threshold.  So 

what is wrong with what we are doing here, Mr. Speaker?  What we are doing is 

giving law enforcement that power, that expediency, together with judicial 

oversight, to go after the criminals.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  So it is a very low test and my friend cannot compare what a 

master, the Magistracy Registrars, and a JP does.  It is three totally different things 

because I saw he tried to conflate the issue by talking about the qualifications of a 

justice of the peace, as compared to that of a master, as compared to that of a 

Magistrate Registrar.  It is comparing apples and oranges, Mr. Speaker.  You cannot 

put the both under the same equation.  They perform various functions, different 

functions.  We are not saying that the JP is being given all his judicial power to grant 

bail and so on.  This Bill sticks to directly one point, which is dealing with the issue 

of the issuance of a search warrant.  That is all.  That is all.   

But then I heard my friend jump up and say, and he said it very sneakily, Mr. 

Speaker, he said the castle principle.  Well I “rock back” on my seat, Mr. Speaker, 

the castle principle.  They are invoking the castle principle when it comes to this 

particular Bill, Mr. Speaker, and the protection of your home and your rights to 

property and so on.  But when we have stand your ground consultation going on, no, 

no, no, no, that is a bad thing; there is no castle principle, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  This castle thing is a bad thing when it comes to stand your ground, 

but when we are taking matters in our hands to fight the criminals, they are invoking 

the castle principle, Mr. Speaker.  You see the level of hypocrisy that we are getting 

from the Opposition and we will identify it and call them out at every stage, Mr. 

Speaker.  We will do it.  We will do it.  
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You see, Mr. Speaker, it is very difficult to take any sort of legal advice from 

my friends opposite.  It is very difficult, and I will tell you why, Mr. Speaker.  My 

friend stood up confidently.  He said the Attorney General appoints Justices of the 

Peace in Trinidad and Tobago.  “Well, I say he fire me.”  Mr. Speaker, my friend 

did not read the Gazette, because the responsibility of Justices of the Peace now falls 

under the Ministry of Land and Legal Affairs.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  But I wish to go one step further.  As Minister, I do not appoint 

the Justices of the Peace.  According to the Summary Courts Act, it is the President 

that appoints the justices of the peace, after a very significant vetting process and 

application that is done through, formally, the Office of the Attorney General, goes 

to the Office of the Solicitor General, background checks are done with the police 

service.  There is a rigorous process, Mr. Speaker.  I admit there may be issues with 

qualification and so on, and I will address that a little later on when I come into 

various other matters in the debate, Mr. Speaker.   

So, Mr. Speaker, I then heard about quotations from Endell Thomas and Hinds 

against the Queen, in terms of the separation of powers principle.  Where was Endell 

Thomas when they were prosecuting the revenue authority matter?  Where was 

Hinds against the Queen when they abducted Brent Thomas, Mr. Speaker?  Mr. 

Speaker, you see, that is a total misapplication of the law.  It clearly does not apply 

in these circumstances of this Bill, Mr. Speaker.  It clearly does not apply.  I think 

my friend was quoting these cases to say that he went to law school or something.  

But, Mr. Speaker, it has nothing to do with the principles in this Bill.   

This Bill is a simple Bill where we are giving a certain category of officers 

the power to issue a search warrant, Mr. Speaker; very, very simple piece of 

legislation that we are dealing with here.  So, what is so innocuous about this?  What 
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is so innocuous?  Do they have something to hide?  Do they have something to hide, 

Mr. Speaker?  I am asking.  Because I hope not, Mr. Speaker.   

You see, there is another issue with respect to what the Opposition is raising.  

It deals with, and I will get into that now, Mr. Speaker, with respect to the 

applications, the qualifications of persons who are interested to be Justices of the 

Peace.  Mr. Speaker, they sat for the last 10 years, 10 years, Mr. Speaker, and did 

nothing, absolutely nothing to reform these officers called Justices of the Peace.  As 

Minister of Legal Affairs, when I went into that Ministry, Mr. Speaker, one of the 

first things that we have done in Government, is on the 5th of August 2025, I took a 

note to Cabinet for the establishment of an inter-ministerial committee to conduct a 

review of the systems, processes, and governing framework for the appointment of 

commissioners of affidavit, Justices of the Peace, and marriage officers, Mr. 

Speaker.  This is a Government working, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Just a few weeks shy of Government, Mr. Speaker, we have 

identified this issue with respect to the Justices of the Peace and the qualifications 

and so on, and the work has already started.  The committee has met, Mr. Speaker, 

and I can tell you this is not a small committee.  This committee involves the 

Ministry of Land and Legal Affairs, the Ministry of Homeland Security, the Trinidad 

and Tobago Police Service, the Ministry of Public Administration and Artificial 

Intelligence, the Ministry of Culture and Community Development, the Justices of 

the Peace Association of Trinidad and Tobago, the Office of the Prime Minister, the 

Department of Criminal Law, the Department of Civil Law, the Law Reform 

Commission, and the Tobago House of Assembly.  Mr. Speaker, we are serious 

about getting the people’s business done.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. S. Hosein:  We are serious.  We are serious.  Mr. Speaker, this particular 

committee identified some issues with respect to the Justices of the Peace.  Everyone 

knows that we have identified—it is a long-standing issue that every Government 

has faced, Mr. Speaker.  But, we are actually the ones that are addressing this 

particular issue.  

It deals with various issues that we have identified.  For example, modernizing 

the appointment process in keeping with leading practices in the Commonwealth, 

the minimum qualifications, age requirements, and tenure of office, the governance 

review - code of ethics, and the establishment of a disciplinary body.  Those are 

some of the matters that my colleague, the Minister of Justice, had raised with me.  

The continuous upskilling of licences - Justices of the Peace for proper 

administration of justice, the scope of ex officio JPs because you have JPs that are 

also ex officio by nature of the office that they hold, Mr. Speaker.  You have 

legislative review updating the fee structure, the honorarium.   

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that currently JPs are given an honorarium of 

$3,000 every quarter, and they do not get that automatically.  There is a level of 

manual submissions of documents and so on before they are actually paid this 

honorarium, and they conduct public business.  The digitization opportunities, the 

public-facing registry of active Justices of the Peace.  Would you believe when I 

went in into that office, Mr. Speaker, it was a total mess?  They left it in a total mess.  

I asked, as soon as I became Minister of Legal Affairs, for a brief for documents 

relating to Justices of the Peace.  I want to see the public register of all who are 

Justices of the Peace in Trinidad and Tobago.  Mr. Speaker, you know that they 

could not tell me that there is a public register.  We are starting from ground zero 

with this project.   

Do you know what that Government was doing, Mr. Speaker?  They had a 
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single AO II officer in the Office of the Solicitor General treating with every single 

JP application in this country; an AO II officer.  An AO II Office, Mr. Speaker.  

When I went in there, there were boxes of files and old files and cabinets with 

applications.  When I went there, the officer was not there, so I did not get to meet 

the officer, Mr. Speaker.  But then I asked, well give me a registry of all his files.  

Mr. Speaker, there is not even a registry of the files.  We had to dig through boxes 

and boxes of documents, and so we were able to then identify that there were 100 

pending applications from 2019 to 2024.  They did not appoint any JPs, Mr. Speaker, 

within that period.  So, I do not know what they were doing.  They were passing bad 

law, and they could not appoint a JP.  That was one of the worst Governments that 

this country has ever faced, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Mr. Speaker, I can tell you some of the plans that we have.  Some 

of the plans include creating a simple document, such as a public register, so 

members of the public can go onto a public website and they can see all of the 

Justices of the Peace.  Do you know that in Jamaica, you can identify each JP based 

on the parish in Jamaica?  We are one of the most developed countries in the 

Caribbean and we do not even have these public registers available, Mr. Speaker.  

What were they doing?  What were they doing?  Absolutely nothing, Mr. Speaker.  

They were doing absolutely nothing.   

So, Mr. Speaker, I can tell you, as the Minister of Land and Legal Affairs, 

under the leadership of the hon. Member for Siparia, Prime Minister of Trinidad and 

Tobago, we will ensure that we get this work done, and we will appoint Justices of 

the Peace in accordance with the law, Mr. Speaker.  We will do it.  We will not have 

these applications piling up, getting cobweb.  When I asked, well, how long will it 

take to appoint a justice of the peace in this country, they told me five years.  I said, 
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but why?  Why five years?  I could not get an explanation, Mr. Speaker.  I could not.  

I could not.   

3.00 p.m. 

They had about two or three Ministers sitting in the Office of the Attorney 

General and Ministry of Legal Affairs last time.  One always “shouting down de 

place in St. Augustine”, Mr. Speaker, doing absolutely nothing.  I think she was a 

contender for my friend from St. Augustine, Mr. Speaker, and did absolutely 

nothing.  She did absolutely nothing, Mr. Speaker.  And you had all of them in the 

Office of the Attorney General and Ministry of Legal Affairs, Mr. Speaker, and you 

had all of these pending applications inside there, and they could not do a single 

thing about it.  In a few weeks, Mr. Speaker, we have already started the work. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  We have already started the work.  And there is, for example, other 

matters that we have identified, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to Justices of the Peace 

and so on.  And I want to also look at other jurisdictions, what they have done and 

what we are looking also, Mr. Speaker.  So, for example, there was a comparative 

analysis done with respect to the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, 

Barbados, Jamaica, and Trinidad and Tobago.  All of those jurisdictions except 

Trinidad and Tobago have standalone legislation that deals with Justices of the 

Peace. 

So in the UK, you have the Courts Act of 2003; Canada, you have the 

Provincial laws/Acts; in Australia, you have the State JPs Acts; and in New Zealand, 

the Justices of the Peace Act 1957; in Barbados, there is a Justices of the Peace Act; 

in Jamaica, there is also a Justices of the Peace Act.  And we looked, Mr. Speaker, 

at various ways in which they fall under that structure.  You have the appointment 

process and the criteria for approval, the approving authority.  You have the term of 
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appointment and renewal provisions, the fee or revenue model, the use of technology 

and digitization, the accessibility for underserved communities, and you also have 

oversight and accountability. 

And Mr. Speaker, there is an issue that was raised by the association—the 

Justices of the Peace Association and members of the public service, in that, Justices 

of the Peace are appointed based on a district, and the districts are county councils.  

You have St. Patrick, you have Caroni, and so on, Mr. Speaker.  But when we had 

passed the Criminal Division and District Criminal and Traffic Courts Act and so 

on, the districts in Trinidad and Tobago were now divided based on north, south, and 

Tobago.  But yet, the Justices of the Peace, their jurisdiction is limited 

geographically.  And when you look at that, Mr. Speaker, you could also have an 

issue of areas where JPs may benefit more as compared to other areas. 

For example, where there are areas where prisons are located, those 

geographical spaces.  So, we have to now look at whether or not we remove this bar 

for JPs to be within a particular jurisdiction, or they are allowed to function 

nationwide, Mr. Speaker.  And that is something that is under active consideration.  

Something as simple as that, that the other—or the former government could not 

even think of, Mr. Speaker.  They could not think of that, because there is a level of 

laziness on that side, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  And, Mr. Speaker, we understand we are going to give a power 

that existed before to the JPs.  So it is not a new power.  It is something that was 

suspended, really, in a very short space of time when AJIPA was, in fact, proclaimed.  

And, Mr. Speaker, what we also have to consider is the code of ethics, because we 

have to regulate the JPs now.  We also have to consider whether or not there is a 

disciplinary proceedings or grievances and so on.  But, it does not mean, Mr. 
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Speaker, that if something goes wrong because a JP may have exercised his powers 

wrong, or that he exercised his power incorrectly or unlawfully, Mr. Speaker, like 

any other judicial authority, that is why you have areas of appeals and so on, or 

review in certain circumstances. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had many cases in this country where someone is open 

to filing a claim against the State to review whether or not a particular procedure or 

something was applied correctly, and that person can have a level of redress to the 

court.  So nothing in this Bill, Mr. Speaker, prevents a member of the public who 

may believe his rights may have been infringed, Mr. Speaker, from access to the 

court. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  So nothing prevents that, because a member of the public still has 

access to the court, Mr. Speaker.  They still have that level of access to the court.  

There are other matters with respect to the Justices of the Peace, Mr. Speaker.  There 

is, in fact, a Law Reform Commission Report, a paper, and I want to commend some 

of the members of the Law Reform Commission for preparing this, Mr. Speaker.  

And I want to give you an outlook of what it looks like with respect to the JPs that 

are appointed in Trinidad and Tobago, because the current statistics which were 

received, and this is the most updated so far, are from 2020, Mr. Speaker.  And the 

current statistics at the Ministry indicate that there are about 126 JPs in the country, 

and how we were able to gauge this is because of the honorariums.  You have to 

measure how many honorariums you pay, so therefore you know how many JPs we 

have.  Island-wide, we have 11 JPs.  In Arima, we have two; St. George West, 12; 

St. George East, 11; Caroni, there are nine; Couva, there are 18; Victoria—Victoria 

is actually one of the largest districts that we have, they have three. 

Hon. Member:  “Hmmm, three, wow.” 
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Hon. S. Hosein:  Victoria West, 26; Victoria East, two; St. Patrick East, 10; St. 

Patrick West, four; north eastern counties, three; south eastern counties, six; Tobago, 

nine, Mr. Speaker.  And that is what we have dealt with so far. 

For the period 2015 to February 2020, there were several applications and so 

on that were received by the Office of the Attorney General and Ministry of Legal 

Affairs, at that time having ministerial responsibility for it, Mr. Speaker.  And Mr. 

Speaker, we understand that when we went in there, we met a historic archaic 

system, where if someone is interested in being a justice of the peace, you know 

what they do?  They write a letter to the Minister expressing an interest with 

recommendations and so on.  We are in the year 2025.  That is something, Mr. 

Speaker, we intend to digitize so that you have a digital application where someone 

who wants to be a JP or so on, can file it digitally.  We have a proper form, prescribed 

forms and so on, so therefore you have all of the information readily available, so 

we can process these applications in a very timely manner and ensure all of the due 

diligence is done.  

Mr. Speaker, there are also issues, as I mentioned recently, with respect to 

whether or not there should be disciplinary committees and so on, set up to deal with 

these JPs.  Also, training is one of the matters that we are looking at in terms of 

training.  However, JOPATT, which is the Justice of the Peace Association, they 

undertake various training courses and so on, between their membership. 

One of the other issues that has been identified is qualifications, as I said 

before, and tenure and renewals of the person’s licences and so on.  Age limits, those 

are all matters that have been addressed, stipends, the handbooks, and the Code of 

Ethics.  And, Mr. Speaker, every step of the way in terms of getting this system 

reformed, we intend to have that level of stakeholder consultation because we 

understand the important duty that these Justices of the Peace perform in Trinidad 
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and Tobago, and now, with respect to granting them this additional power through 

this particular Bill, Mr. Speaker, we understand that we are also going to have that 

level of consultation when it comes to any reform that we have. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I can tell you, and I am going to speak to the Attorney 

General very shortly on this matter, Mr. Speaker, that we intend to also have 

legislative changes when it comes to Justices of the Peace because right now we rely 

on a particular section of the Summary Courts Act which deals with just the 

appointment of the JPs in Trinidad and Tobago. 

So, all of these matters that I have outlined, I do not want my friends opposite 

to be troubled.  We understand the mess that you have put us in. We understand what 

you left us with. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  But the difference is, Mr. Speaker, we will fix it.  

Hon. Member:  We will fix it. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  So, all of the fears my friend from Port of Spain South raised, Mr. 

Speaker, is what we inherited because of them, because of them, Mr. Speaker, but 

we intend to make the changes.  We hear what the Members opposite are saying, 

Mr. Speaker, but unlike them, we are not tone-deaf.  We listen.  We lead, Mr. 

Speaker.  We have a Prime Minister who listens and who consults, Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:—and she is not afraid, Mr. Speaker. 

So, with these very few words, Mr. Speaker, I want to support this legislation 

that has been brought by the Attorney General before this House, Mr. Speaker, and 

I commend it to the House, and I ask all here who are right-thinking citizens and 

who want to join us with the fight against criminals, to place their support behind 
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this particular piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker, as we go forward, and I thank you 

very much. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Laventille West. 

Mr. Kareem Marcelle (Laventille West):  Thank you. Mr. Speaker, I thank you for 

the opportunity to contribute to this important debate.  And in my preparation for 

today’s debate, please, Mr. Speaker, I often remind myself of my solemn duty, first 

as a citizen of this Republic, second as a parliamentarian and representative for the 

resilient people of Laventille West, and thirdly, as an officer of the court and a 

practicing attorney at law. 

Mr. Speaker, as I enter the hallowed halls today with the aim of debating and 

shaping the laws of our country, I am duty-bound to hold justice and fairness as my 

compass.  In a balancing exercise as parliamentarians, Mr. Speaker, we must 

endeavour to ensure the rights of each citizen of this country, most importantly the 

law-abiding citizens of this country, and compare and balance that, Mr. Speaker, 

with the safety, security, and protection of our citizens and the greater good of our 

country.  The Bill before us today, entitled the Administration of Justice (Indictable 

Proceedings) (Amdt.) Bill, 2025, seeks to amend the parent Act, short-termed 

AJIPA, which was proclaimed after its final amendments in 2023, Mr. Speaker, 

December of 2023. 

Mr. Speaker, in my private practice, almost every day I am before a master, a 

magistrate, and/or judge seeing first-hand the implementation and the effects of 

AJIPA.  AJIPA is indeed good law, Mr. Speaker.  Whilst first passed in 2011, and 

piloted by the then Minister of Justice, the late Herbert Volney, their version of 

AJIPA, Mr. Speaker, saw the ugly head of Section 34, planting a stain on this 

honourable House.  
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Mr. Hosein:  Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker, 48(1).  This Bill deals with the amendment 

to Section 10 of the law, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker:  Member, I think the Member for Barataria/San Juan is correct.  I do 

not think there is any—Section 34, and the old versions of AJIPA and all of that, and 

the early proclamation, really has nothing to do with this minor amendment that is 

before the House today.  It really does not have anything to do with that.  It really 

offends the relevance principle.   

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for your guidance.  But I would just 

say it is on the basis of the historical context that the hon. Attorney General laid out 

before going through this Bill in which I—[Inaudible]— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:—but I am guided. 

Mr. Sturge:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, I seek your protection from the Member for 

Toco/Sangre Grande, please.  Shouting and screaming. 

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, can we take down the shouting a notch, please?  This is a 

simple four-provision Bill.  It really is a Bill which seeks to amend very sterile 

provisions of a parent Act.  So let us continue. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Thank you very kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, the PNM not 

only supports good legislation and this Opposition not only supports good 

legislation, but we amend and implement better legislation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  So please permit me, Mr. Speaker, to commend the former 

Attorney General, Mr. Faris Al-Rawi SC, as well as Mr. Reginald Armour SC, for 

their foresight in refining, amending, and implementing the parent law of AJIPA, 

please, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. Speaker, what we are witnessing since the implementation of AJIPA is a 

significant improvement in the compliance from prosecution and defence and the 

efficiency of the criminal justice system, Mr. Speaker.  And therefore, we have seen 

even in the recent statements addressed by the hon. Chief Justice, that the Judiciary 

is confirming that AJIPA is in fact working, but it is not perfect.  So, there will be 

times where we have to look at the current Act, see how we can improve the 

shortfalls in the instances and before coming to the Parliament, get the relevant 

stakeholders involved, the Law Association, the Judiciary, the TTPS, the Office of 

the DPP, to give their opinions in how to better shape the AJIPA and other laws, 

please, Mr. Speaker. 

3.15 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, I would admit that in conversations with several members of the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service, I understand the challenges for obtaining search 

warrants in a speedy and reasonable time frame since the passing of AJIPA.   

Mr. Speaker, when AJIPA was proclaimed in December 2023, we had an 

average of about two to three masters and therefore, when police officers want to get 

a warrant for whether it is an indictable matter or a matter that is triable either way, 

they will have to make their application on oath, file it in the High Court, and that 

sometimes take days and in some instances—especially, at the start of the 

proclamation of AJIPA—would sometimes take weeks before a police officer can 

obtain a search warrant.  That is unreasonable, Mr. Speaker. And therefore, over the 

last two years, we have seen an increase in the resources given by the then PNM 

administration to the Judiciary to ensure that we hire more masters and hire more 

judicial support officers, so that we can have much more efficient management of 

these issues, Mr. Speaker.  So, AJIPA is a work in progress.   

Mr. Speaker, as it relates to section 5 of AJIPA, it requires—and that is not in 
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terms of the amendment, but section 5 works hand in hand with section 10, and 

affects section 10 of AJIPA, which is being sought to be amended.   Section 5(1) of 

AJIPA, as amended in 2023, states as follows, Mr. Speaker:   

“A Master who is satisfied by proof on oath that there is reasonable ground 

for suspecting that there is in any building, aircraft, vessel, vehicle, box, 

receptacle, computer, electronic device, or place— 

a) anything upon or in respect of which any indictable offence has been or is 

suspected to have been committed; 

b) anything which there is reasonable ground for suspecting will afford 

evidence as to the commission of an indictable offence; or  

c) anything which there is reasonable ground for suspecting is intended to be 

used for the purpose of committing any indictable offence against the 

person, may”—and this is the discretionary aspect, please, Mr. Speaker—

“at any time issue a warrant under his hand authorising any constable or 

any person accompanying him to search such building…”—homes, et 

cetera, or—“…device…for any such thing and to seize it and report the 

seizure to the Master issuing the warrant or another Master in accordance 

with subsection (3).” 

Mr. Speaker, it is not by “vaps” that the lawmakers of this very same House would 

have decided to strip the Justices of the Peace and, to a lesser extent, magistrates of 

this very serious and critical judicial function, please, Mr. Speaker.   

The Bill brought today by the hon. Attorney General seeks to, once again, take 

this country down a very dangerous road; a dangerous road where there is 

considerably greater potential for the arbitrary use and abuse by the police in 

obtaining search warrants for indictable offences and triable by either way offences 

to enter citizens’ homes by way of simply rubber-stamping approval by many 
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Justices of the Peace.  And it is clear that the indication by my friend from 

Barataria/San Juan, in terms of the recent Brent Thomas case and Justice Devindra 

Rampersad’s statements concerning the JP’s rubber-stamping of warrants.  So it is 

clear that there is a practice in Trinidad and Tobago developed over the years, which 

is a bit dangerous.   

Mr. Speaker, paragraphs (b) and (c) of clause3 of this Bill seek to give:  

“…a Magistrate, a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court or a Justice of 

the Peace…concurrent jurisdiction with Masters to issue search 

warrants…”—for indictable offences and matters that are triable either way. 

Mr. Speaker, in considering granting and/or issuing a search warrant of this nature, 

it seeks to put a judicial officer—and now the Government is proposing other classes 

of persons—to consider some balancing act.  On one hand, the judicial officer must 

appropriately balance the enshrined rights of the citizens, as guaranteed in sections 

4 and 5 of the Constitution, but more specifically, as it relates to section 4(a) and (c) 

of the Constitution, which is: 

“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;” 

And (c), Mr. Speaker:   

“The right of the individual to respect for his private and family life;” 

On the other hand, Mr. Speaker, the court or the judicial officer often have to 

consider the safety, the security and the protection of society at large and what is in 

the interest of justice, in terms of preventing certain crimes and, of course, getting 

certain evidence—guns off the streets, drugs off the streets, et cetera.  

This is a serious responsibility, Mr. Speaker.  It is one that we have absolutely 

no objections to masters administering that discretion, magistrates administering that 
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discretion, magistracy registrars administering that discretion, as well as Clerks of 

the Court, Mr. Speaker.  But we have a serious difficulty in accepting that Justices 

of the Peace are going to be made, once again, to approve and issue these search 

warrants for such serious offences, Mr. Speaker.   

Because, Mr. Speaker, as my friend from Port of Spain South would have 

indicated, the difference between the qualifications to be a master, a magistrate, a 

registrar, as well as even a Clerk of the Court, Mr. Speaker—and I am grateful that 

my friend from Barataria/San Juan would have identified that the Justices of the 

Peace, as we speak, Mr. Speaker, are paid $30 a day, $1,000 a month and $3,000 a 

quarter, and they apply for it on a quarterly basis.  So therefore, the protection in 

terms of security of tenure, the issues as it concerns how JPs carry about themselves 

and carry about their duties are legitimate concerns, Mr. Speaker.   

And we do not come here to oppose for opposing sake but we are asking, in 

light of these circumstances, in light of some of these very same issues that my friend 

from Barataria/San Juan would have identified that currently treats with the Justices 

of the Peace and the way that they carry about their duties and some of the 

restrictions and so on, then why not wait until, in terms of only the Justices of the 

Peace—increase the amount of persons and category of persons who can issue search 

warrants.   

So you are increasing from the 12 masters and you are going to all the 

magistrates in the 13 magisterial districts in Trinidad and Tobago, which are over 

100 magistrates, Mr. Speaker.  You are talking about 10s of registrars in the 

Magistrates’ Court as well as in the Supreme Court.  You are talking about the 

different clerks of the different magisterial districts.  That is a wide category of 

persons where a police officer, who has a reasonable suspicion that a crime is about 

to be committed or some sort of evidence may exist in a particular house, business, 
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or whatever the case may be, can simply apply to these classes of persons.  This will 

drastically increase the amount of persons who can consider it, as well as, Mr. 

Speaker, drastically reduce the amount of time it takes for a warrant of these natures 

to be considered, granted and issued.  We have no objection on this side for that, Mr. 

Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, what is the process to become a JP?  And my friend 

from both Port of Spain South, as well as Barataria/San Juan, would have outlined 

basically that it is almost as if it is a layperson.  The application—first, the Office of 

the Attorney General and Ministry of Legal Affairs under the last administration, 

then moved to the Ministry of Legal Affairs, then last Saturday moved to the 

Ministry of Land and Legal Affairs.  Mr. Speaker, the Justice of the Peace only has 

to provide the letter application to the hon. Minister of Land and Legal Affairs, have 

a recent résumé with two references, have some qualifications and/or experience in 

the legal field—and, Mr. Speaker, it has been the practice that mere certificates, 

sometimes a five-week certificate in certain courses, may satisfy that—and, of 

course, a copy of an ID and a letter of recommendation, Mr. Speaker.  This is 

considered by the Ministry of Land and Legal Affairs.   

The inference by my friend from Barataria/San Juan that it is the President 

who appoints the Justice of the Peace, pursuant to the Summary Courts Act, is 

correct.  But the inference that there is some discretion that the President has, Mr. 

Speaker, is disingenuous because section 80 of the Constitution of the Republic of 

Trinidad and Tobago dictates that when: 

“In the exercise of…”—the President’s—“…functions under this 

Constitution or any other law, the President shall act in accordance with the 

advice of the Cabinet or a Minister acting under the general authority of the 
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Cabinet...” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is on the advice of the Member for 

Barataria/San Juan that, possibly, political appointments could be made for Justices 

of the Peace, and I want to mark a spot there, Mr. Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Because it has been, Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. Member:  “Dat is de point.” 

Mr. K. Marcelle:—a certain kind of conduct since April 28th by this administration 

that causes— 

Mr. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, Standing Order 48(6), please. 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, more than 48(6).  Unless you can correlate the conduct which 

you refer to without particularizing it to the provisions of this Bill, I think we need 

to move on, Member.  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, thank you very kindly for your guidance.   

This Bill proposes for the Justices of the Peace to be able to consider, grant 

and issue search warrants pursuant to AJIPA.  That is a fact.  It is very relevant, Mr. 

Speaker, to have, as part of this discussion, what is the process for appointing 

Justices of the Peace, to consider whether they are the appropriate class and 

categories of citizens that should be administering this level of justice.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  And I, therefore, did not impute any improper motives against 

my friend from Barataria/San Juan, and I would not.  

3.30 p.m. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the facts remain, that my friend from Barataria/San Juan is 

a political office holder, and therefore, if it is on the advice and the President has no 
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discretion whatsoever pursuant to section 80 of the Constitution, then it is relevant 

to determine what are the considerations that are put before the Member for 

Barataria/San Juan.  Plain and simple.   

Mr. Speaker, the hon. Attorney General also indicated that—and my friend 

from Barataria/San Juan also spoke about the comparisons to jurisdictions such as 

Canada, the UK, New Zealand, Australia and some other Caribbean countries 

relative to the considerations.  Mr. Speaker, I just want to look at Canada’s Justices 

of the Peace Act, subsections 1.1 1.2 and 1.3.   

Mr. Speaker, what does Canada provide in terms of the necessary to become 

a Justice of the Peace?  Mr. Speaker, apart from the training that is required, the 

person must have a degree.  They must be in good standing.  They must have 

experience in the legal fraternity, please, Mr. Speaker, and therefore, that person is 

qualified to administer this judicial discretion.   

In the UK, there are similar layperson qualifications.  However, there is 

training for the Justice of the Peace, and there are also provisions that if a Justice of 

the Peace in the UK is bankrupt that they cannot apply.  There are no such safeguards 

or protections in Trinidad and Tobago, especially when you are paying a JP $1,000 

a month.  Mr. Speaker, in New Zealand, the JPs are required to undergo face-to-face 

and virtual training, and an online test in order to qualify.   

Mr. Speaker, in Australia, there are pre-appointment training courses that last 

for 15 weeks for Justices of the Peace, in training them as to what factors to consider 

in granting and issuing the search warrants.  So, I am just saying that it is a pattern 

that in Trinidad and Tobago, when we want to compare jurisdictions, we must 

understand the responsibility that comes with it.   

My friend from Barataria/San Juan said that he came into the Ministry, and it 

was in a mess, and they had no work going on.  Mr. Speaker, I spoke to a member 
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of the Justices of the Peace Association.  One of the first things that they told me in 

preparation for same, and one of the first things, Mr. Speaker, that I was told is that 

there was some—and this was my information, Mr. Speaker—work being done.  It 

was spearheaded by the then Minister in the Ministry of the Attorney General and 

Legal Affairs, the hon. Renuka Sagramsingh-Sooklal at the time, where the Law 

Reform Commission was directed, and in fact, started the work in terms of looking 

at the system of Justices of the Peace and how they can amend it.  So it is 

disingenuous, Mr. Speaker.  I confirm, Mr. Speaker, from a former Attorney 

General, Sen. Faris Al-Rawi, that that in fact did happen.  So, it is disingenuous for 

my friend from Barataria/San Juan to come and read work that was presented and 

prepared— 

Mr. Sturge:  Imputing improper motives. 

Mr. Hosein:  48(6). 

Mr. Sturge:  48(6). 

Mr. Manning:  You need a remedial class or what? 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  You know San Fernando East, you are the most chronic complainer 

of crosstalk.   

Mr. Manning:  Sorry Sir.  There was no Standing Order as per the rules of this 

Parliament. 

Mr. Speaker:  I will keep pointing out, you are the most chronic complainer of 

crosstalk.  So let us stop it.  Member continue, but cut down the invective.   

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Cut down what, Mr. Speaker?  I did not hear that. 

Mr. Speaker:  The invective.   
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Mr. K. Marcelle:  Deeply grateful, Mr. Speaker, and I am guided, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. 

Speaker, I do not know what is the obsession with the Minister from Toco/Sangre 

Grande who just seems to interrupt— 

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, there is no need for that.   

Mr. K. Marcelle:  But there is no need for him to do it.  Every time you make a 

ruling, Mr. Speaker, he continues to interrupt. 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, but there is no need for that.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  I stay silent.  Every single time. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Just continue.  Do not be distracted. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Alright.  Deeply grateful, Mr. Speaker.  We are urging the hon. 

Attorney General and the Government to consider implementing and passing this 

amendment without the Justices of the Peace being included; that consultation be 

had with the relevant stakeholders that this Act can apply to and will affect.  Come 

back to the House at a later date, Mr. Speaker, so that we can consider whether we 

want to, either, as it stands, allow Justices of the Peace to grant and issue search 

warrants  or, if as my friend from Barataria/San Juan said, it is a work in progress in 

terms of revamping the system and improving it.  Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, it may be 

wise to have that amendment when such work is completed.  

Mr. Speaker, there are too many serious concerns about the conduct of the 

Justices of the Peace in this country.  Whilst I must say, Mr. Speaker, that the vast 

majority of Justices of the Peace may be ethical, may have some training, may have 

some experience, and may be able to carry out their duties in an impartial, fair and 

justifiable manner, the reality is, Mr. Speaker, that there are too many instances 

before the court and in the public domain where not only allegations but evidence in 
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different criminal proceedings, where Justices of the Peace were rubber stamping 

warrants.  Where there were Justices of the Peace issuing search warrants without 

even name and address, giving it to some officers of the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service, and they put the name on it when they want to enter your home.  Mr. 

Speaker, we have to stand as watchdogs against that kind of behaviour.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, we have to stand as watchdogs of that kind of 

behaviour, especially when there is inference of political persecution from Members 

opposite— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:—when they point on this side— 

Mr. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Member:  Mr. Speaker 48(6).  

Mr. K. Marcelle:—and they will go to war with you, I will to go to war with you 

and I will go to war with you. 

Mr. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, 48(6).  Sit down.  Sit down. 

[Mr. Speaker stands] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, “who he feel he talking to?” 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  “Who you feel you talking to?” 

Mr. Padarath:  Sit down.  With your nonsense. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  I refuse [Inaudible] Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Mr. Scotland SC:  “Why you doh sit down?”  Who are you to tell him to sit down? 
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Mr. Speaker:  Leader of Government Business.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Mr. Scotland SC:  No way!  No way! 

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.   

Mr. Padarath:  [Inaudible] Mr. Speaker, this is hooliganism.  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  Enough! 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Mr. Padarath:  Hooliganism will not be accepted in this House. 

Mr. Speaker:  Enough! 

Mr. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, that hooliganism will not be accepted in this House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Padarath:  I stood up on Standing Order 48(6). 

Hon. Member:  Throw him out.   

Mr. Speaker:  You know, there is absolutely no need for all of this.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Speaker:  There is absolutely no need—Port of Spain South, I am seeing you 

when you are laughing.  I really— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. Member:  Sit down! 

Mr. Speaker:  I really would appreciate if we do not stand when other Members are 

standing, especially when I am standing.  And more especially, I would really, really 

be grateful if you, in particular, and I really do not mean to single you out, but you 

in particular, to stand and shout in such an uncontrollable and venomous and 

vehement manner.  Hold on.  This is not how I know you, and you and I have a very 

deep history of appearing together and against each other.  I have never seen this 
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outside of this forum, and I really would wish that we just simply stop it.  If I could 

invoke the famous words of the Rev. Choby Fabister David:  Stop it, all of you all. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  This needs to stop.   

Mr. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker:  No, I am not inviting you to address me.   

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, I am not inviting you to address me.  I am going to allow the 

Member—he has just run out of his time but this is not fair to him.  I am going to 

allow you the five minutes we just took.  I am going to give you to 3.45 p.m., but I 

am going to ask you, please, stay relevant, stop the imputation, stop the denigration 

and defamation and disparagement when you have absolutely no need to do so.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  This is a sterile Bill, and we seem to be forgetting the principle that 

the Justice of the Peace is the most ancient judicial office to ever exist in the common 

law world.  Justices of the Peace have been providing quasi-judicial services for 

hundreds of years.  As a matter of fact, the historical antecedents of Justices of the 

Peace was that they were the first responders in the United Kingdom when the 

judicial system was not unified and was spread out all over in a disjointed way.  So, 

let us forget the invective, let us forget the pugilistic posturing and get on with it.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  You have five minutes. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, I thank you very kindly for your intervention.  I 

want to say, Mr. Speaker, that relative to that exchange, that I apologize to your 

Chair.  I— 

Mr. Speaker:  [Inaudible] 
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Mr. K. Marcelle:  Oh, because, there is no way that the Member for Couva South 

was getting an apology from me, Mr. Speaker, for that conduct.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, the fact of the matter is that there are serious 

vulnerabilities as it relates to giving the Justices of the Peace the judicial discretion 

to issue search warrants for indictable and matters that are triable either way and 

going back on that dangerous road.  Mr. Speaker, whilst I appreciate your comments 

about Justices of the Peace and how we should protect and understand the whole 

history of Justices of the Peace, Mr. Speaker, I, as an elected Member of this House, 

will continue to raise the concerns of my constituents, and to raise the concerns of 

the people of this country.  I was elected here, Mr. Speaker.  I have standing to give 

views in this matter and every one of the 41 Members of this Chamber have the 

authority to exercise and express our views on matters coming for debate.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  The 41 of us, and the Attorney General, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Hosein:  Mr. Speaker, 48(1) relevance.  Mr. Speaker, nobody is stopping the 

Member. 

Mr. Speaker:  Let us just not take up more time, the Member has two minutes again.  

I trust he will paint between the lines.   

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, “ah doh understand, yuh know”.  Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. Member:  [Interruption] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:—collateral damage La Brea.   

Hon. Member:  [Laughter]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Collateral damage La Brea.   

Hon. Member:  48(1) please, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker:  You see— 
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Mr. Elder:  It was not me.   

Mr. Speaker:  You see, it is the same point I was making.  Gave you a five minutes, 

you have now resorted to name calling.  The same thing, the same thing you 

complained about, you have now resorted to name calling.  Now, tell me how that is 

productive?  How does that assist us in moving forward?  This incessant hurling and 

cross hurling of insults.  This never-ending desire to insult each other across the 

aisle, how does that help the conduct of the business of the House?  Your 45 minutes 

are up, you know, but I will give you one minute.   

3.45 p.m. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Thank you very kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, with— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  [Laughter] I want to thank you for the opportunity to contribute.  

I want to urge the hon. Attorney General to consider the Justice of the Peace being 

removed.  We would circulate an amendment to the effect of same, please, Mr. 

Speaker, and once the proper consultation is carried out, the Opposition is prepared 

at that time to support wholeheartedly this effort, once the views are heard and 

expressed.  Mr. Speaker, with those few words, I thank you very kindly for the 

opportunity to contribute.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. John Jeremie SC):  Mr. Speaker, it has 

taken us the better part of three hours—close to three hours to debate a Bill which 

has four clauses— 
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Hon. Members:  [Laughing] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—and one which is entirely uncontroversial, and it is 

uncontroversial because every other Commonwealth, Caribbean country from 

Guyana in the south to Jamaica in the north, has precisely the provision which we 

are seeking to put into the legislation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Now, I reject the focus on what I describe to be 

“elitism”, the fact that because someone is not trained in the law, they can play no 

role whatsoever in the administration of justice.  There is no country on earth 

wherethat obtains.  In the United States, you have a grand jury.  The grand jury is 

made up of who?—lawyers, people with qualifications, masters, registrars?  The 

answer is no.  And some of my friends on the other side—some of them went to law 

school and they know this.  So, that, I reject that that notion.  Now, I also reject the 

idea that ordinary citizens who are doing the best that they can do, by other citizens, 

should not play a role in the justice system. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  It is elitism, it is wrong in principle and we were 

wrong—you were wrong in this House when you came here in 2023 and sent all of 

these Justices of the Peace away, in favour of what you described to be a system 

where you had three masters.  How does that work in a country with 1.4 million 

people? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Mr. Speaker, if we—I have read out before the 

territories—all of the territories in which we have Justices of the Peace giving search 

warrants to—in respect of indictable offences. I have read it out, I am not about to 
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do it again.  But what I want to say is that—and I am not singling out anyone in 

particular.  I am not doing that this afternoon.  I am just speaking in general terms.   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Say again?   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Some people said we have no statistics but they 

quoted statistics.  So what they said was that we had moved from a system where we 

had three masters to one where we have something like 11 and then sotto voce, they 

said 12.  Well, let us say 12.   

Now, the point is—you have two points there.  How on earth are we going to 

properly see, that you have 12 masters and therefore you are managing this system 

efficiently.  Our job is to—as Members on this side keep saying all the time, “we 

have to get the job done”. 

Ms. Benjamin:  Done. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  And I could tell them we have 106—at least—

Justices of the Peace.  More than that, because they are paid a small honorarium and 

they are paid that between the Minister of Land and Legal Affairs—I hope it is 

coming out of his budget.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughing] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—and the Office of the Attorney General—I do not 

know who these people are.  Why do you see a gun behind every shadow?  

Mr. Tancoo:  That is what they did. 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  It is that someone said, “you know they might be 

going to war with you—” 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 
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Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  “You are looking for guns all over the place.”  Just 

relax.  This is a piece of—this is benign.  It is a piece of legislation which is carrying 

us to a point where we are using functionaries who are well known to the law, present 

all over the world doing exactly what we are asking them to do.   

Now, you have to ask yourself a couple of questions though.  And these are 

the questions that I would like to know.  Why is it that you sat in government from 

2015 to 2023, a year before elections, and then you decided in 2023, that this 

system—not broken, but all of a sudden search warrants are going to be very, very, 

very difficult to get.   

Hon. Members:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I am asking the question.  I am not answering it 

here.  So, you sit in government between 2015 and 2023, when search warrants are 

easy to get.  A year before you leave office, you cannot get a search warrant, right.  

Why is that?  I do not know.  I am just putting it out there.  And then, they have the 

temerity to talk about “well, tell me what is going on elsewhere”.  In Jamaica, you 

have 11,000 Justices of the Peace.   

Hon. Member:  “Woo!” 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Eleven thousand.  Nobody is saying, “well, you 

know what, they did not go to law school, they did come first in law school; they did 

not do this, so therefore they should not be given—should not be acceding to search 

warrants”.  Nobody is saying that in Jamaica.  You know why?  Because they are 

now getting the job done.  

Mr. Tancoo:  Done. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Mr. Speaker, I just want to—a lot of talk has been 

made out—the Brent Thomas case this afternoon and I must say that I was 
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surprised—my colleague and friend, Minister Hosein, used stronger language, but I 

was surprised to hear anyone opposite talk about Brent Thomas.   

Hon. Member:  In shock. 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Because, Mr. Speaker—I just want to read a few—

two—not—literally a few, two passages from Brent Thomas, and then to say what I 

am going to be doing, okay.  At paragraph 139 of the decision, the learned judge 

says: 

“The first claimant was abducted…” 

Now, the last time I checked, we had a law against that, abductions.  It is called 

kidnapping and it is a serious offence—for all of us lawyers, JPs who may not be 

trained in the law, all of us know abduction is a crime.  The judge says: 

“The first claimant was abducted unlawfully in Barbados on 5 October 2022 

and returned to Trinidad in the custody of ASP Birch, SS Martin, Officer 

Joefield.” 

—and then he concludes with a sentence.   

“That is an uncontroversial fact.” 

That is what he says.  It brooks no argument.  The judge says so.  That is so.  Fifteen 

paragraphs down, he says this about the Attorney General—and I happen to be in 

that Office now.   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  He says: 

“The Attorney General is, to my mind, the gatekeeper of the Constitution on 

behalf of the State as a whole and is properly empowered with the appropriate 

jurisdiction to respond on behalf of the State…” 

—this is where, the locus point— 
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“…where a constitutional challenge has been raised.  It would be the duty of 

the State, through the Attorney General, to gather the evidence from the 

appropriate quarters to not only answer and justify the actions of one…arms 

of the State but to also ensure compliance with…”—certain orders.   

Now, if the Attorney General is to investigate, I take my job seriously.  This is not a 

threat. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I have started to investigate.   

Mr. Tancoo:  Yes, man.  Good.   

Sen. Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  And why have I done it?  Because the judge—the High 

Court judge “tell me” to do it.  Nobody else.  Nobody is going to war here.  The 

High Court judge said investigate, and I am going to investigate it. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  And he also says I have to gather evidence.  I am going 

to gather the evidence.  And lastly he says that I have to justify it.  Well, if it cannot 

be justified, then I am sure that Mr. Alexander and his people will take the 

necessary—the Minister of Homeland Security will take the necessary action.  That 

is not a threat.  All that it is, is me saying that I am acting in obedience to the courts 

of the land. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Tancoo:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Mr. Speaker, I commend the Bill to the House.  It is 

uncontroversial, it seeks to give Justices of the Peace the respect that they deserve, 

it seeks to allow for search warrants to be obtained in an easier fashion by Justices 

of the Peace.  That will be done when this legislation is finally passed.  I recommend 

the Bill to the House, Mr. Speaker, I beg to move. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

4.00 p.m.  

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read a second time. 

Bill committed to a committee of the whole House.  

House in committee.  

Clauses 1 and 2 ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clause 3.  

Question proposed:  That clause 3 stand part of the Bill. 

 “Delete paragraph (a) and substitute the following paragraph:  

‘(a) in subsection (1A)– 

(i) by deleting the words ‘Magistrate or a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk 

of the Court’ in both places where they occur and substituting the words 

‘Magistrate, a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court or a Justice 

of the Peace’ in each place; and 

(ii) in paragraph (a), by deleting the words “subsection (1)” and substituting 

the words “subsection (1)(b) to (e)’;’.”   

Mr. Chairman:  Hon. Attorney General.   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I have circulated an amendment, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of 

which is to carry forward the policy of the Bill to include justices of the peace in 

respect of the ability to get the search warrant.  That is it.   

Mr. Chairman:  That is it? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Yes. 

Mr. Gonzales:  AG, I observed you circulated an amendment to the Bill that was 

originally before the House.  I am trying to understand the circulated amendment 

that you have just put before the House.  Can I ask what is the main difference 
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between the circulated amendment and the amendment that is before the House—

the Bill that is before the House originally?   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Okay.  We spoke essentially to the—simply to the justices of the 

peace.  Now, there is, as I understand it, a consequential amendment that is required 

to—I am not seeing the clause in my consolidation and that is what is—if you just 

give me a second.  If you look at the original Bill— 

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes.  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I am not sure that—do you have it? 

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes.  

Mr. Jeremie SC: The Bill that we are amending?  The section that was in the 

original Act reads:  

“Notwithstanding any written law which provides for a Magistrate or a 

Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court”—magistrate—“to have or 

exercise jurisdiction in relation to any matter—  

(a) referred to in subsection (1); or”  

Mr. Gonzales:  Okay.  So I observed that— 

Mr. Jeremie SC:   

“(b) for which a Master is given jurisdiction under this Act,” 

So we amended it to include, “Justice of the Peace”— 

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:—in respect of (1A)—10(1A), the power to issue search warrants.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes.  So, I observed that in the circulated amendments.  I am 

assuming, Mr. Chair, that that is what we are considering, the circulated 

amendments. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Correct.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes, thanks.  That: 
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“by deleting the words ‘Magistrate or a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the 

Court’ in both places where they occur and substituting the words ‘Magistrate, 

a Magistracy Registrar and Clerk of the Court or a Justice of the Peace’ in 

each place…” 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Correct. 

Mr. Gonzales: So it is just the “or” that is removed? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  No, we are adding, “Justice of the Peace”. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Okay.  Yes.   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Okay?   

Mr. Gonzales:  Yeah.  So I was just trying to get confirmation on what was the 

difference between the original Bill that we debated and the circulated amendment, 

so I fully understand.   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Okay.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you.   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Thank you.  I believe you have an amendment too, right? 

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes.  We had circulated, Mr.Chair— 

Mr. Chairman:  Yes.  There was an amendment which was circulated to all 

Members— 

Mr. Gonzales:  By the Opposition.   

Mr. Chairman:—by the Opposition, and I think if we could just explain it very 

quickly so we could get on with it.  It simply proposes to delete the words, “or a 

Justice of the Peace”. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Absolutely.  Yes. 

Mr. Chairman:—in both places, in both subclause 3(b) and subclause 3(c)(ii).  So 

what I propose to do, subject to everyone’s—their agreement, general agreement, is 

put the question with regard to the amendment as circulated by the Opposition first 
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and then I will put the amendment as circulated by the hon. Attorney General second. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes. 

Mr. Chairman:  I think this is the tidy way of doing it.  

Question put. 

Mr. Chairman:  The ayes have it.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Chairman:  The noes have it, sorry.  I beg your pardon. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question, on amendment, put and negatived.  

Mr. Chairman:  Yes.  Laventille West, I see you have regained your enthusiasm.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Chairman:  Yes, I note your disclaimer, San Fernando East, very poignant.   

Question put and agreed to. 

Clause 3, as amended, ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

Clause 4.   

Question proposed:  That clause 4 stand part of the Bill. 

Mr. Chairman:  For the economy of time, again, there is an amendment circulated 

under the hand of the Chief Whip, the hon. Member for Arouca/Lopinot.  And again, 

for the economy of time, it simply seeks to delete the words, “or a Justice of the 

Peace”.  Are there any attendant comments anyone would wish to make or shall I 

just simply put the question?   

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Chairman:  Thank you. 

Question, on amendment, put and negatived.  

Question put and agreed to. 

Clause 4 ordered to stand part of the Bill.  
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Question put and agreed to:  That the Bill be reported to the House. 

House resumed.   

Bill reported, with amendment. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General.   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Mr. Speaker, I wish to report that the Administration 

of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) (Amdt.) Bill, 2025, was considered in the 

committee of the whole and approved with amendments.  I now beg to move that the 

House agree with the committee’s report.   

Question put and agreed to.  

Question put:  That the Bill be now read a third time.  

Mr. Padarath:  Division. 

Mr. Speaker:  A division having been called for, I have no discretion to say, yes or 

no.  The Clerk will take the division.  

The House divided:  Ayes  27  Noes  12   

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B.  

Tancoo, Hon. D. 

John, Hon. J.  

Moonilal, Hon. Dr. R. 

Lee, Hon. D. 

Hosein, Hon. S. 

Ameen, Hon. K. 

Alexander, Hon. R. 

Maharaj, Hon. D. 

Mohit, Hon. V. 

Sturge, Hon. W. 
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Bodoe, Hon. Dr. L.  

Dowlath, Hon. Dr. M. 

Ali, Dr. A. 

Morris, W. 

Benjamin, Hon. M. 

Sobers, Hon. S. 

Watts, Hon. P.  

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R.  

Kesar, Hon. E.  

Elder, Hon. C.  

Sam, S.  

Narinesingh, H.  

Roopnarine, Dr. N.  

Gosine, Dr. C. 

Thomas, D. 

Sampson, J.  

NOES 

Gonzales, M. 

Beckles, Ms. P. 

Imbert, C. 

Gadsby-Dolly, Dr. N. 

Young SC, S. 

Scotland SC, K. 

de Nobriga, S. 

Manning, B. 

Marcelle, K. 
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Des Vignes, H. 

Birchwood, C. 

Romain, D.  

Question agreed to.   

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

4.15 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister of Homeland Security. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

RELATED MOTIONS 

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, I beg 

to move the Motion No. 1 standing in my name.  Mr. Speaker, I move this Motion as 

I seek leave of the House in accordance with Standing Order 50(1) to debate 

alongside this matter Motion No. 2 on the Order Paper, both of which are interrelated. 

Mr. Speaker:  Is this the wish of the House? 

Assent indicated.  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, leave has been granted for Motions Nos. 1 and 2 on 

the Order Paper to be debated interrelatedly.  Minister of Homeland Security. 

COMMISSIONER OF POLICE (AG.) 

(NOMINATION OF MR. JUNIOR BENJAMIN) 

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Yes, Mr. 

Speaker. 

Whereas section 123(1)(a) of the Constitution of the Republic of Trinidad and 

Tobago (“the Constitution”) provides that the Police Service Commission 

shall have the power to appoint persons to hold or act in the office of 

Commissioner and Deputy Commissioner of Police;  
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And whereas section 123(3) of the Constitution provides that the Police 

Service Commission shall submit to the President a list of the names of the 

persons nominated for appointment to the offices of Commissioner or Deputy 

Commissioner of Police; 

And whereas section 123(4) of the Constitution provides that the President 

shall issue a Notification in respect of each person nominated under subsection 

(3) and the Notification shall be subject to affirmative resolution of the House 

of Representatives; 

And whereas the Police Service Commission has submitted to the President 

the names Mr. Junior Benjamin, Deputy Commissioner of Police, as the 

person nominated to act as Commissioner of Police and Mr. Curt Simon, 

Assisstant Commissioner of Police, as the person nominated to act in the office 

of Deputy Commissioner of Police; 

And whereas the President has on the 3rd day of October, 2025 issued a 

Notification in respect of the nomination; 

And whereas it is expedient to approve the Notification: 

Be it resolved that the Notification of the President of the nomination by the 

Police Service Commission of Mr. Junior Benjamin to act in the office of 

Commissioner of Police and the Notification of the President of the 

nomination by the Police Service Commission of Mr. Curt Simon to act in the 

office of Deputy Commissioner of Police be approved. 

Mr. Speaker, Allister Guevarro, Commissioner of Police, will be attending the 

International Association of Chiefs of Police Annual Conference and Exposition in 

Denver, Colorado during the period 18th of October 2025 to the 21st of October 2025.  

This conference is noted for being the largest and most impactful law enforcement 

gathering for the year, attracting over 16,000 public safety professionals.  The IACP 
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provides a platform for networking in professionalism development, policy 

discussions, and access to new technologies and best practices.   

Mr. Speaker, as the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago 

remains steadfast in its commitment to significantly reduce crime and criminality 

over this country, we continue to recognize the importance of empowering the 

leaders of the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service with the tools, the authority, and 

the vision that is necessary to drive an impactful change.  In this regard, the 

Government is pleased to announce the appointment of Mr. Junior Benjamin to act 

in the office of the Commissioner of Police for the period October 16th, 2025 to 

October 22nd, 2025, and also, Mr. Curt Simon from the 16th of October 2025 to the 

22nd of October 2025.   

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon, they are no strangers to this 

Parliament.  Mr. Benjamin is a highly accomplished and strategic law enforcement 

executive with more than 36 years of service.  His dedication to service in the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service and his distinguished career had given him the 

opportunity to be appointed Commissioner of Police from February 6th, 2025 to June 

7th, 2025, during which he provided exemplary leadership and operational oversight 

during several major national events.   

Mr. Benjamin, Mr. Speaker, brings the world of wealth and understanding of 

his profession and the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.  That experience; 

strategic planning, operational command, public procurement, polygraph exams and 

operational transformation.  He currently serves as the Deputy Commissioner of 

Police (Administration), where he oversees key areas such as human resource, 

finance, training, and logistical support for the TTPS.  He also holds an impressive 

portfolio of academic qualifications, including a Master of Business Administration, 

a Bachelor of Law, a post-graduate Diploma in Legal Practice, a Bachelor of Science 
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in Business Management and a Diploma in Business Management.   

Mr. Benjamin’s prior success in this role of Acting Commissioner of Police, 

along with his proven record of operational excellence and leadership, makes him 

well-suited to assume this critical responsibility during the absence of Mr. Allister 

Guevarro, who will be temporarily absent from office.  The Government intends to 

fully support Mr. Benjamin, and also Mr. Curt Simon.   

Mr. Curt Simon, Mr. Speaker, is a careered police officer with over 35 years 

of distinguished service in the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service, and, as I said 

before, no stranger to this Parliament.  He began his career in 1990 as a police officer, 

and has since risen to the ranks, holding several senior positions, including Assistant 

Commissioner White Collar Crime, Assistant Commissioner of North Central 

Division, and Deputy Commissioner of Police for Intelligence and Investigations.  

He currently serves as Assistant Commissioner of Police (Administration).   

Mr. Simon is an accomplished and well-educated law enforcement 

professional.  He holds a Masters of Science in Criminology and Criminal Justice 

from the University of the West Indies.  He also did research in homicide 

investigations.  Mr. Speaker, he also holds a Bachelor of Arts in Criminal Justice, 

Police Service from the College of Science Technology and Applied Arts in Trinidad 

and Tobago (COSTAATT).  Throughout his career, Mr. Simon has earned a 

reputation within the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service for his professionalism, 

innovation and problem-solving approach among his noble achievements.   

Mr. Speaker, I hereby recommend that this honourable House appoint both 

Mr. Junior Benjamin to act as Commissioner of Police, and Mr. Curt Simon to act as 

Deputy Commissioner of Police.  I beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Members, before I put the question for debate, it is literally 4.30, 
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teatime.  So, can I defer putting the question before we return at 5.15?  Well, I think 

there is—I will propose the question and then when we come back we— 

Mr. Young SC:  [Inaudible] 

Question proposed. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, you are reminded that leave has been granted for 

Motions 1 and 2 to be debated together.  So, we shall take the tea break now, we will 

return at 5.15 p.m.  The sitting is suspended until 5.15 p.m.   

4.30 p.m.:  House suspended. 

5.15 p.m.:  Sitting resumed. 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Marvin Gonzales (Arouca/Lopinot):  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. 

Speaker, this matter that is currently engaging the attention of the House is one that 

normally engages our attention from time to time because of our Constitutional 

makeup.  Whenever vacancies arise in the office of Commissioner and Deputy 

Commissioner of Police and that is set out in our Constitution, section 123(4) of the 

Constitution of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago where the independent Police 

Service Commission notifies the President of a vacancy or vacancies that may arise 

from time to time and the President through again complying with the Constitution 

and the notices that were published in accordance with the Constitution, would 

provide the notification to the Parliament and the Parliament debates the notification 

for approval or non-approval as the case may be.   

Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member for Tunapuna, the Minister of Homeland 

Security, presented the Motion and essentially gave the reason for the appointment 

of Mr. Junior Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon to fill vacancies in the office of 

Commissioner and Deputy Commissioner, because during a period of time, the 
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substantive office holders will not be in office.  But I want to read in the record of 

the Parliament, Mr. Speaker, if you would allow me to, because we would have 

received the letters through the Parliament setting out the reasons for the vacancies.  

By letter dated 03 October, 2025, the Office of the President wrote to the Clerk of 

the House, Mr. Caesar, and the subject of the letter:  

“Notifications of Nominations submitted by the Police Service Commission 

for acting appointments in the offices of Commissioner of Police and Deputy 

Commissioner of Police - Trinidad and Tobago Police Service”  

And it provides as follows:   

“I have been asked by Her Excellency Christine Carla Kangaloo, O.R.T.T., 

President of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, to forward for presentation 

to the House of Representatives, two (2) Notifications issued by Her 

Excellency, the President, pursuant to section 123(4) of the Constitution of the 

Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, as follows: 

1. Notification issued in respect of the nomination submitted by the Police 

Service Commission, of Mr. Junior Benjamin, Deputy Commissioner 

of Police, for acting appointment in the office of Commissioner of 

Police, Trinidad and Tobago Police Service; and  

2. ...Mr. Curt Simon...for acting appointment in the office of Deputy 

Commissioner of Police...”  

Mr. Speaker, please also allow me to read into the record of Parliament the letter 

dated October the 2nd, 2025 from the Police Service Commission addressed to Her 

Excellency, and it reads as follows:  

“Nomination for acting appointment in the offices of Commissioner of Police 

and Deputy Commissioner of Police, Trinidad and Tobago Police Service”  

The letter provides the particular section in the Constitution, no need to mention it 
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but what is instructive is that in the first subparagraph numbered one, it stipulates as 

follows:  

“1. Mr. Junior Benjamin, Deputy Commissioner of Police for acting 

appointment in the office of Commissioner of Police vice Mr. Allister 

Guevarro, Commissioner of Police who will be attending the 

International Association of Chiefs of Police Annual Conference and 

Exposition during the period 18th October, 2025 to 21st October, 2025 

in Denver, Colorado, United States of America and who would be 

absent from Trinidad and Tobago from 16th October, 2025 to 22nd 

October, 2025; and  

2. Mr. Curt Simon, Assistant Commissioner of Police for acting 

appointment in the office of Deputy Commissioner of Police vice Ms. 

Suzette Martin, Deputy Commissioner of Police who will be 

attending”—as well—“the International Association of Chiefs of 

Police Annual Conference and Exposition during the period 18th 

October, 2025 to 21st October, 2025 in in Denver, Colorado, United 

States of America and who”—also—“would be absent from Trinidad 

and Tobago from the 16th October, 2025 to 22nd October, 2025.”   

Instructively, Mr. Speaker, the letter reads in the concluding paragraphs:   

“Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Simon hold the No. 1 position and on the Order of 

Merit Lists established and maintained pursuant to Clauses 4(2) and 5(2), 

respectively, of Legal Notice No. 277 of 2021as amended by Legal Notice No. 

278 of 2021.   

Accordingly, the Commission submits the names of Mr. Junior Benjamin and 

Mr. Curt Simon to Her Excellency…”—as enclosed. 

And that is the reason why we are debating these nominations, Mr. Speaker, to 
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approve or not approve the recommendations by Her Excellency.  But Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. Junior Benjamin is no stranger to us here in this Parliament because we would 

have somehow approved similar notifications for him to be appointed in the Office 

of Commissioner of Police, and as the Minister would have rightly indicated, he 

would have served in the Office of Commissioner of Police during the period of 

February the 6th, 2025 to June 2025.  And Mr. Curt Simon, my recollection when I 

served briefly as Minister of National Security, he also would have served as an 

acting Deputy Commissioner of Police for a period of time.   

I do not have the information but both officers are career officers and would 

have moved up the ranks of the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service from constable 

to Assistant Commissioner of Police to Deputy Commissioner of Police, would have 

served the country in senior executive levels at the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service, appeared before joint select committees of Parliament and discharging their 

responsibilities in what I would regard as a very professional manner.  So there is 

nothing that the President would have provided to us here, the Parliament, that would 

cause us to object to the qualifications of the two very senior officers of the Trinidad 

and Tobago Police Service, Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon, because they are 

well known to some of us who would have served in the previous Parliament and 

this Parliament.   

But Mr. Speaker, we and the country obviously have to be reminded that we 

are in a state of emergency.  It is not the reason for this debate, but we are asked to 

approve these nominations because vacancies would be created in the offices of 

Commissioner of Police as well as the Deputy Commissioner of Police in the midst 

of a state of emergency.  A state of emergency which was justified and called for by 

one of the office holders, the Commissioner of Police who will now be going to 

Colorado, Denver, to attend this International Association of Chiefs of Police 
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Annual Conference.  And, Mr. Speaker, the country is yearning to find out from the 

Government, because the Commissioner of Police simply cannot leave the country 

on his own.  He has to seek the appropriate leave from his seniors, and I think from 

the Ministry of Homeland Security to attend this conference.  So someone and some 

high office holder, I think it is the Minister, would have to give his objection or non-

objection to the Commissioner of Police attending an international conference in the 

midst of a state of public emergency in Trinidad and Tobago, especially when the 

state of emergency was justified by the same Commissioner of Police.   

Mr. Speaker, we cannot take these things lightly these are very serious 

matters.  These are not ordinary times in Trinidad and Tobago, our rights are being 

suspended because based on information that we are all familiar with, the lives of 

senior persons in this country are under threat and we have no information 

whatsoever, whether the circumstances that justified a state of public emergency in 

Trinidad and Tobago have changed but we have notifications before us here today 

with no sufficient or lack of justification by the Minister of Homeland Security 

simply to say well, 600 people attended a networking and what have you.  We have 

serious problems in Trinidad and Tobago today that require the attention of the 

substantive office holder as well as the Deputy Commissioner of Police.   

There must be extraneous circumstances that will justify why two senior 

police officers, one being the Commissioner of Police and Deputy Commissioner of 

Police to leave this country during the state of emergency without proper 

justification, simply to say that you want to associate with 600 people and you want 

to network.  We need to do better than that, Mr. Speaker, we need to do better than 

that and this is not about blowing air in bag, it is a serious matter.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  There are a few serious matters, Mr. Speaker.  You see, Mr. 
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Speaker, we need to take our jobs seriously and when we serve in office of Ministers 

we have to understand, “this is not no joke”, these are serious matters.  To leave your 

office with a bag and come to Parliament says a lot about what is happening in one’s 

brain, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, let me tell this country that-— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Mr. Speaker, please ask Members to observe the Standing 

Orders.  Mr. Speaker, during this state of emergency we have 72 murders reported, 

72 murders, 23 murders in the last two weeks, Mr. Speaker, and a triple murder last 

night.  During a state of public emergency in Trinidad and Tobago, and that is where 

the Opposition is taking issue because this is a very serious matter.  This is a very 

serious matter.  So it cannot be— 

Dr. Moonilal:  Standing Order 48, this is not a crime debate.  Thank you.   

Mr. Speaker:  The issue is a simple one.  It is either you are going to approve it or 

you are not going to approve it, that is the narrow issue.  The narrow issue framed 

in the Motion is that.  Let us just move on and not introduce extraneous, borderline, 

irrelevancy, hyperbole.  So let us move on, it really is irrelevant to the central issue 

framed in the Motion.   

5.30 p.m. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your guidance. But, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker:  You are welcome.   

Mr. M. Gonzales:—the point I am making in this notification, this Parliament, Mr. 

Speaker, the elected Members of this House and we in the Opposition, we have a 

responsibility to scrutinize the nominations and the recommendations by the 

President on a very serious matter with the Commissioner and the Deputy 

Commissioner of Police being out of the country.  We are saying that it must be 

taken in the context in which we exist in this country, where we have serious and 
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pressing issues before us because the Commissioner of Police and the Deputy 

Commissioner of Police, Mr. Speaker, in order to attend this conference, would have 

had to receive the objection or non-objection from the office-holder, and that is the 

point I am making. 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, I think you have made that point.   

Mr. M. Gonzales:  That is the point I am making.   

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, we are saying that we have pressing issues in this 

country where office-holders, senior office-holders, should have taken all of these 

into consideration before allowing senior police officers, the Commissioner of 

Police and the Deputy Commissioner of Police to leave this jurisdiction, Mr. 

Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker, the point where Mr. Benjamin is concerned, a career, police 

officer, well-experienced, would have served in the office of Commissioner of 

Police, the Opposition has no objection to the experience and the suitability of Mr. 

Benjamin.  The Opposition has no objection to the suitability and the qualification 

of Mr. Curt Simon to act as well in the office of Deputy Commissioner of Police.  

But, Mr. Speaker, to end on this point, we are saying that the issue of the State of 

Emergency in Trinidad and Tobago should be one that should have weighed heavily 

on the decision to have those two office-holders absent themselves from the 

jurisdiction at this point in time.  I thank you, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Couva South.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Public Utilities and Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister 

(Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, I truly did not 

intend to enter today’s debate but I simply cannot allow the Member for 
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Arouca/Lopinot to raise some serious matters and not have the Government respond 

to it.   

Now, clearly, Mr. Speaker, the hot air seems to have escaped the bag and 

entered into the Chamber.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  The hon. Member for Arouca/Lopinot raised several issues, one 

being that during a state of emergency, that was justified by the Commissioner of 

Police, the substantive Commissioner and one of the deputies will be out of the 

country for a few days.  Mr. Speaker, I want to assure the nation that over the next 

few days, while the substantive Commissioner and Deputy Commissioner will be 

abroad, what will happen is that the nation will continue to see progress; progress in 

the area of crime fighting because this Government has demonstrated that we have 

the political will to fight crime. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, we are here today to deal with the notifications 

before the honourable House concerning one Mr. Junior Benjamin to act as 

Commissioner of Police, and Mr. Curt Simon to act as Deputy Commissioner of 

Police, pursuant to section 123(4) of the Constitution.   

Mr. Speaker, these matters are not mere formalities and the Government 

understands the seriousness of this and therefore, I want to remind Members of the 

Opposition, it was the then and current Member for Siparia who assisted in 

formulating the policies that we have today, that allow for the Parliament to 

scrutinize any acting appointment that has to be made to the office of the 

Commissioner of Police or that of Deputy Commissioner of Police.  That is the 

legacy of the Member for Siparia as it relates to parliamentary scrutiny.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 



80 

Commissioner of Police (Ag)  2025.10.10 

Hon. B. Padarath (cont’d) 

  

UNREVISED 

Hon. B. Padarath:  That is why we are here today, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker, I have said to you, these are not mere formalities.  It goes to the 

very heart of our Constitution and therefore, Mr. Speaker, today, when we speak 

about the rule of law, we speak about the public confidence in the command of the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.  Mr. Speaker, I say that this Government stands 

in support of the nomination of Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon because we have 

every trust, faith and confidence that the work that has been laid out by the 

substantive Commissioner, particularly over the last few months during the State of 

Emergency, is yielding results, and it is yielding real, tangible results in the streets 

of Trinidad and Tobago.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  And while, Mr. Speaker, it may not be at the point and it may 

not be statistically where we want it not be, we are starting to see, Mr. Speaker, those 

real, tangible results, in terms of the drop in homicides, but also in terms of other 

serious crimes.   

Mr. Speaker, these notifications arise solely because of the official overseas 

engagement of the substantive Commissioner of Police. Commissioner Allister 

Guevarro has been formally been invited by the Embassy of the United States 

America to attend the International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP), 2025, 

Annual Conference and Exposition to be held from October 18 of 21, 2025, in 

Denver, Colorado.  I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, that the substantive Commissioner 

will not be on a golf course while murders continue in Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, 48(1). 

Hon. B. Padarath:  I am speaking about the appointment—[Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  No.  I think it is relevant—well— 
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Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. Young SC:  How is that—golf course?  “Who playing on ah golf course?” 

Mr. Speaker:  48(1) is not applicable.  All the Member is saying is that the 

Commissioner will continue to be on the job.  That is all he is saying.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, if I may clarify?  Speaking about Commissioner 

going and would not be on a golf course, is relevant to this appointment? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hang on a second.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Your objection is that 48(1) is employed?  The Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot spent a lot of time talking about the vacuum created with the 

absence of these two officers.  All the Member is simply doing is responding to say 

there is no vacuum created.  That is all he is doing.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  With respect, Mr. Speaker, that is not all the Member is saying.  

With respect, Mr. Speaker, the Member is speaking about a golf course having to 

do— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, but it might be— 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:—the appointment of a replacement of the Commissioner of 

Police. 

Mr. Speaker:  Perhaps it may be liberal use of some kind of—irony sometimes 

allowed in a debate.  So, let us continue, please, and move on.  This is a narrow issue.  

The issue framed in the Motion is very narrow. So, let us continue and move on 

quickly, shall we?  

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, as I have indicated 

before, that the vacancy arises because of the substantive Commissioner heading to 

Denver, Colorado, during the period 18th to the 21st, 2025.  Therefore, while Mr. 
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Junior Benjamin is being positioned to act as Commissioner of Police, the 

Government will continue to be in contact with the Minister of Homeland Security, 

the Minister of Defence and others, with the substantive Commissioner, 

understanding, Mr. Speaker, that this Commissioner is not going there for a joyride.  

He is not going there for a holiday.  And therefore, when you have serious matters 

being addressed, in terms of institutional changes within the TTPS that will bring 

about changes that will redound to the benefit of the people of Trinidad and Tobago 

in the spheres of training, Mr. Speaker; in the areas of technical cooperation, Mr. 

Speaker; in areas of manpower, partnerships, those are the tangible benefits that we 

see that the substantive Commissioner will bring, but understanding that because the 

Government is supporting Mr. Junior Benjamin, who is very experienced, who has 

acted in this position before, will continue to work hand in hand even though the 

substantive Commissioner is abroad.   

So therefore, the issues raised by the Member for Arouca/Lopinot simply does 

not arise, Mr. Speaker; simply does not arise.  You see, Mr. Speaker, the 2025 

programme that Mr. Guevarro will attend, where it will create the vacancy for the 

Commissioner of Police and the Deputy Commissioner of Police, features a 

high-level panel and sessions on emerging security threats, digital transformation, 

leadership, crime prevention and international cooperation.   

Mr. Speaker, several countries around the world have already declared war.  

Well, the AG has declared war on others.   

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Have I? 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Well, I would hope so, that you have.  While the AG has 

declared war on others here in Trinidad and Tobago, you are looking at partnering 

with other nations who have also declared war on the drug trade, have declared war 

on gun trafficking— 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—who have declared war on human trafficking.  Therefore, 

today, to say that the Commissioner of Police is going to the United States for a 

conference, leaving a vacuum here in Trinidad and Tobago during a state of 

emergency, is the furthest thing from the truth.   

Instead, the partnerships that the substantive Commissioner of Police seeks to 

bring to Trinidad and Tobago will continue the work and the legacy that this 

Commissioner, the substantive Commissioner and his colleagues, inclusive of one 

Junior Benjamin and one Curt Simon, will bring to the people of Trinidad and 

Tobago and the fight against crime.   

Mr. Speaker, this Government is not myopic in its approach.  We understand 

that we need technical assistance, that we need to partner with others.  That is why 

the Commissioner indicated that when he had received this information, there was 

collaboration with the Commissioner in ensuring that we have the systematic 

approach that is much needed to continue the fight here locally.  That is why we can 

stand solidly as a Government and say to you, that while the statistics are not where 

we want it to be, it is going in the right direction because it is going down— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—it is going down and it is going down.  Therefore, it requires 

strong leadership.  It requires proven leadership and therefore, the Government did 

not seek, like others—you know, how our colleagues across the floor are all of a 

sudden very pious.  We know it is a holy season but spare us the hypocrisy, Mr. 

Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  The Member for Siparia did not go the President’s House to 

intercept any merit list.  Instead— 
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Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, I rise on 48(1), once again.  You yourself just said 

that it was a very narrow point.  I rise on 48(1).   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  How is this subject matter relevant to what we are speaking 

about? 

Mr. Speaker:  If you will allow me to proceed.   

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member, can we move along on that?  It is a narrow issue.  Let us 

just move along.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  It is very ironic that to knock on the table when I—[Inaudible] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, facts are a stubborn thing.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Therefore, in terms of contextualizing why we are here today, 

one, and justifying the choice of the selection of the Police Service Commission, put 

squarely what the debate is about, which is before us—because the only way we 

could have gotten the names “Junior Benjamin” and “Curt Simon” is if the Police 

Service Commission had made the recommendations, and that was exactly the point 

that the Member for Arouca/Lopinot made.  All I am simply saying is that we could 

have chosen to play politics with the appointment of these persons acting in these 

positions— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—or we could have chosen to derelict our duty, we could have 

chosen to hand select who we wanted.  But instead, we did the decent and right thing, 

which was to choose to the persons— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. B. Padarath:—to support who was most qualified, most competent to act in 

the position, and that is why we are here today supporting the appointments of one 

Mr. Benjamin and one Mr. Curt Simon.  I cannot say the same for my colleagues 

opposite.  I heard the Member for Barataria/San Juan earlier said, on the other side, 

they have one position when they are in Government, and then they have another 

position when they are in Opposition.  They sat there quietly with sanctimonious 

hypocrisy. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Sanctimonious hypocrisy, wanting to lecture this side.  

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  I rise on 48(6), Mr. Speaker.  I have sat in this House, even 

today, and heard all you have said and guided about the type of language and all of 

that; that your guidance has been given to this side.  I stand on 48(6), once again, to 

speak about the way the Members on this side that are being referred to—  

Ms. Mohit:  That is a speech. 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:—by the Member for Couva South. 

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Ms. Mohit:  That is a speech. 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  And so, “what happen?”  We are in the Parliament, I cannot 

speak? 

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. Speaker:  48(6) is imputing improper motive.  It does not apply.  Move on.  

5.45 p.m. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, I think if Members opposite spent more time inside 

of the Chamber and less time in the tea room—   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. B. Padarath:—they would know what is happening inside of the House and 

they would know their Standing Orders better, Mr. Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping]  

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  I rise again, Mr. Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  There is no need for that.  That is just unhelpful.  Let us just move 

on. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  The participation of the substantive Commissioner of Police 

has created the situation, as I said, that we find ourselves in today.  But, the Member 

for Arouca/Lopinot made a big song and dance about the impact or the possible 

impact that the substantive Commissioner’s absence from the country may have on 

Trinidad and Tobago.  

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, to the national community, that while one Mr. 

Junior Benjamin sits as Acting Commissioner of Police, the substantive 

Commissioner will be strengthening Trinidad and Tobago’s visibility and reputation 

in terms of global policing networks.  While one Mr. Curt Simmon will be sitting in 

the position of Deputy Commissioner of Police, the substantive DCP will be 

ensuring that we receive the support for the continued modernization of our law 

enforcement and intelligence capabilities, and facilitate direct collaboration with 

international counterparts on digital security, officer welfare, and organizational 

resilience. 

Mr. Speaker, the Government understands the need and the importance of the 

attendance of the substantive Commissioner and DCP in attending these conferences 

in order to bring about the fruits that we have identified.  Therefore, when you have 

well qualified people and you do not have square pegs in round holes, as we have 
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seen in the former administration you feel comforted in knowing that while Mr. 

Guevarro and others are going abroad to bring back tangible things to assist in 

policing in terms of networking, in terms of intelligence, and in terms of 

surveillance, that you will have suitable persons acting in the interest of the people 

of the Trinidad and Tobago, and not acting in the interest of those who may, who 

may, at one point in time seek to put them in these positions for their own political 

self-narrowed interest.  And, that is what you will not have on this Bench, Mr. 

Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. B. Padarath:  You will not have a Prime Minister inserting themselves while 

Mr. Guevarro is abroad.  Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I rise another issue, and that has 

to do with the constitutional and procedural context that we find ourselves in, in this 

debate.   

Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the constitutional process, the Police Service 

Commission acts under section 123(2) and (3) of the Constitution.   

My colleague Arouca/Lopinot spoke about Her Excellency issuing the 

notifications and Parliament under section 123(4) give its approval.  Mr. Speaker, 

this framework exists to ensure lawful continuity of command while safeguarding 

the independence of the police service from executive direction.  This House has 

debated similar notifications before, notably in 2018—and we all remember that 

merit list controversy—the 2021 (Selection Process) Orders, and the February 5th 

2025 debate, when these same names, Mr. Speaker, these same names that are 

brought to the Parliament through a notification today, in a previous incarnation, 

came before us.   

Mr. Speaker, whether seated on that side of the Chamber then or on this side 

today, our Government Members have consistently affirmed that Parliament’s duty 
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to scrutinize these appointments is a constitutional safeguard.  It is a safeguard that 

we are exercising today, as we did when we were in Opposition.  We are supporting 

that same safeguard today.  Mr. Speaker, the safeguard strengthens the process.  It 

strengthens transparency that it can be held up in terms of accountability to the 

people of Trinidad and Tobago when we swore to uphold the Constitution and the 

law. 

Mr. Speaker, it is often said that if one does not reflect on the past, sometimes 

we are doomed to repeat the mistakes of the past.  I want to remind that while we 

seek to empower Mr. Junior Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon both as Acting 

Commissioner of Police and then as DCP Acting, on February 5th 2025, a few 

months ago, the debate then guided us.  The reference is on the official Hansard 

record of two key perspectives, one from the former Prime Minister and then 

Member for Diego Martin West that these appointments originate with the Police 

Service Commission and not the Government.  Few times—I cannot recall one 

instance at all—but on this occasion I reflect on the words from former Prime 

Minister then who reminded us that this process come from the PSC and not the 

Government.   

But, Mr. Speaker, Parliament’s role is to confirm the lawful chain of authority 

from the PSC’s decision through the presidential notification to the approval of this 

House.  This duty must be discharged free from political interference.  So we have 

inherited this merit list coming from the Police Service Commission, but the onus 

now is on the Government.  Therefore, the Government, as I said before and I am 

sure colleagues will agree with me, that we have every trust, every faith, and every 

confidence in the exercise that we are engaged in here today knowing that the 

safeguards in our Constitution and in the constitutional process allow and lend itself 

for the buy-in of the national population to understand that we are putting the right 
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people at the right time without any political inference.  And, that is a stark difference 

in terms of the approach that this Government is taking today under the Member for 

Siparia, compared to the last Government under the Member for Diego Martin West 

at that time. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, on the second limb from the then and current 

Member for Oropouche East, Parliament should also examine whether legitimate 

basis exists for the Acting Appointment under the PSC’s own policy.  I see the 

Member for Oropouche East nodding in approval, and that is why I tell you, when 

we said it then, we stand by our position and we say it now. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, the Member had indicated that Parliament should 

also examine whether a legitimate basis exists for the acting appointment under the 

PSC’s own policy.  The Member for Oropouche East indicated it must be verified 

that the process and documentation are in proper order, that the use of any order of 

merit list must meet standards that preserve public confidence; must preserve public 

confidence.  Therefore, today, while we are asking the House to support the 

appointment of one Mr. Junior Benjamin to act in the role of Commissioner of 

Police, and DCP Simon acting of course, in that position, it is to ensure that public 

confidence remains in the process, and that is what we are about from day one.  That 

is why proudly we can say that the hon. Prime Minister, serving in a different 

capacity at that time, was one of the main architects, and therefore, we hold through 

to the position when it was first brought about to now being in Government—

because we could have simply taken a very different approach.   

But, Mr. Speaker, for far too often in our recent past under former 

administrations who sought to undermine public confidence in the Police Service 
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Commission—you are not seeing that today.  You are seeing where we are saying 

that these two gentlemen who have appeared as number one on the merit list will get 

the Government’s support, because they are astute, they are competent, and they are 

qualified.  Therefore, we have no political horses in the race.  The horse that is in the 

race is the horse that belongs to the people of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  They do not wear the rising sun emblazoned on them, but, Mr. 

Speaker, there was a time when Members opposite were hoping that they would have 

worn a balisier, like the tie that they wear today inside of the Parliament, seeking 

their own narrow interest.   

Mr. Speaker, the use of any order of merit list must meet standards that 

preserve public confidence.  Such safeguards are vital during times of heightened 

security of the police service.  Heightened security comes while we are in the middle 

of a state of emergency.  That is not news to us, as the Member for Arouca/Lopinot 

attempted to bring a lot of sound and fury, and concern.  The reason why we were 

so comfortable in supporting the appointment of Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon 

is that, knowing during a state of emergency the safeguards that are vital during the 

times of heightened the security, that the police service themselves must be able to 

demonstrate their impartiality and their ability to conduct themselves and their work 

without undue influence.   

Mr. Speaker, we see on this side of the House merit in both positions in the 

insistence on lawful process and in a demand for public confidence.  In today’s 

debate our responsibility is therefore clear, not to rubber stamp, not to investigate, 

though the AG promise some investigations today, but to ensure the law is observed 

in the chain of command preserved, all without compromising the independence of 

the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service. 
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Mr. Speaker, there are three tests of today’s notifications for Mr. Benjamin 

and Mr. Simon.  To guide our deliberations, I propose three tests by which these 

notifications should be measured.  Each reflects Parliament’s duty to uphold the law, 

safeguard stability, and maintain trust, and that is what this is about.   

Test one: lawfulness.  The notifications are anchored in section 123(4) of the 

Constitution, and in the Commissioner and Deputy Commissioner (Selection 

Process) Orders 2021, Legal Notices 277, 278, of 2021.  The President’s 

communication confirms that the PSC’s nominations are for a clearly defined 

temporary period of absence.  On this test, the notifications are properly before the 

House.   

Mr. Speaker, test two: continuity and capability.  Mr. Junior Benjamin, as the 

Deputy Commissioner, possesses the seniority, operational command and 

experience necessary to act as Commissioner during this short period.  Mr. Curt 

Simon as Assistant Commissioner is well placed to act as Deputy Commissioner, 

ensuring that no leadership vacuum in specialized divisions.  Specialized divisions, 

at this time during a state of emergency, are very important to the operational limb 

of the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.   

Therefore, again, that is why we feel comforted, we are satisfied to lend our 

support to Mr. Curt Simon, understanding that his role and function, separate and 

apart from the Acting Commissioner of Police, will lend itself to the operational 

issues.  That is why my colleague, the Minister of Homeland Security, can stand 

boldly, and proudly and tell you that while Mr. Junior Benjamin and Mr. Curt Simon 

act in these positions, they receive the support of the State in terms of the operational 

limb of the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.  That is something that I cannot say 

that our colleagues, when in Government, lent their support to.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, if I may I rise on Standing Order 55(1)(b)?  Mr. 
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Speaker, this is tedious repetition.  We have heard these points over and over, and 

over again.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, I do not recall which Member would have made that point.  

The mover of the Motion spoke.  The Member for Arouca/Lopinot spoke.  None of 

them made those points.  Overruled, continue.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, it is really a sad state of affairs that Members come 

to this House and they do not prepare properly.  They do not even read the 

notifications.  Because, Mr. Speaker, I am speak about the Deputy Commissioner of 

Police.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker— 

Hon. B. Padarath:  I am speaking about— 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:—when I rose on 55(1)(b) I am speaking of the Member 

repeating himself— 

Hon. B. Padarath: “But you don’t even know what you talking about.”  

Dr.Gadsby-Dolly:—tediously, ad nauseam, Mr. Speaker.  Round, and round, and 

round. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  The Member carefully laid out a three-pronged test.  Continue 

Member.   

6.00 p.m.  

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker:  May I remind you that you have one minute again.  

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you.  Mr. Speaker, do I have any additional time— 

Hon. Member:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—for all the interruptions.   
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Mr. Speaker:  Yes, you do, you do.  Go ahead.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, while we have spoken 

about instilling public trust and confidence in the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service, as well as the institution itself, I want to also say, Mr. Speaker, that while 

Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Simon act in these positions, we give the assurance to the 

nation that there will be no executive interference in the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service operations.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, we give the assurance that while Mr. Benjamin 

and Mr. Simon act in these positions, the PSC and the DPP retain full constitutional 

independence and there will be no interference by any Prime Minister or Minister of 

Homeland Security.   

Hon. Member:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, we give the assurance to the nation that while Mr. 

Benjamin and Mr. Simon act in these positions, the Government’s role, and we 

understand it very clearly, is to provide a lawful framework resources, resources, 

resources and oversight, not to direct investigations or select officers.  You would 

not get that from this side, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker, within 60 days the relevant Ministers will table a concise written 

update on measures implemented during and after the acting period, and we give 

that commitment to the people of Trinidad and Tobago, including: command 

handover, continuity of critical operations and any process improvement identified.  

Mr. Speaker, for 10 years we have had acting appointments come to the Parliament, 

and never once, never once under the authority of the Prime Minister and the 

Minister of Homeland Security, I am saying today, within 60 days the relevant 

Ministers will table a concise written update on measures implemented during and 
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after the acting period, including command handover, continuity of critical 

operations and any process improvements identified.  And therefore, we are able to 

measure the successes of those that we put to act, therefore having something to 

measure it against should another acting appointment come up, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker, these were the loopholes that today while we seek to put an acting 

Commissioner of Police, a deputy Commissioner of Police, we are taking it one step 

forward because this is a Government that intends on being accountable to the 

Parliament and ultimately to the people of Trinidad and Tobago.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  And Members opposite shake their heads and nod, Mr. Speaker, 

knowing that you had in the former administration, a Minister of government, a 

Minister of National Security saying to the population, my job is not to secure you.  

That was said on the public record. 

Hon. Member:  Shame, shame, shame. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Today this Government is saying that while we seek to put Mr. 

Benjamin and Mr. Simon in acting positions, we within 60 days will measure the 

successes or even if there is a lack of success, we will measure that and then report 

to the Parliament.  If that is not performance, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what is.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, today, today, we speak about succession and 

capability in terms of measuring any acting appointments.  And therefore, Mr. 

Speaker, we can speak of the assessment of the nominees, we could speak about the 

performance of the TTPS under the current leadership, and I would like to take the 

opportunity, as Mr. Guevarro, the substantive Commissioner, prepares to go on 

international training and conference, to wish him the very best success.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. B. Padarath:  Because when Mr. Guevarro and the TTPS wins, all of Trinidad 

and Tobago wins.  Mr. Speaker, and anybody who is against that, is seeking to serve 

their own narrow political interests.  But the population has seen through that narrow 

political interest exercised by our colleagues opposite.  And therefore, Mr. Speaker, 

when this administration took office in May 2025, we inherited 4,500 murders in a 

decade.  

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, I rise on 48(1).  

Mr. Speaker:  Let us just, let us just move on now. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, within months of assuming responsibility, while 

today, the substantive Commissioner and deputy are going to seek partnerships 

abroad that will assist us in terms of, both the administration and the operations of 

the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service, they go so with the support of the 

Government, Mr. Speaker, knowing that the persons that have been identified by the 

PSC will lend its support in terms of proper leadership and management of the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service at a critical time during the state of emergency.   

Mr. Speaker, over the past couple of months, we have seen over a 56 per cent 

decrease in some areas— 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, I rise on 48(1) and 55(1)(b).  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  We have heard this over and over again.  

Hon. B. Padarath:  I never spoke about 56 per cent. 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  And you ruled that it is a narrow Motion.   

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, but it is the Member for Arouca/Lopinot who opened the door.  

It is a narrow Motion, that that door was opened.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Mr. Speaker, you stopped him, you prevented him.   

Mr. Speaker:  I stopped him on crime and 23 murders in two/three days.  
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Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  But that is what the Member was speaking about, the crime 

number rate and the number of murders, Mr. Speaker.  I am only using what you had 

ruled on.   

Mr. Speaker:  Look, overruled.  Just continue.  Just skip along, let us get on with 

it.   

Hon. Member:  What madness.   

Ms. John:  I “doh” understand that. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, as previously indicated— 

Hon. Member:  Yes!  

[Opposition Members exit Chamber] 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  As previously indicated—you can run but you cannot hide!  

You can run but you cannot hide, Mr. Speaker, as the Members of the Opposition 

exit the Parliament.  Once more abdicating their duty to the people of Trinidad and 

Tobago, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous shouting] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  We say to them, you can run but you cannot hide.  The people 

of Trinidad and Tobago will measure you today.  The people of Trinidad and Tobago 

will measure you today by your lack of commitment to process.  The people of 

Trinidad and Tobago will measure the Opposition today as we see the empty 

Benches, Mr. Speaker, as we see the empty Benches.  The Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot is no longer with us, the Member for Arima is never ever with us. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  The Member for Diego Martin North/East is gone; the Member 

for St. Ann’s East is gone.  Well, we thought we would not have seen the Member 

for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West after April 28th, he too is gone for another 
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time, bowled out by the Government. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  The Member for Port of Spain South is gone; the Member for 

Arouca/Maloney is never here; the Member for Diego Martin Central, gone; the 

Member for Diego Martin West, gone; the Member for Laventille East; the Member 

for Laventille West, all gone, Mr. Speaker, on an important Motion, all, all, all!   

Hon. Member:  “The whole maxi gone.” 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Abdicating their responsibility, their duty to the people of 

Trinidad and Tobago.  Why?—because they did not have the political will to stand 

up here and contribute, contribute. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Each Member is allowed 45 minutes where you stand up and 

you give your contribution, you say why you are supporting or why you are not 

supporting.  This Government can tell you about the safeguards, we can tell you 

about the process, we can tell you about the constitutional support that we are giving, 

we can tell you about the Member for Tunapuna, the Member for St. Joseph, the 

Member for Toco/Sangre Grande, our own Attorney General who they are afraid to 

go to war with them.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—having identified why, why, Mr. Speaker?  Identifying, 

pellucidly— 

Hon. Members:  Clear. 

Hon. B. Padarath:—pellucidly identifying— 

Hon. Members:  Clear.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  I will not fall in that trap.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter].   
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Hon. B. Padarath:  Identifying pellucidly why we have faith, trust and confidence 

in Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Simon.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, on this side of the House we are not using any 

person or persons in the TTPS to achieve any political objectives.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  That is not the modus operandi of our colleagues opposite.  And 

that is part of the reason why we are here and they are there, but now they are gone 

and the day will come when the entire Government under the Member for Siparia 

will be sitting on this side of the House because they are wasteful, they are 

hypocritical, they have nothing to contribute, they have demonstrated that while they 

were in government and today they are demonstrating that while they are in 

Opposition, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, I want to once more indicate that the Government 

is prepared to support the nomination of Mr. Simon as deputy Commissioner of 

Police, acting, Mr. Benjamin, and we want to congratulate Mr. Allister Guevarro and 

his brave men and woman for the significant drop in the crime rate that we are seeing.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  A lot more needs to be done.  But with their support when they 

return knowing that they would be properly trained, they will create partnerships 

abroad that will bring benefit to the people of Trinidad and Tobago and when the 

TTPS wins, Trinidad and Tobago wins— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—with the hon Member for Siparia, Prime Minister Kamla 

Persad-Bissessar.  I thank you, Mr. Speaker.   



99 

Commissioner of Police (Ag)  2025.10.10 

Hon. B. Padarath (cont’d) 

  

UNREVISED 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister of Homeland Security. 

Hon. Members:  “Yeaah.  Gee dem, gee dem, man.”  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. Ameen:  “Yuh ha de bag dey.” 

Hon. Member:  Walk out on safety.   

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, after 

my colleague would have spoken this evening— 

Hon. Member:  They collapsed. 

Hon. R. Alexander:—yeah, yeah, I realized that we are left with the ghost of time 

past.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Ms. Ameen:  That too. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Because clearly, Mr. Speaker, the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot— 

Hon. Member:  The ghost.   

Hon. R. Alexander:—did not even realize that in this SOE there is no restrictions 

to persons, because his leader was able to fly.   

Hon. Members:  “Ahhh.”  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  And, Mr. Speaker, let me also say this, during their SOE, a 

state prosecutor was murdered, but yet they continue to have this conversation, 

willy-nilly.   

Mr. Speaker, I worked with both Mr. Benjamin in my past life, and Mr. Simon, 

and I highly recommend them to the posts of acting Deputy Commissioner of Police 

and acting Commissioner of Police.  Mr. Benjamin and Mr. Simon, they are both 

career police officers and they will continue to hold the fort until the return of the 

Commissioner of Police and the Deputy Commissioner of Police.  Mr. Speaker, I 
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beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question put.  

Ms. Ameen:  They gone.   

Hon. Member:  Ghost. 

Hon. Member:  Division. 

Mr. Speaker:  I am not sure.  I just want to check whether a division is available on 

a Motion.  Is it available on a Motion?  

[Clerk confers with Speaker] 

Mr. Speaker:  I am advised, but yeah— 

Hon. Member:  Where is the— 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, the Clerk will take the division. 

The House voted:  Ayes  27    

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B. 

Tancoo, Hon. D. 

John, Hon. J. 

Moonilal, Hon. Dr. R. 

Lee, Hon. D.  

Hosein, Hon. S. 

Ameen, Hon. K. 

Alexander, Hon. R. 

Maharaj, Hon. D. 

Mohit, Hon. V. 

Sturge, Hon. W. 

Bodoe, Hon. Dr. L. 
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Dowlath, Hon. Dr. M. 

Ali, Dr. A.  

Morris, W.  

Benjamin, Hon. M.  

Sobers, Hon. S. 

Watts, Hon. P.  

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R. 

Kesar, Hon. E. 

Elder, Hon. C.  

Sam, Ms. S.  

Narinesingh, H.  

Roopnarine, Dr. N.  

Gosine, Dr. C.  

Thomas, D.  

Sampson, J.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Padarath:  Where is the Opposition?  We need to ask them.  Abandoned the 

people of Trinidad and Tobago.   

Question agreed to. 

Resolved:  

That the notification of the President of the nomination by the Police Service 

Commission of Mr. Junior Benjamin to act in the office of Commissioner of 

Police be approved. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister of Homeland Security, can I now invite you to move the 

Motion standing in your name, Motion No. 2.   
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF POLICE (AG.) 

(NOMINATION OF MR. CURT SIMON) 

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Which one is that? 

Hon. Member:  Curt Simon. 

Ms. Ameen:  I thought both of them were in one. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Both of them were in one. 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, I am advised by the staff who are far more au courant with this 

procedure than I ever am or will become.  I am advised that the second Motion must 

be read into the record. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  I beg to move Motion No. 2 standing in my name.  

Mr. Speaker:  Can I invite you to read the contents of the Motion into the record? 

Ms. Ameen:  Just now.  “He done pack up ah ready, Mr. Speaker.” 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]   

Ms. Ameen:  “Look it here.” 

Hon. R. Alexander:  “Ah done pack up ah ready, you know.”   

6.15 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, I beg the move Motion No. 2 in my name: 

Whereas section 123(1)(a) of the Constitution of the Republic of Trinidad and 

Tobago (“the Constitution”) provides that the Police Service Commission 

shall have the power to appoint persons to hold or act in the Office of 

Commissioner and Deputy Commissioner of Police; 

And whereas section 123(3) of the Constitution provides that the Police 

Service Commission shall submit to the President a list of names of persons 

nominated for appointment to the offices of Commissioner or Deputy 

Commissioner of Police;  
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And whereas section 123(4) of the Constitution provides that the President 

shall issue a Notification in respect of each person nominated under 

subsection (3) and the Notification shall be subjected to affirmative resolution 

of the House of Representatives;  

And whereas the President has on the 3rd day of October, 2025 issued a 

Notification in respect of the nomination;  

And whereas it is expedient to approve the Notification: 

Be it resolved that the Notification of the President of the nomination by the 

Police Service Commission of Mr. Curt Simon to act in the office of Deputy 

Commission of Police be approved.    

I beg to move. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister, can I, for the sake of the accuracy of the public record—

can I just ask you to read into  the public record the recital of the Motion where the 

Police Service Commission has submitted the name of  Mr. Curt Simon as the person 

nominated to so act.  This is simply for the accuracy of the public record, which 

Hansard stands—I am afraid that they—outside of Hansard, it will not be reflected 

that Mr. Simon’s name was actually submitted.  So can I just invite you to read that 

one part before the resolution is put to the House? 

Hon. R. Alexander:    Mr. Speaker,  

And whereas the Police Service Commission has submitted to the President 

the name Mr. Curt Simon, Assistant Commissioner of Police, as the person 

nominated to act in the Office of Deputy Commissioner of Police;  

Mr. Speaker:    Can I just ask you to read the resolution now before we put the 

question? 

Hon. R. Alexander:    Alright.  
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Be it resolved that the Notification of the President of the nomination by the 

Police Service Commission of Mr. Curt Simon to act in the Office of Deputy 

Commissioner of Police be approved.  

I beg to move.  

Hon. Members:    [Desk thumping] 

Question put  

Hon. Member:    Division. 

Mr. Speaker:    Let us take the division. 

Hon. Member:  Division. 

The House voted:   Ayes  27   

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B. 

Tancoo, Hon. D. 

John, Hon. J 

Moonilal, Hon. Dr. R. 

Lee, Hon. D.  

Hosein, Hon. S. 

Ameen, Hon. K. 

Alexander, Hon. R. 

Maharaj, Hon. D. 

Mohit, Hon. V. 

Sturge, Hon. W. 

Bodoe, Hon. Dr. L. 

Dowlath, Hon. Dr. M. 

Ali, Dr. A. 

Morris, W.  
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Benjamin, Hon. M.  

Sobers, Hon. S. 

Watts, Hon. P.  

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R. 

Kesar, Hon. E. 

Elder, Hon. C.  

Sam, Ms. S.  

Narinesingh, H.  

Roopnarine, Dr. N.  

Gosine, Dr. C.  

Thomas, D. 

Sampson, J. 

Question put and agreed to.     

Resolved:  

That the Notification of the President of the nomination of Mr. Curt Simon to act 

in the office of Deputy Commissioner of Police be approved. 

Hon. Members:    [Desk thumping] 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Speaker:    Leader of the House. 

The Minister of Public Utilities and Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister 

(Hon. Barry Padarath):    Thank you kindly, Mr. Speaker.    Mr. Speaker, I beg to 

move that this House do now adjourn to Monday, 13 October, 2025, at 1:30 p.m., 

where the Minister of Finance will present the 2025/2026 fiscal package to the nation.  

Question put and agreed to. 

House adjourned accordingly. 

Adjourned at 6.25 p.m. 


