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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 16, 2026 

The House met at 1.30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

[MADAM DEPUTY SPEAKER in the Chair] 

CONDOLENCES 

(MR. EDWARD “EDDIE” GEORGE HART) 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, I wish to inform this House of the 

passing of former Member of Parliament for Tunapuna, Mr. Edward “Eddie” 

George Hart, who departed this life on January 04, 2026. He served as a Member 

of Parliament for Tunapuna in the 4th, 5th, 7th, and 8th Republican Parliaments. I 

now invite hon. Members to pay their respective tributes to Mr. Hart.  I know call 

on the Member for La Horquetta/Talparo.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs (Hon. Phillip Watts):  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, on behalf of the Government of Trinidad and Tobago, I rise to extend 

heartfelt condolences to the family, loved ones and colleagues of the hon. Edward 

“Eddie” George Hart who passed away on January 04, 2026. Mr. Hart’s journey, 

from modest beginnings at an orphanage in Tacarigua to becoming a distinguished 

parliamentarian, pioneering, community leader, and tireless advocate for sport and 

youth development, stands as a testament to resilience, dedication and selfless 

service.  

Throughout his remarkable life, Mr. Hart championed grassroot initiatives, and 

mentored countless young athletes through his enduring contribution to football, 

cricket, steelpan and community development. His establishment of the Eddie Hart 

Football League in 1967, an introduction of juvenile football in 1969, helped 
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shape generations of young people, including national icons, such as Russell 

Latapy, Earl Carter and Stern John, among others.  As a Member of Parliament for 

Tunapuna across four Parliaments spanning more than 16 years, and holding 

ministerial portfolios in health, sport, community development, culture, gender 

affairs and tourism, Mr. Hart served this nation with distinction and steadfast 

commitment.  On behalf of the Government, the Ministry of Sport and Youth 

Affairs salutes his sterling service to country and community, and joins the 

national sporting parliamentary fraternities in mourning the loss of a true patriot, 

and pioneer of sport and public service.   

Through you, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like us all on the both sides to 

observe one minute of silence for the passing of Mr. Eddie Hart for his sterling 

contribution to this country. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, Member.  I now call on the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Marvin Gonzales (Arouca/Lopinot):  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  I first want to say that the condolences that I am about to read was in fact 

read at Dr. Hart’s funeral by a former Member of Parliament and former Minister, 

Mrs. Marilyn Gordon, and I ask for kind permission to read this tribute because I 

thought it was quite fitting for this contribution.  

Dr. Edward George Phillip Hart, named after three kings of England, was 

born on the 15 March, 1936, in the village of Tacarigua, to an orphan girl of about 

14, at what was called the Tacarigua orphanage, known today as the St. Mary’s 

Children’s Home.  Her name was Calpatia, but everyone knew her as Thelma.  

Thelma’s mother was Majade, who came here as an indentured labourer from 
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India. Eddie was adopted in infancy by three of the most respected ladies  of 

Tacarigua, the aunts, Nen, Ella, Laura Sharlow and Ellenor Hodge, who became 

his surrogate mothers.  They lived at No. 11, Eastern Main Road, the same place 

where Eddie resided when he passed away.  Eddie was an extraordinary human 

being, quiet, soft spoken and humble, but a man of the people and a natural born 

leader. 

His career was varied.  He started school in Tacarigua and then started 

travelling on the train to go to Eastern Boys’ in Port of Spain. And in those days, 

the young people all travelled on the train and made their way to school to get into 

Port of Spain, but the train experience for them was very interesting.  On leaving 

school, he started training and became a student monitor, and as was the norm in 

those days of limited and expensive secondary educational opportunities, he did 

shorthand and typing as part of his development programme and eventually started 

teaching, but did not stay very long at it. Instead, he went about his life and the 

calling that beaconed.   

Being born opposite the Tacarigua savannah, the Orange Grove Savannah, 

where all the young men in the district who were like-minded to play sports, 

football and cricket in particular, he proved himself to be not only an outstanding 

footballer, but also an outstanding cricketer, going on to represent the country in 

both disciplines.   

Everyone in Tunapuna knew Eddie. Having played football from almost 

toddler stage in the savannah, he made lots of friends and, of course, a few enemies 

playing in the savannah, which was an open space that allowed young men to 

develop their skills.  Of course, in those days, most of them were playing 

barefooted, but they developed the kind of skills that we hardly see anymore and 
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made many of the boys outstanding footballers who played for the east St. George 

Football League.   

Over the years, Eddie was not only a national footballer, but a cricketer, a 

factory worker at Orange Grove Sugar Factory, and later worked with the Insect 

Vector Control Unit.  But his first love was always football, and the organization 

of football.  However, he also loved the steelpan, so that during the Carnival 

season, and during any season where steelpan is preeminent, you knew where to 

find him.  He would be at All Stars pan yard, playing various instruments in the 

pan yard, having discussions and arguments about the sound that they had to play.   

Getting back to the sport, he dedicated his life. Though having played football 

himself, and because of his great love for football, he got together with some 

friends from the area, including Kenrick Thomas, who was his right-hand man, and 

they started the Eddie Hart Football League.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  I understand that in true Eddie Hart fashion, he initially fought 

against the league being named after him, but the organizers just ignored and 

pressed on.  One of the features of his association with the Eddie Hart Football 

League that was amazing was the fact that he did all of his work with the Eddie 

Hart Football League without any pay.  He did it as a matter of public service, 

ensuring that young men would be given a space to express themselves, but also to 

learn the discipline and sense of commitment that they had to have to continue 

playing, and eventually, could continue utilizing their lives off the football field.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, so great was his devotion to football, and the 

football league that he was suspended from his job at one time because he went off 

to buy uniforms for his upstarts.  Under the then Ministry of Sport and Culture and 
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Youth Affairs, a national community coaching programme, using top athletes from 

various sports was started, and Eddie was one of the first persons recruited.  He 

travelled to distant parts of the country, picking up youngsters on the road and 

using that free ride to their destination to convince them that they should get 

involved in football or some kind of sporting activity where it was being played.  

He worked from Tacarigua, up to Toco, he worked in Mayaro, and was one of the 

driving forces that the community coaching programme came to fruition.  Neville 

Chance, who had recommended him and encouraged him to come as a coach, 

became even closer to him, and for the rest of Eddie’s life, Neville was one of the 

people, he stayed close and gave Eddie the kind of support that allowed him to do 

what he was born to do.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, in 1991, Minister Marilyn Gordon, serving as a 

deputy political leader of the People’s National Movement, and acting on the 

instructions of the late Patrick Manning, then political leader of the People’s 

National Movement, requested of Eddie to consider representing the constituency 

of Tunapuna in the upcoming general elections.  It was a hard sell, but he was 

eventually convinced, and then the whole country came to know Eddie Hart.  He 

was quiet politician, was very shy.   

A veteran journalist, the late Errol Pilgrim, said in the foreword of Eddie’s 

biography that:  

Eddie Hart’s advent into active politics represented a fresh and welcoming 

infusion of humility into political culture that has been too often defined by 

arrogance, convenience, aloofness and elitism.  It is a culture that almost 

makes politics a dirty word. But the extent to which Eddie has been able to 

resist infection by that culture is evident in the tremendous popularity he 
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continues to enjoy, particularly within the constituency he represented for 

almost 16 years.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, he served as Parliamentary Secretary with the late 

Minister Jean Pierre in the Ministry of Sport, Culture and Youth Affairs; 

Parliamentary Secretary with Minister Augustus Ramrekersingh; Minister in the 

Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Minister Joan Yuille-Williams. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the other side of the politics that needs to be 

mentioned is the fact that he could not be bought by anybody.  In the heyday of his 

life, when politicians were very poorly paid, Eddie turned down an offer made by 

an opposing party to cross the Floor.  The offer started at $1.5 million and ended 

up at $5 million.  In his usual, humble way, he said to then Minister Marilyn 

Gordon, “You know these people really think they could buy me?”  He could not 

be bought nor sold. 

Eddie was the consummate politician.  He was not interested in deals, he was 

not interested in crossing the Floor.  He was interested in doing what is best and 

fitting for what is required for the people of Tunapuna and other people in 

surrounding areas. 

And I end with Eddie’s own words:   

If they ever were to tell my story, let them say, I lived in the time of the 

Woodbrook Glamour Boys, and of Trinidad All Stars, and of the Eddie Hart 

League, and of the People’s National Movement.  Let them say that I played 

my part. Let them say it was my life’s honour. 

1.45 p.m. 

On behalf of the Opposition Leader and the Opposition People’s National 

Movement, I wish to say thanks to his wife Grace and his children for allowing 
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Eddie to serve the people of Tunapuna and the national community.  May he now 

rest in glory. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, I too would like to join in the 

expression of tributes to the late Mr. Edward George Hart.  Mr. Hart’s impact on 

youth development, sport, community empowerment and public service is indeed 

unforgettable. At the grassroots level, Hart fundamentally reshaped a youth 

opportunity in Trinidad and Tobago.  From his early beginnings in an orphanage in 

Tacarigua, he channelled lived experiences into action, pioneering juvenile football 

at a time where structured youth sport development barely existed and flourished 

in our nation. 

Starting with just 14 players—among them future national icons, the likes of 

Russell Latapy, Stern John, David Nakhid, and Earl Carter—he laid the foundation 

for a sustainable development pipeline, later expanding into the under-12, under-16 

and under-19 divisions and, crucially, the formal inclusion of women’s football 

and sporting teams in later years.  His unique imprint transformed football from 

informal recreation into a vehicle for discipline, leadership and social mobility, 

producing not only elite athletes but role models, coaches, and community leaders. 

Institutionally, Hart’s legacy is equally enduring.  As a Member of Parliament for 

Tunapuna for over 16 years, he combined constituency advocacy with national 

policy influence across four Republican parliaments.  His ministerial and state 

portfolios spanning health, sport, community development, culture, gender affairs 

and tourism reflect both versatility and trust placed in him to lead. 

One of his most tangible national contributions was securing the National 

Hockey Centre in Tacarigua, Trincity, a landmark facility within the Eastern 
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Regional Sporting Complex that elevated Trinidad and Tobago’s capacity to host 

international competition and the development of hockey at various levels.  

Politically, Hart exemplified service-oriented leadership.  His progression 

from Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of State across multiple Ministries 

demonstrates a consistent focus on people-centred development, particularly in 

marginalized communities.  He bridged sport and social policy, culture and 

tourism, gender affairs and community development, recognizing that national 

progress is interconnected, not siloed. 

Ultimately, Eddie Hart’s impact lies in institution building and human 

transformation.  He converted adversity, being an orphan and abandonment into 

love, a testament of what love of self, community, and people can be, can change, 

and shape. His love, in his own way, shown through advocacy and personal 

hardship into public service and local initiative into national infrastructure.  His life 

story is not simply one of resilience, but a testament that grassroots leadership 

when paired with the right structures, drive and sustained authority, can reshape 

generations and result in genuine, measurable impact.  To his friends and 

community, they may tell you about his good spirit.  His family will tell you how 

he only wanted love around him and in his circle.  Mr. Hart was a statesman 

shrouded in dignity who served his country well. 

I now take this opportunity to express my deepest condolences to the family 

of Mr. Hart, and I pray that the Almighty grants them the comfort and strength 

needed to endure.  May we all stand to observe a minute of silence. 

[The House of Representatives stood] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  May his soul rest in peace.  Hon. Members, I have 

directed the Clerk of the House to convey our condolences in writing to the family 
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of the late Mr. Edward “Eddie” George Hart. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Finance. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

PAPERS LAID 

1. National Insurance (Contribution) (Amendment) Regulations, 2025. [The 

Minister of Finance (Hon. Davendranath Tancoo)] 

2. Value Added Tax (Amendment to Schedule 2) (No. 3) Order, 2025. [Hon. 

D. Tancoo] 

3. Virtual Assets and Virtual Asset Service Providers (Forms and Fees) 

Regulations, 2025. [Hon. D. Tancoo] 

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

the Financial Statements of the Mayaro/Rio Claro Regional Corporation for 

the year ended September 30, 2013.  [Hon. D. Tancoo] 

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

the Financial Statements of the National Institute of Higher Education 

(Research, Science and Technology) for the year ended December 31, 2014.  

[Hon. D. Tancoo] 

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

the Financial Statements of the National Academy for the Performing Arts 

for the year ended September 30, 2023.  [Hon. D. Tancoo] 

Papers 4 to 6 to be referred to the Public Accounts Committee. 

7. Annual Administrative Report of the Ministry of Finance for the fiscal year 

2023/2024.  [Hon. D. Tancoo] 
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8. Citizenship of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago (Amendment) 

Regulations, 2025.  [The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger 

Alexander)] 

9. Firearms (Amendment) Regulations, 2025.  [Hon. R. Alexander] 

10. Immigration (Amendment) Regulations, 2025.  [Hon. R. 

Alexander]Immigration (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations, 2025.  [Hon. R. 

Alexander] 

11. Annual Report of the Anti-Terrorism Unit for the period October 2024 to 

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

12. Report on the Commission of Enquiry into the Failure of CL Financial 

Limited, Colonial Life Insurance Company (Trinidad) Limited, Clico 

Investment Bank Limited, British American Insurance Company (Trinidad) 

Limited, Caribbean Money Market Brokers Limited and the Hindu Credit 

Union Co-operative Society Limited. [Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC] 

13. Animals (Importation) Control (Amendment) Regulations, 2025 [The 

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

(Hon. Barry Padarath)] 

14. Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amendment to the Ninth Schedule) (No. 

3) Order, 2025.  [Hon. B. Padarath] 

15. Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations, 2025. 

[Hon. B. Padarath] 

16. Priority Bus Route (Special Roads Toll) (Amendment) Regulations, 2025.  

[Hon. B. Padarath] 

17. Annual Report of the Statutory Authorities Service Commission for the year 

ending December 31, 2024. [Hon. B. Padarath] 
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18. Administrative Report of the Youth Training and Employment Partnership 

Programme (YTEPP) for the fiscal year 2022/2023.  [Hon. B. Padarath] 

URGENT QUESTIONS 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for St. Ann’s East. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping 

Egypt Village Government Primary School 
(Pest Eradication Exercise) 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  To the Minister of 

Education:  As regard to the recent rat infestation at the Egypt Village Government 

Primary School in Point Fortin, when will a pest eradication exercise be carried 

out? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Thank you very much, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  I thank the hon. Member for the question.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, the Ministry of Education is aware of the infestation at the Egypt 

Village Government Primary School that has been closed since the 8th of January.  

The Ministry affirms that it is making every effort to remedy the situation in 

collaboration with the Point Fortin Borough Corporation.  A visit is being made 

today after baiting and a decision will be made about sanitization.  It is expected 

once the appropriate clearances are given that the school will be reopened by 

Tuesday the 20th of January 2026. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for St. Ann’s East.  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you Madam Deputy Speaker.  With regard to the 

fact that the school has been closed for over a week, I am feeling very concerned 

when the Minister stated that a visit was only made today.  What other action was 
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taken by the Ministry to be able to clear this rat infestation at the school if a visit 

was only made today? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education. 

Hon. Dr. M. Dowlath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, arrangements were made since 

the 9th of January for baiting of the school with the Point Fortin Borough 

Corporation, and sanitization has been taking place during the period of closure. 

Arrangements have been made by the EFPPD Division of the Ministry of 

Education to monitor the situation.  Today is the final visit to ensure whether the 

school will be reopened by Monday or Tuesday.  Given the clearances today, and 

the sanitization that will follow, the final stage of sanitization, it is expected the 

earliest on Monday, but the expected date is by Tuesday the 20th. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for St. Ann’s East.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Given the prolonged 

closure of this school, what arrangements have been made for the students who 

have been without classes for more than a week, based on this rat infestation and 

the slow pace of remedy? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for St. Ann’s East, that is not a supplemental 

question; that is a completely different question.  So we move on to the other 

question.  Member for Diego Martin North/East. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

2.00 p.m. 

Public Transport Service Corporation Accident 
(Safeguard Systems put in Place) 
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Mr. Colm Imbert (Diego Martin North/East):  Thank you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  To the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation:  In light of the tragic 

accident yesterday where a member of the public was severely injured on a Public 

Transport Service Corporation bus, can the Minister state what systems have been 

put in place by PTSC to safeguard the travelling public utilizing its services?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation.  

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation (Sen. The Hon. Eli Zakour):  

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  The Public Transport Service Corporation, 

PTSC, wishes to reaffirm its commitment to passenger safety and accountability 

following the recent incident involving a PTSC bus and a passenger.   

The Corporation continues to implement its driver’s recertification 

programme, which is designed to reinforce safe driving practices, operational 

standards, and adherence to established protocols.  In addition, the PTSC utilizes 

its internal investigation processes to thoroughly review incidents, with findings 

used to inform future operational decisions and strengthen preventative measures.  

Where investigations identify breaches of policy or standards, appropriate 

actions are taken to ensure drivers are held accountable.  The Corporation also 

maintains a strong focus on preventative measures including continuous training, 

supervision, and monitoring.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin North/East.   

Mr. Imbert:  Supplemental.  Specifically, what is the PTSC doing to assist the 

injured person? 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation.  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Corporation is in contact 

with the passenger’s family.  The passenger is currently receiving medical 

attention. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Member for Diego Martin North/East. 

Mr. Imbert:  Does the PTSC intend to compensate the victim?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Does not qualify, Member for Diego Martin 

North/East.  That is a different question from the initial one.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Leader of the House. 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, the Government is prepared to answer all questions on the Order 

Paper. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima 

Ms. Beckles:  Thank you kindly, Madam Deputy Speaker.  To the Minister of 

Works and Infrastructure:  Can the Minister indicate when the— 

Hon. Members:  [Inaudible] 

Ms. Beckles:  Okay, sure.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, the question number. 

Ms. Beckles:  Okay, great.  Thanks.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima, you need to say which question 

number.  

Pinto Road Improvement Works 
(Completion of) 
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12. Ms. Pennelope Beckles (Arima) asked the hon. Minister of Works and 

Infrastructure : 

Can the Minister indicate when the road improvements works will be 

completed on Pinto Road (from the Eastern Main Road and Churchill 

Roosevelt Highway)? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Works and Infrastructure.  

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Works and Infrastructure (Hon. Jearlean John):  Hon. Deputy 

Speaker, the Ministry of Works and Infrastructure notes that the Pinto road 

isapproximately 3.2 kilometres and runs from the Eastern Main Road to the 

Churchill Roosevelt Highway.  And I am told it is under the jurisdiction of the 

Arima Borough Corporation. 

Hon. Member:  What?  She did not know that?  

Hon. Member:  She did not know that either.   

Hon. Member:  That is a PNM corporation? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima. 

Ms. Beckles:  Thank you kindly.  Hon. Minister, I would just ask you kindly to 

check on this matter.   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible]  

Ms. Beckles:  I will ask the question.  Hon. Minister, have you checked with the 

Tunapuna corporation as it relates to this matter, where this particular road falls as 

distinct from the corporation? 

Hon. Member:  “She donno dat?”  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Works and Infrastructure.  

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. J. John:  Notwithstanding, the road falls where it falls, whether it is Arima 
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or Tunapuna, the Government of the United National Congress operates unlike the 

previous Government. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. J. John:  The programme for upgrading road efficiency has placed it on their 

schedule and they have told me funds provided, we will deal with it during this 

fiscal internally.  That is the other thing, if we can deal with it internally because 

you know, they have destroyed everything, but we will try our best. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Arouca/Lopinot.  

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  To the Minister 

of Works and Infrastructure: Minister, based on your response a short while ago 

that it is the PURE Programme that is responsible for the repair of the programme 

for the road— 

Hon. Members:  [Interruption]  

Mr. Gonzales:  Can I be allowed to ask the question, Madam Deputy Speaker?  

Can I be allowed to ask the question?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, can you ask the question, please?  Let us ask 

the question.  

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Minister, are you 

saying that despite the fact that the road falls under the regional corporation, the 

PURE Programme, which is under the Ministry of Works and Infrastructure, would 

be responsible for the rehabilitation of that road?   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Works and Infrastructure. 

Hon. J. John:  I have said that unlike the previous Government, the United 

National Congress is a Government for all.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. J. John:  And therefore, the Ministry of Works and Infrastructure is trying to 

treat with this road during this fiscal year.  

Hon. Member:  Are you saying that Arima should not get—[Inaudible]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima, next question. 

Youth Agricultural Homestead Programme 
(Land and Starter Grants for Graduates) 

13. Ms. Pennelope Beckles (Arima) asked the hon. Minister of Agriculture and 

Fisheries: 

Can the Minister indicate whether successful graduates of the Youth 

Agricultural Homestead Programme (YAHP) will receive their access to 

land and starter grants? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister in the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries. 

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, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  The Youth Agricultural Homestead Programme, YAHP, 

commenced in June 2022 under the Ministry of Youth Development and National 

Service, which was led by the former Minister, Foster Cummings.  A programme 

which was touted as a platform for youth development became a symbol of PNM’s 

systematic failure and fiscal irresponsibility.  

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  From the start of this programme, since June 2022, one cohort of 

graduates— 

Hon. Members:  One?  

Hon. S. Hosein:—of 159 persons have graduated. Another cohort is currently 

awaiting graduation.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the LSA was used as the executing 
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authority for this project, and as of the 17th of November,2025, the total 

commitment on projects awarded by the LSA to undertake works at that 

programme amounted to  $161million.  

Hon. Members:  “Woooooh.”  

Hon. S. Hosein:  The LSA requested payments amounting to $70 million but has 

received $37 million, leaving a balance of $33 million in outstanding bills.   

And Madam Deputy Speaker, after four years and spending $70million, I am 

told they only built eight starter homes.  I am also told, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

the approximate cost to complete the projects will be $86million.  

Hon. Members:  “Woooh.”  

Hon. S. Hosein:  And more and more bills keep coming up, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, which might take us up to a figure of $182million.  In fact, one contractor 

who received a contract of about $8.6 million was the same contractor who bought 

the personal vehicle of the former, former Prime Minister, received a contract of 

$8.6million.  And that site that that contractor was responsible for is only about 

60per cent completed.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am told that a licence to occupy was signed by 

unauthorized individuals, allowing persons to occupy lands.  Based on all of these 

issues, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am informed that the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Fisheries has now requested an audit into this particular project. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  And if the Member for Arima wants more information on this, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I will give her, but she can also ask Foster Cummings.  I 

thank you very much. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima.  
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Ms. Beckles:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Can I ask the hon. 

Minister, when is the audit expected to start and complete? 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Land and Legal Affairs.  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, as politicians, we have no part to play 

in the audit.  However, as soon as that audit is prepared, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

we will inform Arima of the findings of that audit.  Thank you very much.  

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Next question.  Member for Malabar/Mausica. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

On-the-Job Trainee Programme 
(Citizens Hired May 2025 to Present) 

16. Mr. Dominic Romain (Malabar/Mausica) asked the hon. Minister of 

Tertiary Education and Skills Training: 

Can the Minister indicate how many citizens were hired in the On-the-Job 

Trainee Programme from May 2025 to present? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Tertiary Education and Skills Training. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Minister of Tertiary Education and Skills Training (Sen. The Hon. Prof. 

Prakash Persad):  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Ministry of Tertiary Education 

and Skills Training has reviewed the data held by the On-the-Job Training 

Programme division on this matter.  And the data has indicated that over the period 

May 2025 to present, 520 OJT trainees were employed in the different sectors in 

Trinidad and Tobago; 323 in the public sector, 180 in schools, 11 in private sector, 

and six were assigned to non-governmental organizations. Thank you. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Next question, Member for Arouca/Lopinot.  
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Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Arouca Water Improvement Programme 
(Status of) 

30. Mr. Marvin Gonzales (Arouca/Lopinot) asked the hon. Minister of Public 

Utilities: 

Can the Minister provide an update on the status of the Arouca Water 

Improvement Progamme? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Public Utilities. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  This 

Government, led by the Member for Siparia, does not operate by spite and malice, 

especially when it comes to water, unlike what occurred when my friend served as 

the Minister of Public Utilities. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, this Government remains committed 

to improving water supply for citizens across Trinidad and Tobago.  Accordingly, 

the project for the drilling and outfitting of Arouca well No. 13, which commenced 

on April08, 2025, has been prioritized for continued implementation.  Upon 

completion, the production well is expected to yield up to 200,000 imperial gallons 

per day, enhancing the water supply for more than 2,200 residents in Five Rivers, 

Golden Grove, and Bon Air Gardens.   

To date, civil works, well drilling, well development, and pump testing have 

been completed.  The construction of the control room and electrical installations 

are currently underway.  Once completed, the control room will be equipped and 

integrated with all required mechanical and electrical instrumentation for 

operationalization.  Connection of their associated pipelines to the completed 
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Arouca well will therefore follow.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, there have been some delays with respect to civil 

works due to the heavy torrential rains over the last couple of months, but the 

project is still progressing and should be completed by early 2026.  Thank you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Minister, 

question in relation to your response:  The Arouca well programme is not part of 

the Arouca Water Improvement Programme.  There are a number of projects that 

are associated with the laying of pipelines in the Windy Hill, La Florissante, and 

Bon Air West areas.  And the question, therefore, my colleague from Couva South 

is:  What is the status of these projects because the response that you gave, that 

well is not part of the Arouca well programme. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Public Utilities.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I think the English 

language is very difficult for my colleague for Arouca/Lopinot.  When we spoke 

about the well, we spoke about an integrated approach.  And I was very happy to 

hear my colleague, who served as a Minister of Public Utilities, speak about Windy 

Hill and other parts of Arouca/Lopinot that did not see him or water for the last 

five years.  So there is an integrated approach through the Arouca well.  Had he 

listened better, Madam Deputy Speaker, he would have understood how those 

projects are being integrated, but we give the assurance that it will be done and 

completed by the first quarter of 2026.  That is performance, and that is delivery, 

Madam Deputy Speaker. 
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Hon. Members: [Desk thumping]   

2.15 p.m. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, to the Minister of Public Utilities:  Minister, based on your response, are 

you aware that contracts have already been issued since last year February with 

respect to the commissioning of pipelines in relation to this programme?  I am 

asking, what is the status of these projects? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:   Minister of Public Utilities. 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, unlike my colleagues opposite, I am not concerned about contractors and 

contracts, we are just interested about getting the job done—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—and as I have indicated before, it will be completed by the 

first quarter of 2026.   Thank you.   

San Juan North Secondary School 
(Status of School Repair Project) 

31. Dr. Nyan Gadsby-Dolly (St. Ann’s East) asked the Minister of Education: 

With respect to the ongoing school repair project at San Juan North 

Secondary School, can the Minister state:   

a) the scope of the project;  

b) the completed works;  

c) the work yet to be completed; and  

d) expected date of completion of all works? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 



23 

Oral Answers to Questions (cont’d)  2026.01.16 
 

UNREVISED 

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Thank you, Madam 

Deputy Speaker. I thank the hon. Member for the question.  Since April 2023, a 

total of nine projects were conducted at San Juan North Secondary School as the 

safety and comfort of students and staff on the compound are of utmost 

importance.   

Two of these projects are still ongoing and fall under one, the July/August 

2024, critical repair programme, phase two, and the second falls under the 2023 

programme, 27 critical projects, 2023 programme.   

To address part a) of the question, “the scope of the project”, with respect to 

the scope of the ongoing project, first, the July/August 2024, critical repair 

programme, phase two, includes roof and ceiling works to blocks A, C and O; to 

demolish the wooden ceiling and install suspended ceiling; and conduct all 

necessary repairs to the roofs of each block, inclusive of ridge cap replacement and 

guttering installation where required.   

Part two: Termite treatment to be executed throughout the entire school, 

inclusive of, but not limited to, all wooden doors, chairs and cupboards.   

Part three: Sewer works and associated electrical works.  Sewers to be 

pumped out, desludged and properly disposed of at an approved location; cleaning 

and sanitization of all affected areas are to be completed subsequently; repairs to 

the electrical components of the sewer treatment plant, to remove supply and 

install transformers, distribution panels and all other required materials.   

Part four: Electrical and associated works to blocks A, M, N and O.  To 

supply and install sub distribution panels, sub breakers, interconnection cables, 

various outlets and isolators, dawn-to-dusk perimeter lighting fixtures, vapour-

proof lighting and switches with weatherproof cans, et cetera.   

The second project, 2023, the scope of works, critical projects, 2023 
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programme.  Part one: Roof works, guttering for male washroom, pigeon-proofing, 

sanitization, cupboard joinery, electrical extension of covered area at gate, car 

parks, signage, windows.  Part two: Painting.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, with respect to part b) of the question, “the 

completed works”, starting with the first project, the July/August 2024, critical 

repairs programme, phase two, the roof works and termite treatment were 

completed in September 2025.   

With respect to the second project that was started in 2023, the 27 critical 

projects programme, the painting works, roof works, guttering for the male 

washroom, sanitization, cupboard joinery, electrical works, extension of the 

covered area at the gate, car park signage, and works to windows were completed 

in September 2025.   

With respect to part c) of the question, “the work yet to be completed”, for 

the first project, July/August 2024, critical repairs programme, phase two, the 

ceiling works was 70 per cent completed and electrical works are 75 per cent 

completed.  Sewer works have not yet commenced as they are scheduled to begin 

upon completion of the electrical works.  For the second project started in 2023, 

the 27 critical projects programme, minor works to satisfactorily complete the 

pigeon-proofing are yet to be completed.   

Part d) of the question, “expected date of completion of all works”:  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, with respect to expected completion dates, they are as follows. 

For the first project, July/August 2024, critical repairs programme, MTS has 

advised an estimated completion date of 28 February, 2026. And for the second 

project, the 27 critical projects started in 2023, 20 of the projects have been 

completed and MTS anticipates that the remaining seven projects would be 

completed at the end of July 2026. I thank you. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Book Grant Progamme 
(Eligibility Criteria) 

32. Dr. Nyan Gadsby-Dolly (St. Ann’s East) asked the Minister of Education:   

Could the Minister state the eligibility criteria used for the Book Grant 

Programme in 2025?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Thank you, Madam 

Deputy Speaker. I thank the hon. Member for the question.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, for the 2025 cycle, the eligibility criteria for the School Supplies and 

Book Grant continue to prioritize families requiring financial assistance.  A grant 

of 1,000 was applicable to students attending public, primary, secondary and 

special schools.  Applicants were required to fall within at least one of the 

following categories:   

1. Families in receipt of public assistance.   

2. Unemployed parents or guardians. 

3. Students with disabilities.   

Households earning $7,499 or less per month.  Thank you. 

Termination/Hiring/Rehiring of URP Monthly-paid Workers 
(Criteria Used for) 

33.  Mr. Symon de Nobriga (Diego Martin Central) asked the Minister of Rural 

Development and Local Government:   

With regard to the Unemployment Relief Programme, could the Minister 

indicate what is the criteria being used to:  

a) terminate; and  

b) hire or rehire monthly paid workers?   
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of the Rural Development and Local 

Government.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Rural Development and Local Government (Hon. Khadijah 

Ameen):  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Government wants to know, what is the 

criteria to terminate and hire monthly-paid workers— 

Mr. Alexander:  The Opposition. 

Hon. K. Ameen:  The Opposition, sorry. Diego Martin Central wants to know, 

what is the criteria to terminate and to hire and rehire monthly paid workers?  First 

of all, some of this is based on a false and misleading premise, and I think the 

Member ought to know better.  The URP is a programme designed to provide 

temporary employment to unemployed persons, while enhancing their skills and so 

on, and, of course, providing improvement within the community.   

When we assumed office, we recognize that—in fact, before we went into 

office, people knew that the URP was rampant with corruption under the last 

Government.  When we assumed office, we appointed a Programme Manager, Mr. 

Feeroze Khan, who has been doing a phenomenal job, I must say.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Ameen:  When we went in, what we met was widespread absenteeism, 

workers turning up at the end of the month to sign a register to collect pay, workers 

that Members on the other side selves are now advocating for, knowing that they 

were doing these wrong things.  We found a lot of nepotism, cronyism, corruption, 

fraud condoned by Members on the other side.  Madam Deputy Speaker, under the 

last Government, the Unemployment Relief Programme lost its moorings 

completely.   
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This Government has taken a decision to root out corruption, to save 

taxpayers’ dollars, to provide real employment to real people, not ghosts— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Ameen:—and to redirect funds, so that people will get a decent wage.   

What the last administration did was give people bread crumbs while they 

ran away with the whole bakery, and then come out here, agitating people, to say, 

“The UNC take away your bread crumbs.”  Tell them about the bakery you went 

home with.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, as such, this Government took the decision that 

staff that are not essential to the wrap-up of the URP are no longer required.  We 

hired a team of eight persons who have previous managerial experience within the 

programme, who have a background in law enforcement, because there are a lot of 

police matters—matters being referred to the police from the URP.  We have 

persons with expertise in business management and project management 

competencies who were engaged; eight persons to wind-up the URP and to 

implement a new strategic direction.   

There has been no hiring of terminated monthly-paid employees, and there 

will be no hiring or rehiring of the ghosts that were condoned under the former 

Government.  Thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Maracas Bay ECCE Centre  
(Status of) 

34. Dr. Nyan Gadsby-Dolly (St. Ann’s East) asked the Minister of Education:   

With respect to the Maracas Bay ECCE Centre, can the Minister provide:   

a) the status of its construction;  

b) the expected timeline for completion and commissioning of the facility; 

and  
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c) the expected date of completion of the project? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Thank you, Madam 

Deputy Speaker. I thank the Member for the question.  With respect to the Maracas 

Bay ECCE Centre, Madam Deputy Speaker, in answer to part a), “the status of its 

construction”, the project is currently in the pre-contract phase.  The design, 

drawings and bill of quantities were completed and approved by the Ministry of 

Education.   

With respect to part b) of the question, “the expected timeline for completion 

and commissioning of the facility”, the construction phase of this project is 

expected to take approximately 12 months, inclusive of design, development and 

statutory approvals.  

With respect to part c) of the question, “the expected date of completion of 

the project”, no expected date of completion can be provided at this time as the 

works have not yet commenced.  The Ministry of Education is currently reviewing 

its infrastructure construction projects and this school will be considered as part of 

this process.  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

National Gas Company  

(Termination of Sponsorship for Steelbands) 

35. Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West) asked the 

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries.   

With regard to the National Gas Company (NCG), could the Minister 

advise:   

a) why its sponsorship of three steelbands, Couva Joylanders, La Brea 

Nightingales and Steel Xplosion was prematurely terminated; and 
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b) whether NGC intends to terminate its sponsorship of the NGC Tassa 

Group?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Energy and Energy Industries (Hon. Dr. Roodal Moonilal):  

Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. In response to Question No. 35, 

during the past five years, the National Gas Company declared, for the first time, 

two losses at the end of financial years.  In 2023, the magnitude of the loss was 

$1.3 billion.  This required NGC to examine carefully its non-revenue-generating 

related expenditure.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, over the past five years, NGC spent in excess of 

$10.2 million on steelpan expenditure, and $258,397 on tassa expenditure.  Yes, let 

me get that clear, $10.2 million on steelpan expenditure, and $258,000 on tassa 

expenditure.  Madam Deputy Speaker, both were discontinued. It was the last hand 

of that tassa.   

NGC continues to review all sponsorships in the future based upon the 

current revenue of the company.  Thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain/North. St. Ann’s West.   

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, NGC having declared over $1.6 billion in profit after tax in the last fiscal, 

is the cancellation of sponsorship to these three steelband groups part of the 

Government’s wider attack on the steelband movement as we have seen with the 

cancellation of Heritage as well?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

2.30 p.m. 
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Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, if the Member had been 

following the news, he would have been in possession of the facts as released by 

the Member for Moruga/Tableland on the outstanding sponsorship of the steelband 

over the past two weeks.  Madam Deputy Speaker, let me repeat my repetition— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—that NGC will continue to engage in considering 

sponsorship as we proceed based upon the revenue of the company. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West. 

Mr. Young SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, so is there a commitment by the 

Government because they have been draining billions in dividends to sponsor the 

steelband movement through the NGC? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries. 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not intend to spend the 

entire day saying the same thing here.  Thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Woodside Energy - Trinidad and Tobago 
(Closure of Operations) 

36. Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West) asked the hon. 

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries: 

With regard to Woodside Energy, could the Minister state whether: 

a) the company has informed the Ministry of Energy and Energy Industries 

that it is closing its operations in Trinidad and Tobago;  

b) if the answer to (a) is in the affirmative, provide the date of its closure; 

and  

c) when was the Ministry informed of same?    
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Energy and Energy Industries (Hon. Dr. Roodal Moonilal):  I 

will take a sip of water for this one.  Madam Deputy Speaker, Question No. 36 in 

response:  The Ministry of Energy and Energy Industries has received no 

notification from Woodside Energy concerning any closure of operations in 

Trinidad and Tobago.   

In July 2025, Woodside Energy sold its interest in Blocks 2(C) and 3(A) to 

Perenco, and the Ministry was officially informed of the completion of this 

transaction by letter dated, July18, 2025.    

Madam Deputy Speaker, today, I want to put on record that the former 

Minister of Energy is well aware of this development.  I have in my hand, not one, 

but two letters, a public announcement by Woodside Energy, dated Friday, 28th 

March, 2025, in which Woodside indicated in March 2025—before April, March: 

Woodside to divest greater Angostura assets to Perenco.   

That was announced.  I have in my possession a letter dated from Woodside 

Energy, 3rd April, 2025— 

Ms. John:  Before the election? 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—3rd April, 2025, when they were busy talking rubbish—

3rd April, 2025, to the Ministry of Energy in which Woodside indicated in detail 

their intention to divest the assets at Angostura.  And more than that, went on to 

call on the Minister at the time— 

Ms. John:  Who was the Minister?   

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West—

asked the very Minister, indicated in detail their intentions and asked for his formal 

consent to the same.  He was well aware of all the plans and intentions of 
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Woodside and today the hypocrisy—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. John:  Hypocrisy.   

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—the hypocrisy of coming to the Parliament and the 

country to pretend, “When did this happen?  How did it happen?  Why did it 

happen?  Where did it happen?”— 

Ms. John:  In Tobago.   

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—“daiz ah Indian song by de way”— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—to pretend that he does not know, and the labour force 

moved from 100 to one.  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is on the record that those 

persons, they moved.  They just changed their jersey, in footballing terms, from 

Manchester United to Manchester City, they continued to play football.  They 

moved from Woodside to Perenco.  A few of them who were expats went to 

different parts of the world, and so on.    

There was no fall out of employment that the employment dropped from 100 

to one, and the Member is well aware of all these developments by letters from 

Woodside Energy.  So I want to point out that for the record.  It is gross hypocrisy 

on this matter. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, before listening to some more 

rubbish, let me indicate, it is important to note that Woodside Energy maintains its 

operating interests in Blocks 23(A) and Trinidad and Tobago Deep Atlantic Area, 

TTDAA 14, which forms the Calypso deep-water project, and they continue to 

engage with the Ministry on this project.  We are at a stage now of discussing and 

finalizing some technical and commercial matters, including development concepts 
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between the partners involved in this.  So that is a continuing effort.  So I would 

like to condemn the mischief and hypocrisy before us. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West. 

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  After the 

theatrics, all that is concluded is the absolute ignorance and incompetence of the 

Member for Oropouche East.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, can you ask a question, please? 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, when did the Government announce to 

Trinidad and Tobago that Woodside closed its operations in Trinidad and Tobago?  

They have no office in Trinidad and Tobago and they have one employee in 

Trinidad and Tobago that is not associated with divestment to Perenco. When did 

the Government announce this? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries.  

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, but this is part of the shameless 

condition that the Member is in.  Woodside Energy announced to the public and to 

the world on Friday 28th March, 2025, of their intentions, of their plans.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  The new Government of the UNC did not have to 

announce anything, Woodside announced.  Woodside told the former Minister on 

the 3rd of April. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  When did you announce— 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—that Woodside was divesting its assets?  When did you 

announce?  Woodside never told me that, they told him, so when did he announce?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Young SC:  For the education, Madam Deputy Speaker,— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:—of the Member and the population, a divestment— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:  The question, if I may be permitted, is, when did the Government 

announce a closure as opposed to a divestment of assets— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:  Produce the letters.  A letter to the Permanent Secretary is not a 

letter to the world.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister. 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is well known, these energy 

companies, they direct their letters to the Permanent Secretary for attention to 

Minister.  They asked him for consent and he did not tell the country anything 

because he was ashamed before the general elections to announce that Woodside 

was divesting their assets.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. Member:  Nooooo! 
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Hon. Member:  Not more than three. 

Mr. Young SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the question to the Minister— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Young SC:  You are allowed four—four.  I know you are illiterate but— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, Members, Members— 

Mr. Morris:  28(5), Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Mayaro? 

Mr. Morris:—three supplementals. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  We have four supplemental questions. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Please ask one question, Member. 

Mr. Young SC:  Would the Member produce the letters that he has— 

Mrs. Robinson-Regis:  Mayaro, you are illiterate. 

Mr. Young SC:  Would the Member produce the letters addressed to the Minister 

of Energy to which he has referred and take ownership of his statement that it was 

to the Minister of Energy?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, is this Minister indicating that 

letters addressed to the Ministry, for the attention of the Permanent Secretary 

involving the Minister’s consent, was not brought to his attention?   

Ms. John:  Exactly. 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Is he saying he was unaware?  Is he saying he was 

ignorant?  Is he saying he was incompetent to these issues—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:—that a major issue like this did not come to his attention?  
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Could the Minister state whether he was so apart from it all that he had not a clue 

of what was happening in the energy sector?  Is that his position? 

Ms. John:  He was playing Prime Minister. 

Hon. Member:  He was the Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

NGC Trinidad and Tobago v Super Industries Services Limited 

(Arbitration Details) 

37. Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West) asked the hon. 

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries: 

Can the Minister state whether:   

a) the National Gas Company of Trinidad and Tobago (NGC) was 

successful against Super Industries Services Limited (SIS) in the 

Arbitration in relation to the Beetham Wastewater Plant construction, 

and if so, when was the decision handed down; and  

b) if the answer to (a) above is in the affirmative, would you inform the 

House, what did the Arbitrator find was the amount of overpayment 

made to SIS by NGC?  

Mr. Young SC:  Tell us about “mamoo”. 

Mrs. Robinson-Regis: “He doh kno de answer”. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries.   

The Minister of Energy and Energy Industries (Hon. Dr. Roodal Moonilal):  

Thank you very much.  Thank you so much, Member for Port of Spain North/St. 

Ann’s West for the question.  

Mr. Hosein:  “He mamoo”—[Inaudible] 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Whether it is— 

Mr. Hosein:  “He mamoo name A and V or something.” 
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Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  “He mamoo is A and V?” 

Mr. Hosein:  Yeah. 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  “I doh know anything about that.”  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, let me return to this matter.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Yeah, because if they were there, people would have had 

to watch snow on TV.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, Question No. 37, could I return 

to the question?  Thank you.  In response to Question No. 37, Madam Speaker, the 

National Gas Company of Trinidad and Tobago is bound by the terms of an 

arbitration agreement governing the dispute related to the Beetham Wastewater 

Plant construction.  This agreement stipulates inter alia that all pleadings, 

documents and written evidence submitted, or produced in the arbitration, as well 

as the contents of any award published therein shall remain confidential in 

perpetuity.  Accordingly, Madam Deputy Speaker, the NGC is legally precluded 

from disclosing any information pertaining to the arbitration proceedings, 

including the outcome, findings, or any financial determinations made by the 

arbitrator.  Thank you. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, Member.  The time for questions— 

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Sure, Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, may I draw your attention to Standing Order 29(10) with respect to the 

unanswered questions on the Order Paper. 
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Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  The question was answered. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Are there any supplemental questions for No. 37? 

Mr. Young SC:  Yes, please. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay. 

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

would the Member for Oropouche East please indicate whether in the public’s 

interest NGC is prepared to make a request, as they are entitled to, that the award 

be published for the population’s edification?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Energy and Energy Industries. 

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I will not repeat the answer I 

gave, but the Member is free to file any other question on this or any other matter.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

EXPIRATION OF QUESTION TIME 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, in accordance with Standing Order 29(10), 

Question No. 38 will be treated with accordingly. 

Question time having expired, the following question (38) was not dealt 

with: 

Withdrawal of Support for Steelbands 
(Transitional/Immediate Measures Implemented) 

38. Given the National Gas Company’s withdrawal of support for Couva 

Joylanders, La Brea Nightingales and Steel Explosion, and given the 

withdrawal of support by Heritage Petroleum for Skiffle Bunch Steel 

Orchestra and Siparia Deltones, will the hon. Minister of Culture and 

Community Development confirm the transitional or immediate support 

measures being implemented to ensure the survival of these steelbands and 

their youth and community outreach programmes? [Mr. Hans Des Vignes]  
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STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Leader of the House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 126, and with your leave, there has 

been agreement to allow both the hon. Prime Minister and the hon. Attorney 

General to speak until the conclusion of their statements. 

Assent indicated.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  The hon. Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

2.45 p.m. 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
Government’s Legislative Agenda 

(2026) 

The Prime Minister (Hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC):  Thank you very much.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thank you, Members.  Thank you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thank you, Members.  I think Members are very 

excited to return to the Chamber as we begin the parliamentary Sittings in this new 

year.  If you just give me one moment, I will get into the substance of the 

statement, but just to wish everyone a very blessed and very prosperous year, 2026. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  The Members of the parliamentary staff and all 
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those affiliated working with us, Members on the other side, all Members of this 

side, and, of course, to the nation as a whole, a very blessed, prosperous 2026.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not know if the “blue wash” in Tobago— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—caused the Member for Port of Spain North/St. 

Ann’s West to repeat himself, to become very agitated.  But if I were them, that 

blue wash was a real washout.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So we are looking now for the blue wave—the MV 

Blue Wave landing in Tobago—as we thank the people of Tobago, and respect the 

wishes of the people of Tobago.   

What I would like to do now, Madam Deputy Speaker, is spend a few 

moments on the parliamentary legislative agenda, my Government’s legislative 

agenda as we start 2026.  Our agenda is, and always has been, for any Parliament, 

the means by which the Executive, the Government, translates policy into law.  

And to be more specific, it is evidence of the fulfilment of campaign promises to 

the people of our nation.  Our commitments, Madam Deputy Speaker, originated in 

our manifesto, and that manifesto, by Cabinet Minute No. 330 (2nd Session) dated 

July 10, 2025, was officially adopted as the Government’s policy. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Our agenda has been carefully developed to guide 

the legislative workflow necessary to achieve several of our objectives across the 

Ministries, and we have now established several pieces of legislation to be shared 

today.  To make sure, the hon. Attorney General, together with the Ministers, had 

some activity and consultations, and they were tasked with submitting detailed 
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policies to inform drafting of necessary legislation.  That broad consultative 

process has been instrumental in transforming our promises into tangible legislative 

proposals, reflecting the collective input and expertise from across the Government.   

I want to clarify, Madam, especially for the benefit of the viewing public, I 

did say that several of our commitments are represented herein.  This is because 

some cannot be here because not all our promises, not all our policy directions 

would require legislative action.  And so, we have fulfilled many of those promises 

here, legislatively, and, of course, outside of the Parliament.  We have brought all 

necessary legislation before Parliament.  To do that in one year is not feasible.  So 

if we are serious about getting the job done, then we have to prioritize.  And this is 

what this agenda will help us to do, and to share with the national community, the 

prioritizing.   

But let me just remind us that over the last, about seven months, we have 

already brought 13 pieces of legislation to this Parliament.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thirteen pieces of legislation to Parliament, and 

today, another three will shortly be debated.  So these include what is now Act No. 

2 of 2025, the Children’s Life Fund (Amdt.) Act, 2025; Act No. 3 of 2025, the 

TTRA (Repeal) Act, 2025; Act No. 4 of 2025, the Prime Minister’s Pension 

(Amdt.) Act, 2025; Act No. 5 of 2025, the Finance (Supplementary Appropriation) 

(Financial Year 2025) Act, 2025; Act. No. 6 of 2025, the Constitution (Amdt.) Act, 

2025; item number six, Act No. 10 of 2025, and that was the Administration of 

Justice (Indictable Proceedings) (Amdt.) Act, 2025, better known as the AJIPA 

Act; then we had Act No. 11 of 2025, the Home Invasion (Self-Defence and 

Defence of Property) Act, 2025; then Act No. 12 of 2025, Virtual Assets and 
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Virtual Assets Service Providers Act; Act No. 13 of 2025, Summary Offenses 

(Amdt.) Act, 2025; Act No. 14 of 2025, the Finance Act, 2025.  And these, 

amongst others, thus far, keeping promises we made, being promises delivered in 

this legislature.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Today, we move to three pieces more.  So from 

the 13, these three after today would be, hopefully, passed in this honourable 

House, and those three include the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amdt.) Bill, 

2026; the Law Reform (Zones of Special Operations) (Special Security and 

Community Development Measures) Bill, 2026; and the Tobago House of 

Assembly (Amdt.) Bill, 2026, to be debated today.  So, these, I am saying, already 

delivered, and those to come.   

But let me share with you now some of our proposals in the coming months.  

We will continue to meet our promises through our legislative agenda here and in 

the other place.  We had promised greater autonomy to the people of Tobago, and 

today is a first step in that direction as we bring the Tobago House of Assembly 

(Amdt.) Bill, 2026, to this House.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We want to congratulate the people of Tobago on 

making their total and outright rejection of the PNM pellucidly clear. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We congratulate, Chief Secretary Farley 

Augustine and his party, and his team, for their landslide victory in Tobago, and of 

course, his swearing-in yesterday, which we were very honoured to attend.  We say 

to our sisters and brothers in Tobago, we shall complete that which has gathered 
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dust for the past 10 years.  My Government is committed to enacting legislation to 

entrench the position of Tobago as an equal autonomous partner of the Republic of 

Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  To that end, we shall move expeditiously to 

analyze the provisions of legislation drafted previously.  And in consultation with 

the hon. Chief Secretary of the Tobago House of Assembly, we will move to draft 

an efficient law which clearly establishes Tobago’s place in the sun as an equal 

partner in the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, side by side.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Side by side. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We will work with the THA and their teams to 

bring to this Parliament, after consultations, the Constitution (Amdt.) Bill, 2026, 

and the Tobago Self-Government, Bill, 2026, to this Parliament in this fiscal year.  

We will bring those.   

In the coming months, we will act to make critical reforms to the Judiciary to 

establish the office of the chancellor for the Judiciary.  We will also introduce 

measures to address the delivery of justice on the criminal side, to speed up justice, 

to protect victim’s rights to special attention— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—legislation to help us have speedy trials, reform 

plea bargaining legislation and treat with expunging criminal records where so 

deemed necessary.  The AJIPA Act, which I mentioned before, will be further 

amended to deal with operational deficiencies, which result in delays in the 
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administration of justice.  We also will bring amendments to the structure of the 

courts to create a civil division.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the safety and security of our citizens has been, and 

continues to be, of paramount importance to my government. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  From day one, we have acted forcefully and 

decisively to frontally attack criminal organizations and entities in our country, that 

have brought bloodshed, death, terror and loss to our citizens’ doorsteps.  Yes, we 

declared a state of emergency in July to deal with threats to the State and state 

actors coming from gang leaders within the prison system.  The SOE, as we know, 

was extended twice by this House.  And as it comes to an end on January 31st, we 

have brought to this House today, as part of our legislative agenda, a piece of 

legislation that would help us to pick up where the SOE ends.  So we do not intend 

to extend that SOE beyond January31st, instead, we will come, as we are doing later 

today with the special zones Act.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  But let us not dis the SOE.  By midnight 

December last year, our national murder rate was brought down by 42 per cent. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  That is the largest decline in our nation’s history, 

and one of the most significant drops globally in 2025.  Through the relentless 

work of the Commissioner of Police, the TTPS, the CDS, the defence force, and, of 

course, our Ministers and MPs, our nation has seen a drastic decline in serious 

crime across the board. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  This means lives have been spared, citizens are 

beginning to feel safer in their homes, workplaces and schools.   

I remember when we came, Madam Deputy Speaker, saying we are going to 

put police officers in the schools.  There were all these anonymous people.  And 

what happens, people come out, and they print things in the media, and they say 

anonymous sources.  When you ask who this anonymous person is, you cannot get 

a name.  So there were anonymous persons—Minister of Homeland Security you 

remember when they said, “We do not want the police in schools”.  You know 

what is happening now?  The schools are begging to have the policemen in the 

schools. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So, homeland security and the other agencies, and 

education, we will work together to further roll out placing police in schools based 

on the data that we have to ensure the utmost safety for teachers and students in 

schools.   

Building on that foundation, we passed what we call the stand your ground 

law, the home invasion law here in this Parliament last year.  And today, we are 

bringing new legislation to bolster the Government’s efforts in our fight against 

crime and threats to national security.   

We are committed to returning safety to our country.  We will lock in some 

of the benefits derived from the SOE to continue to treat with gang-related 

homicides, violence and criminal activity as we propose to enact, based on the 

Jamaica model, zones of special operations, laws similar to which obtain in other 

jurisdictions.   

I saw on reaching for the research, Hong Kong, I think Nigeria, several 
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countries.  But right here in our own Commonwealth jurisdiction, we have the 

model in Jamaica.  And I must commend and thank the hon. Prime Minister of 

Jamaica, Dr. Holness.  We had spoken personally and I asked for him to share with 

us what they were doing with the special zones. And our Minister of Homeland 

Security visited Jamaica, in fact, and spent time there with their constabulary, their 

police force, their—he went to our TTPS and he shared that model which the Hon. 

AG, Minister of Justice, Minister of Land and Legal Affairs, they have worked 

together to bring this model, which we will be debating later.   

So, we remain focused, as a priority, on safety and security. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We remain focused against trafficking, against 

transnational organized crime.  And today I make no apology for standing side by 

side— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—with our oldest trading partner, the Leader of the 

Free World in this hemisphere.  I make no apology today.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  I am happy. I am happy that we did that.  I am 

happy.  And if you had some good lawyers on your side—we have some very good 

ones here, including the hon. Attorney General—they will tell you there was no 

international law that was breached when people were being taken out in their 

boats—human trafficking, drugs, children, that is what we were doing.  

Transnational crime, that is what we were fighting.  And we make no apology 

today. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So, find a good lawyer. Find a good lawyer.  

Because we have the legal opinions on this matter. And again, we make no apology 

for it.   

In any event, I remember right here in this Parliament, I was sitting across 

there, and a Member on this side said, “What Trump go do we?  What Trump go do 

we?”  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Well, we are now finding “what Trump did us”.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  And what they could do.  We are finding out.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Very disrespectful.  The leader then. 

Mr. Padarath:  That Member should look out for Trump now.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mrs. Robinson-Regis:  Where is the proof?  

Ms. John:  “We did not call no name.” 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Which proof?  Where is your proof?   

Mr. Padarath:  “It fall in somebody garden.”   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  By the way, Member for Trincity/Maloney, 

welcome back to the Parliament, Madam. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Welcome back to the Parliament.  We are happy to 

have you here to debate with you.   

“So, What Trump go do we?”  Trump did us nothing.  Trump did us nothing, 

but maybe he has some other people he has to deal with.  We will find out what 
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Trump will do them.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We will find out.  So, we want to really deal with 

crime, deal with the safety and security.  

Hon. Member:  They are coming for—[Inaudible] 

Mr. Padarath:  Coming for who, Rowley? 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Rowley?  You say they are coming for Rowley?  

Mr. Padarath:  “Eh-heh?  INTERPOL?  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Who, “he”?  Who was the former, former, former?   

Hon. Member:  Rowley. 

Mr. Padarath:  INTERPOL?   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  I am not sure I am hearing right, if the Member is 

saying that “dey” coming for Rowley. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk and laughter] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We will wait to see.  I am not sure. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  We did not say it. 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We did not say it.  The Member is saying it.   

So, look, we will bring further amendments to this House to deal with 

hazards, nuance, noise pollution, and so on, created by the lack of regulation. 

3.00 p.m. 

We brought in fireworks legislation here with the noise and whatever.  We 

will have to tweak it.  We did it just before the Christmas.  Of course, there will be 

more to do to further put those regulations into place.  I was reading, people talk 

about noiseless fireworks.  I have been told by some, there is nothing really such as 

noiseless fireworks, Madam Deputy Speaker.  So it is something we will continue 
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to work on.  

Then we dealt with the issue of the noise pollution as well.  People are 

adamant that we want to shut down fetes and shut down steelpan.  Nothing is 

further from the truth.  Nothing is further from the truth.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So, we are dealing with noise pollution.  If you 

live anywhere near any of these venues, you will know what it is like night after 

night, the pounding that goes on.  The Minister of Culture and Community 

Development, Minister Michelle Benjamin, will tell you what it is.  It is $147 

million given to steelpan for this Carnival coming, in addition to what— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—we are giving to the unsponsored steelpans—in 

addition— 

Ms. Benjamin:  We are sponsoring 147 steelpans.   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC: One hundred and forty-seven unsponsored 

steelpans are being funded by the Ministry from this Government. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So when you run to spread mischief and make 

trouble, like you tried to make trouble with this matter with the— 

Hon. Member: In Tobago. 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Well, in Tobago, “dey blue wash” out of Tobago. 

With Woodside.  I mean, that is so dishonest.   

Mr. Young SC:  Is it?   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  It is dishonest, when all of that happened under 

your watch.  It happened under your watch— 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—and you went to the Parliament— 

Hon. Members: [Interruption] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  No, no, no, no.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So when all of that there—when you should have 

announced it, you were playing Prime Minister for—one-day Prime Minister.  

One-day Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So can we say, we will continue to look at the 

whole issue of noise pollution.  We will also look to issues relating to health, 

agriculture, environment, workers’ rights, and the protection and empowerment of 

socially displayed persons.  The agenda I am speaking of today for legislation, it is 

not about “ol’ talk” and rhetoric.  We are not, as we say in Trinidad and Tobago, 

“breaksin” from the hard work or the long hours in Parliament.  We will get the 

peoples’ work done— 

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—even if we have to stay longer than we planned.  

So in every area, in every one the Ministries, draft policies have been sent and 

drafting of the actual legislation is taking place.  Out of the Office of the Prime 

Minister, as I mentioned before, we look forward to partnering with the THA and 

their teams— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—for autonomy, for self-government for Tobago.  

We will complete this as this has gathered dust on the shelves for over 10 years 
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and more.  So it is something that was left unfinished.  I met yesterday with hon. 

Chief Secretary Farley and his team, and we are committed to getting this done in 

the shortest possible time.  They deserve it and we will work as hard as we can to 

make sure that it happens. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So those are some of the others.  We talked about 

the Home Invasion Bill.  We want to talk about as well, in this Parliament season, 

firearms reform.  Destruction of firearms is another major initiative. Government is 

strengthening that framework for destruction of firearms and ammunition, as well 

as storage and record-keeping for arms and ammunition in possession of state 

agencies, defence force, the TTPS and so on.  And then, the disposal—the clear, 

secured disposal of seized, obsolete or surrendered weapons.  Again, this will help 

us in the fight against crime.   

We want to also take a look at the Private Security Industry Bill.  The 

objective of that Bill is to regulate the private security industry in T&T.  That Bill, 

we want to establish the private security service authority and provide a legal 

framework to govern and supervise private security firms and personnel, ensuring 

they meet legal and operational ethical standards.  Can you give me a time check, 

please?  That will establish procedures and requirements for licensing and 

operating privacy security services, bringing mechanisms for inspection and 

monitoring to ensure compliance— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Okay, thank you.   

The Minister of Finance, the Office of the Attorney General, the Virtual Assets and 

Virtual Asset Service Providers Bill, it was passed in the Parliament just in 
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December and has been assented to.  This is a very important piece of legislation 

and we have been on a blacklist, and a grey list, and an all-colour list for the past 

decade because the other side, when they were in government, they put Trinidad 

and Tobago on that blacklist, and a decade, a whole 10 years, they never were able 

to get us off the blacklist.  We are working on it. So this Virtual Assets and Virtual 

Asset Service Providers Bill, that Bill will help us to get off the blacklist.  We will 

have a review.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  There is a review process, hon. Attorney General, 

in March, so we are putting pieces of legislation.  Another one that we have to 

bring in order to take us off that blacklist and grey list is amendment of the Bail 

Act.  So in our law, it has become part of the practice of the law that persons are 

entitled to bail even if they commit murder, because of that case, the Akili Charles 

case, that you can get bail.  But we are looking at some of the things to comply 

with the CFATF to get off the blacklist, that we have to make some amendments to 

our Bail Act.  Source of funds is a very important thing because, you know, when 

you get bail, you have to provide collateral, you have to pay for bail, whatever it 

may be.  Where are you getting the moneys?  So we have to put things in our law, 

in our Bail Act, to ensure that we comply with international standards when it 

comes to source of funds as well and, of course, exceptional circumstances, if I 

recall correctly, AG. There must be exceptional circumstances to prevent or to give 

the bail.   

I think Minister Sturge shared with we earlier today, there is a matter 

coming up before in the courts where the whole determination of what is 

exceptional circumstances may be determined.  I believe this is before the Court of 
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Appeal. So that will help us too in framing our law, what are the exceptional 

circumstances that will apply in our bail laws.  So that is another piece of 

legislation. 

We want to reform the judge-alone trial process.  We want to introduce a 

Bill to reform that process to provide for three judges to sit in capital cases.  This 

proposed reform is aimed at enhancing the accountability and potentially 

addressing concerns that have been voiced in relation to single person 

decision-making in matters of life and death.  So whilst that law was passed here in 

this Parliament with judge-alone, we want to propose amendments that will make it 

a three-member panel of judges when it is your life at stake, when it is capital 

offences for life and death.   

We are looking at the AJIPA again, proclaimed in 2023.  Key criminal 

justice stakeholders have identified several deficiencies.  They include resulting 

delays, which was one of the problems that that very same AJIPA was supposed to 

address, when, instead, has resulted in more delay.  Government has conducted an 

extensive review of all stakeholder feedback, with a view to proposing 

amendments to strengthening the framework and address challenges faced in its 

implementation.   

What I intend to do is give you a broad framework here to tell you where our 

priorities are, yes, with crime, the fight against crime, safety and security.  We also 

have other pieces of legislation that will have more of a social impact, whilst, at the 

same time, dealing with crime and crime fighting.   

So, for example, we have a miscellaneous provisions, alcohol, cannabis, 

dangerous drugs, gambling and tobacco Bill, where that Bill seeks to amend about 

seven pieces of legislation, which include the Dangerous Drugs Act, Registration 



54 

Statements by Ministers   2026.01.16 
Government’s Legislative Agenda (2026) 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

of Clubs Act, Tobacco Control Act, Children Act, Liquor Licences Act, Gambling 

(Gaming and Betting) Act, Cannabis Control Act, all of these amendments to be 

brought for us to deal with setting age limits for the sale, purchase, possession or 

consumption of intoxicating liquor or tobacco, to change that age from 18 to 21; 

for the sale or purchase or possession or consumption of cannabis, from 18 to 21; 

in respect of gambling, from 21 to 25. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Now, I think the hon. Member for San Fernando 

East will recall that the former Prime Minister, Mr. Manning, was very much 

against—the late former Prime Minister very much against gambling.  The 

research is showing that the age is very important at which children, young people, 

get caught up in gambling and so on.  So, we have looked at the research and as I 

say, we want to change that age.   

We are also looking at an amendment to the Dangerous Drugs Act, dealing 

with the use of marijuana.  Since the former Government decriminalized cannabis 

in 2019, the T&T Police Service raised enforcement and regulatory challenges that 

have hindered effective policing of the new laws.  Lack of clarity regarding four 

plants per person, lack of guidelines to ensure cultivation only happens in secure 

spaces, the need to prohibit cannabis use in public spaces and several other key 

issues have been raised. We are looking, again as I say, for reform with respect to 

that law. 

So cannabis for medicinal purpose, that is something we are actively 

exploring, and that Act will seek to provide control of the handling of cannabis for 

specific purposes; for the establishment of a cannabis—cannabis for specific 

purposes; establishing an authority, a licensing association for cannabis.   



55 

Statements by Ministers   2026.01.16 
Government’s Legislative Agenda (2026) 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

We want to look at the Constitution (Amdt.) Bill, the right to a trial within a 

reasonable time.  It cannot be right that you are locked away—and I see the 

Member for Port of Spain South is smiling.  I think you do have clients who fall 

into this net.  And so you are locked ways for years, and years, and years, and 

years, because it takes you 10 years or 15 years to clear your name.  By the time 

you get out of there, you have served out your sentences, your reputation is 

destroyed and damaged. So it is something we will work and we hope that you all 

will work with us to deal with some of these major issues.   

Criminal justice reform is something, as I mentioned before, and I will give 

details—so what I will do, I will prepare—to save the Parliament’s time and the 

limited time that I have for a statement, we will put it altogether and table it in the 

Parliament and also to share it with the public.  So these are some of the areas that 

we are working on.   

There is a Caricom arrest warrant Bill.  This Bill will provide for the 

implementation of the Caricom Arrest Warrant Treaty.  The objective of that treaty 

is to establish, within the community, a system of arrest and surrender of requested 

persons for the purposes of conducting criminal prosecutions or execution and 

custodial sentences.  So we can work together as a Caricom region, which 

regrettably is no longer a zone of peace, so we can work together to fight the crime 

in the Caricom region.   

Hon. Member:  Brent Thomas—[Inaudible] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  There should never ever be a Brent Thomas, my 

colleague is reminding me; never ever be a Brent Thomas.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  This man was in Barbados, was picked up and put 
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in a police—yes.  He was abducted.  He was kidnapped, abducted, put in a police 

vehicle and taken to the airport, using an RSS plane, and up to now, no one could 

tell us who was responsible for that.  So nobody could tell us.  I remember when 

that happened, I wrote to several officials here in the Government—well, the 

former Government.  I wrote to the Prime Minister of Barbados, because that is 

where the man was abducted and picked up.  I am being advised that investigations 

are underway. That that could not happen without ministerial intervention.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So it is being investigated.  We will get to the 

bottom of it and those responsible will have to face justice.  We will do that 

investigation.  

Several other pieces of legislation, as I said, I will put them altogether, so let 

me just thank you all very much.  Thank you for your time.  We will put it 

together.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we will lay it in the Parliament and circulate it, 

because there are so many other pieces of legislation.   

I want to thank my colleagues.  They have all worked very, very hard in the 

area of labour legislation. The Minister of Labour, Small and Micro Enterprise 

Development, Mr. Leroy Baptiste, has put out some of the policy initiatives.  They 

have been very welcomed and we look forward to working with all of you in this 

Parliament to get the job done.  Thank you all very much, and thanks to all my 

colleagues on this side.  Thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

3.15 p.m. 
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Ms. P. Beckles:  Thank you kindly, Madam Deputy Speaker.  In keeping with 

Standing Order 24(4), I would like to ask the hon. Prime Minister, that in your 

Statement you made reference to the fact that there was no breach of international 

law in the blowing up of the vessels because of the involvement in narco-

trafficking.  Are you prepared to share with this honourable House and the 

Parliament a copy of the advice, as well as the name of the attorney that gave that 

advice?  Thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister. 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the question does not 

arise.  We were dealing with the legislative agenda today, sharing with you, and if 

you want legal advice, ask your small pin lawyer you have across there.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Ms. P. Beckles:  Madam, Madam— 

Mr. Des Vignes:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(4).  

Ms. P. Beckles:—hon. Prime Minister, oh gosh, no.  You should withdraw that 

statement, please.   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Hon. Attorney General, they could come to you to 

find out the legal advice, thank you very much.  

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, so let us move on.  Hon. Attorney General.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Report on the Commission of Enquiry 

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon.  John Jeremie SC):  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, this afternoon I have the unenviable task of laying the Report on 
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the Commission of Enquiry into the Failure of CL Financial Limited, Colonial Life 

Insurance Company (Trinidad) Limited, Clico Investment Bank Limited, British 

American Insurance Company (Trinidad) Limited, Caribbean Money Market 

Brokers Limited and the Hindu Credit Union Co-operative Society Limited.  

The report has never been laid.  I return to that shortly.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I say that this is an unwelcome task because once again I have been 

placed between a rock and a hard place.  I have been placed in that position by the 

truly unconscionable actions of my predecessors over the past decades or so.   

Now, what transpired over the past 10 years boggles the mind.  I believe that 

it is important for me to refresh the memory of Members present, and that of the 

viewing public, as to what has led us here today.  Given that the collapse of 

CLICO took place 17 years ago under a PNM administration in 2009.  The 

Government spent roughly—I was there when they fell.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I was there when they fell.   

Mrs. Persad-Bissessar SC:  That is why he knows everything— 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  2009, I know where the bodies are buried.   

Ms. John:  Yes, dig it out.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Mr. Tancoo:  Call their names. 

Mr. Padarath:  Confession is good for your soul, Trincity/Maloney.   

Mr. Tancoo:  “Don’t let them distract you.” 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  The Government spent $28 billion rescuing the 

group, $28 billion.  To date, however—I was not there in 2010, just for the record.  

To date, however, somewhere in the vicinity of about $3 billion to $4 billion over 
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and above that $28 billion, have been spent on matters relating to the collapse of 

CLICO.  Now, I say that that money has been spent, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

because the previous Attorney General, not me, and the Attorneys General twice 

removed, not me, were irresponsibly enough to have engaged lawyers and 

accountants over the decades, and then to have stopped paying them in some cases 

since 2022, when I was at the University of the West Indies teaching my students.  

Not me. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am not referring to a 

couple of thousand dollars here and there.  I am not even referring to some 

hundreds of thousands of dollars.  I am speaking of close to half a billion dollars.  I 

will dissent to particulars spent on a particular firm, Deloitte & Touche, close to 

$400million, not hired by me.  That is a theme that I see that I will have to repeat 

often this afternoon, and lawyers to support them.   

Now they have not paid Deloitte & Touche since 2022.  So it begs the 

question, what is going on, if they are taking work from Deloitte & Touche since 

2022, and then they have the temerity to come to this House, to ask me, I want to 

see what is going to happen with the corruption investigations, they have been 

freeloading.  Freeloading.  The run-up, astronomical amounts of money, run away 

asking questions, and then on my first few days inside here, what is going to 

happen with the corruption investigations?  Well, Deloitte & Touche downed tools, 

as they were supposed to do.   

Mr. Tancoo:  “Dey sabotaging them.”  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Now, I am coming to the sabotage point shortly. 

Now, it will be one thing if Deloitte & Touche and the persons hired for the 
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Director of Public Prosecutions had managed to charge someone, but you know, 

how many people have been charged.  Not one single person.  None.  Half a billion 

dollars for what?  Nothing.  Now, those figures that I have given, that $3 billion to 

$4 billion, it does not include liquidators’ expenses, and we know how those go.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I have asked myself a number of times a couple 

questions.  All of this money that has been shelled out, how much of it has been 

actually recovered?  I just said nobody is being charged.  What about if they got 

back 50 cents?  That is one question.  Secondly, who has been held to account for 

what is indisputably the biggest and largest case of fraud and financial tragedy in 

Trinidad and Tobago and possibly the Caribbean?  Finally, who has benefited from 

all of this wanton spending on professional charges?  Because, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, the citizens surely have not benefited, and I heard my friend, I think sotto 

voce, from Trincity/Maloney say “not me”.  But you know why?  Because she does 

not play golf.  That is the reason why.  That is the reason why.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, you know who else has 

not benefited?  The citizens of the Republic have not benefited.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  So, it is not only the non-golf players, it is the 

citizens.   I do not play golf either.   But the citizens have not benefited.   

The report that I lay before the Parliament today, itself came at a cost of 

approximately $150 million.  That is how much it cost in terms of Sir Anthony 

Colman and the attorneys who had been hired.  The Commission was appointed in 

2010.  This report is dated the 2nd of June2016.  I have said before, it has never 

seen the light of day.   
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Now, why has that happened?  Well, before Trincity/Maloney says “no, it 

has not been hidden”, and I like Trincity/Maloney.   

Hon. Member:  Awww. 

Mrs. Robinson-Regis:  I like you too.   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Very much.  I am not going to be attacking 

Trincity/Maloney.  Trincity/Maloney does not know, because she was not in the 

inner circle, and she was not on the greens, the golf course, okay?  So why has it 

not seen the light of day?  Well, I investigated that matter.  First of all, the report 

was done on a typewriter by Anthony Colman, so it never went online.  There was 

no electronic copy.  Then Sir Anthony Colman died, and perhaps, some persons 

might have thought there was an opportunity in there, but these reports go from the 

author to Her Excellency, the President.  I called the President, I know that we are 

not supposed to use the President’s name inside here.  But I withdraw that.   

There was no copy of this report in the Office of the President of the 

Republic, that is one copy.  Sir Anthony Colman is dead.  There was no copy of 

the report in the office of a particular man with a particular hairstyle, it is bald in 

nature, and he lives somewhere in western Trinidad, accustomed to calling African 

males dogs.  I fell into that category.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  None in his office, and I hesitated to check to see 

if there were any at his home.  None in his office.  None in the Office of the 

Attorney General.  The report could not be found for months.  The Permanent 

Secretary to the Ministry of the Attorney General could not find it.  The Permanent 

Secretary to the Office of the Prime Minister could not find it.  No copies 

anywhere.  I was persistent, and eventually I managed to get my hands on the 
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report, and the report is before us today. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I apologize for the markings on the report, but 

those markings are testament to where I might have received the report from.  That 

individual might have marked the report. The markings are all in a place which 

repays reading.  It is before us, we can see.  Now, we were on the point about the 

disappearance of the report, there was something else that was strange about this 

whole thing.   

3.30 p.m. 

You see, if the Member for Siparia happens to have a burglary at her house, 

four or five police officers would be assigned to investigate the burglary.  If a 

television set is lost or stolen, four or five officers will investigate the theft of the 

television set and the same for the hon. Minister of Finance, Minister Tancoo.   

But do you know what?  This report, which I have said, chronicles the 

largest financial fraud in the history of this country.  Do you know how many 

people were investigating this matter, how many police officers?  Five people 

investigating the theft of a TV or a Converse shoe, but how many people are 

investigating this report?  No more than three police officers and in some cases 

one—  

Mr. Tancoo:  What! 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—and on very few occasions none. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Tancoo:  Unacceptable. 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Now, the report comes with a number of 

documents.  It comes with tens of millions of emails, financial accounting records, 
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forensic analysis, sufficient to prove numerous complex cross-border transactions, 

6,414 pieces of electronic evidence, 1,650 hard copy boxes.  Well, God alone 

knows what is in those boxes.  But who is checking on this?  One police officer?  It 

is impossible.  So I want colleagues to know that something took place in the 

investigation of this matter.   

Now you might ask, what is that thing?  Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, it 

has come to my attention that there was a particular gentleman in—not the 

Attorney General immediately before me, my good friend from Trincity/Maloney, 

or the one before her, but perhaps the one before him, before, I am not sure, but the 

one several times removed.  They had quite a few.  That gentleman sat on the 

board of one of the entities that Mr. Coleman had quite a lot to say in this report.  

And what he says is that—now, I do not want to read it— 

Hon. Member:  Yes. 

Mr. Tancoo:  Yes.  Let us put it on the record.  Put it in the record.  Let us hear the 

details.   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Okay, my colleagues are asking.   

Mr. Tancoo:  Put it on the record, yes. 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I bow to pressure— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—at times.  So, I did not know that I would be 

asked that, but I am a man who is normally prepared, so I have the quote— 

Mr. Tancoo:  Yes.   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—verbatim for us.  In section 5 of the report, under 

the heading “Recommendations”, and this deals with Clico Investment Bank.  I 

have not mentioned any names.   
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Hon. Member:  Faris. 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Section, XVIII states: 

As regards Clico Investment Bank conspiring during the period from 01 

January, 2002, to 30 March, 2009, together with the principal officers and 

members from time to time of the Board of Directors and/or the managers 

of—so and so—in particular, one Lawrence Duprey, now deceased, and 

Richard Trotman, referred collectively to as the co-conspirators.   

Now, that is a serious term there.  Because we all know that, I mean even my 

friend, my former student would understand what a conspiracy is.  It is an 

agreement between two persons to do that which is unlawful.  Now, and they go 

on:   

—to defraud depositors from time to time in CIB by agreeing—not my 

word—dishonestly, to put at risk the value and recoverability of the assets 

available to meet liabilities to those depositors— 

—but then he is saying, he does not have the power to charge, but he is saying, call 

the police.   

Now he goes on, this is Mr. Coleman, he goes on to talk about a Ponzi 

scheme and the like.   

But the fact is, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the task that has now fallen to 

me is to decide on a way forward this afternoon at this fork in the road, whether to 

continue this decades long joke of an investigation, because that is what it was, 

spending money on lawyers, billions of dollars on lawyers and not having people 

check boxes or putting one police officer to watch a box.  What are you doing 

there?   

Hon. Member:  Watching a box.   
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Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Watching a box.  Because the lawyers will say, I 

need X or Y or Z, the lawyers are not police officers.  The lawyer says, I need X or 

Y or Z, you have one police officer, sometimes three, less than, investigating the 

theft of Minister Tancoo’s TV, nothing happens.  So this is a joke of an 

investigation.   

What do I do?  Well, as guardian of the public interest and having consulted 

with the hon. Prime Minister, I have to say that we are not able to continue to 

spend hard resources, government resources, and we are not able to authorize and 

to allow for the spending on professional services to persons who are sometimes 

golfers, but always very wealthy, homes in various parts of the world, in the United 

Kingdom, in Barbados, some of us live next door to the Governor General of 

Barbados.  We are not able to continue to spend money on that.  Now, I have to be 

careful.  We are also not able to bring an end to any criminal investigation.  That is 

a matter which is entirely within the remit of the Director of Public Prosecutions.  I 

can however end civil proceedings and I propose to do so, now in a cost effective 

manner having regard to the fact that the State has commenced some of these 

proceedings and might be required to meet some reasonable cost to exit the 

proceedings.   

Now, as far as the Central Bank is concerned, I want to say that I am not 

going to make a decision with respect to the Central Bank in its matters.  Years ago 

I was involved representing the sixth defendant in a matter brought by the Central 

Bank and I do not think that it would be appropriate for me to get involved in that.  

In any event, the relevant person to treat with the Central Bank is the Minister of 

Finance.  I say this, however, the Minister of Finance is entitled, notwithstanding 

the fact that the Central Bank is independent, the Minister of Finance is entitled to 
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take a decision with respect to this matter and costs, and the effects of wanton 

spending on the profits and dividends which the Central Bank pays to the 

Government of Trinidad and Tobago which are derived from the management of 

the bank’s dealings in foreign exchange.  And I am told that he will be writing to 

the bank this afternoon with respect to the Government’s general policy.   

I thank you, Madam Vice President, and the report is being— 

Mrs. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—Madam Deputy Speaker, and I urge colleagues 

on both sides to read the report very carefully, because it stands as an indictment.  

Not on us on this side, it weighs very lightly on our shoulders, but on yours and 

perhaps there are lessons for you to learn in terms of allowing a small clique of 

persons to highjack your political party.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, in accordance with Standing Order 24(4), I would like to ask the Attorney 

General based on the statement that you just read in Parliament and the fact, Mr. 

Attorney General, that you have laid the report in this Parliament, my question to 

you is, whether or not your office or yourself consulted with the Office of the 

Director of Public Prosecutions to get his advice on your decision to lay this report 

in this Parliament? 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Thank you very much for the question.  Now, 

when I speak in this Parliament I do so without rancor.  I do not wish to injure 

anyone.  I speak as a man of peace at all times, as I am, even when I declare war, I 

do so lovingly.  I say all of that to say that I had a conversation with the Director of 



67 

Statements by Ministers   2026.01.16 
Report on the Commission of Enquiry 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

Public Prosecutions, not once but twice.  I had a conversation with the Governor of 

the Central Bank, not once but thrice, and is there anybody else you wanted me to 

speak with?   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Because I have done my job, and Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot, I have looked at your development over the years, back from the 

time when you first entered my office as Attorney General, pleading with me to 

treat with a matter of perceived impropriety— 

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, on a point of order.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Gonzales:  The Attorney General responded to the question and there is 

absolutely no need for the Attorney General to divert from the statement that was 

made and the question that I asked. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk and desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  The hon. Attorney General has two minutes to answer 

his question, so I am going to allow him to continue. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Perhaps you can have a sip of water and I will 

continue.  Somebody get some water for him.  So back in those days when the 

complaint was— 

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, Standing Order 24(5), the Attorney 

General has two minutes in order to respond and he is not responding.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General, I kindly ask you to respond to 

the Member’s question. 
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Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I am doing so in my good time.  I am adding my 

two minutes.  I have looked at your development from darting in to complain about 

the behaviour of the then Minister of Finance, the Prime Minister, Patrick 

Manning, I sent him on his way, I said go talk to your Minister.   

Now, the point that I am trying to make, perhaps I am belabouring the point, 

is that, I would have hoped that your questions, your requests would have 

improved over time.  They have not.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

3.45 p.m. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

MOTOR VEHICLES AND ROAD TRAFFIC (AMDT.) BILL, 2026 

Bill to amend the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act, Chap. 48:50, for the 

introduction and implementation of fixed penalty warnings for specific traffic 

violations in the Ninth Schedule and related matters [The Minister of Transport 

and Civil Aviation]; read the first time. 

Motion made:  That the next stage be taken at a later stage of the 

proceedings.  [Hon. E. Zakour] 

Question put and agreed to.  

LAW REFORM (ZONES OF SPECIAL OPERATIONS) 

(SPECIAL SECURITY AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

MEASURES) BILL, 2026 

Bill to provide for special measures for upholding and preserving the rule of 

law, public order, citizen security and public safety within certain geographically 

defined areas of Trinidad and Tobago, and for other related matters [The Attorney 
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General]; read the first time. 

Motion made:  That the next stage be taken at a later stage of the 

proceedings.  [Hon. J. Jeremie SC] 

Question put and agreed to.   

TOBAGO HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY (AMDT.) BILL, 2026 

Bill to amend the Tobago House of Assembly Act, Chap. 25:03 [The Prime 

Minister]; read the first time. 

Motion made:  That the next stage be taken later at a later stage in the 

proceedings.  [Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC] 

Question put and agreed to. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

MOTOR VEHICLES AND ROAD TRAFFIC (AMDT.) BILL, 2026. 

The Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation (Sen. The Hon. Eli Zakour):  

Madam Deputy Speaker, I beg to move: 

That a Bill to amend the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act, Chap. 48:50, 

for the introduction and implementation of a fixed penalty warning for a 

specific traffic violations, in the Ninth Schedule and related matters, be now 

read a second time. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Bill was drafted under the visionary leadership 

of the hon. Prime Minister, Mrs. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC, who has 

demonstrated strong and responsive leadership, by not only listening closely to the 

concerns of motorists, but by moving decisively to implement solutions, which are 

now presented to this honourable House in the form of this Bill.   

I must also express my gratitude to the hon. Attorney General and the 

technical staff at the Attorney General’s Office, and the Ministry of Transport and 
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Civil Aviation, who have worked diligently to produce the Motor Vehicles and 

Road Traffic (Amdt.) Bill, 2026, before us today.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, due to the technical nature of the Bill, please 

permit me to refer to my notes.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the objective of this Bill 

is the implementation of mandatory fixed penalty warnings for specific traffic 

violations in the Ninth Schedule.  At present, the existing legislative framework 

relies heavily on prosecution-based enforcement for a wide range of traffic 

offences.  This approach has placed significant pressure on law enforcement 

agencies, members of the public, and the courts, often resulting in delays and 

administrative burdens.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill seeks to address these challenges through 

the introduction of a fixed penalty warning system in respect of designated traffic 

violations.  These warnings would allow certain offences to be dealt with 

administratively, without the immediate issuance of a fixed penalty notice, while 

still maintaining accountability and deterrence.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amdt.) Act 

No. 9 of 2017, amendment section 81(1) of the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic 

Act, Chap. 48:50, states that a constable may issue a fixed penalty notice to a 

driver who is found to be in violation of the law. This wording confers a measure 

of discretion on law enforcement, recognizing that traffic enforcement must, at 

times, be exercised with sound judgment and fairness.  However, the experience 

since the enactment of the amendment has shown that the exercise of this 

discretion can be uneven and inconsistent across Trinidad and Tobago.  

In the absence of a structured warning framework, two drivers committing 

the same violation may face different outcomes if left unregulated, risk 
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undermining public confidence in law enforcement and may give rise to unfairness 

or discrimination, which are inconsistent with constitutional principles.  We have 

examined the data and noted that in 2024 and 2025, a total of 27,554 fixed penalty 

notices were issued for the 18 specific traffic violations that have been identified 

for the fixed penalty warning in this amendment. Of that total, 14,887 fixed penalty 

notices were issued in 2024, and 12,667 were issued in 2025.  In addition, there 

have been 1,414 documented warnings issued during 2024, and 1,091 documented 

warnings issued in 2025 to motorists in respect to traffic violations.  This therefore 

shows that drivers stopped for the same traffic violations were, in some cases, 

given fixed penalty notices, whereas, in some cases, were given simple warnings.  

Furthermore, it is recognized that there are circumstances where the 

immediate issuance of a fixed penalty notice may not always be the most 

appropriate response. This includes situations where the nature of the violation is 

such that the driver may not have been immediately aware of the offence or where 

the contravention may have occurred shortly before detection by law enforcement.   

In these circumstances, the absence of a structured and legislative warning 

system can result in uncertainty in enforcement practices and perceptions of 

inconstancies among motorists as highlighted.  This issue is important because the 

exercise of statutory discretion by the authorities must always conform to the 

fundamental principles of the Constitution, especially the rule of the law, equity 

before the law and procedural fairness.  While Parliament has lawfully conferred 

discretion on the law enforcement agencies through the use of the words “must 

issue a fixed penalty notice”, discretion cannot be exercised in an arbitrary, 

inconsistent or unguided manner.  Where discretion is applied differently to 

motorists without clear standards or safeguards, it raises concerns of unequal 
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treatment and undermines the constitutional guarantee that the law be applied fairly 

and consistently. 

It is therefore necessary to provide a clear, transparent and uniformed 

framework. This is where the fixed penalty warning system plays a pivotal role and 

serves as a solution to balance accountability and fairness.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, many stakeholders support this amendment to the legislation, including, 

but not limited to, the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service, and the Licensing 

Authority.   

I will now provide a detailed overview of the clauses of the Bill to the 

House. The Bill itself comprises eight clauses and I also wish to make it clear that 

this Government has not sought to reinvent the wheel with a fixed penalty warning 

system.  In fact, this Bill represents tried and tested legislative constructs, using 

similar circumstances which I will discuss later on. 

Clause 1 of the Bill provides the short title.   

Clause 2 provides for the commencement of the Act, proclamation by the 

President.   

Clause 3 defines: 

“…‘the Act’ used throughout the Bill to mean the Motor Vehicles and Road 

Traffic Act.   

Clause 4 of the Bill amends:  

“…section 20B of the Act by inserting the words ‘or the Ninth Schedule’ to 

make it clear that any breach of a condition which is listed in the Ninth 

Schedule constitutes the traffic violation.”   

“Clause 5 of the Bill inserts definitions for ‘business day’ and ‘fixed penalty 

warning’ in Part VI of the Act.”  



73 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

A “business day” is defined as:  

“any day other than –  

(a) a Saturday, Sunday or public holiday;  

(b) Carnival Monday or Carnival Tuesday;” 

A:  

“‘fixed penalty warning’ means a warning issued under section 80A”—of 

the Act—“and includes a duplicate of such warning;”   

“Clause 6 of the Bill inserts new sections 80A and 80B into the Act.  The 

new section 80A details the procedures and processes which follow after a 

constable issues a fixed penalty warning for traffic violation specified in the 

First Column of the Eleventh Schedule.  It contains nine subsections.  

Subsection (1) provides for a constable to issue a fixed penalty warning to a 

driver where he has reason to believe that a traffic violation is being or has 

been committed. Subsection (2) allows a constable to affix a fixed penalty 

warning for a traffic violation specified in the Eleventh Schedule to any part 

of a vehicle…”—where the fixed penalty warning may easily be seen.  

“Subsection (3) provides that the owner of the vehicle on which the fixed 

penalty warning was affixed shall be presumed to be the person liable for the 

traffic violation mentioned in a fixed penalty warning.   

Subsections (4) and (5)”—of section 80A—“provide that only the driver, 

someone under the driver’s authority or the person liable for the traffic 

violation shall remove the fixed penalty warning that is affixed to a vehicle.  

A person who contravene subsection (4) is liable on summary conviction to 

a fine of three thousand dollars in accordance with subsection (5).   

Subsection (6) indicates that when a fixed penalty notice is issued or affixed, 
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the police officer in charge of the station for the relevant district shall send a 

duplicate of the notice to the Licensing Authority within one day from the 

date of issue or affixed.   

Subsection (7) provides that where driver or owner of a vehicle complies 

with the fixed penalty warning, he shall be provided with a certificate of 

compliance in a form approved by the Minister and published in the 

Gazette.”  

A copy of the certificate of compliance has to be transmitted to:  

“…the Licensing Authority…  

—by the police station or—  

“…such other person and at such other location…”  

—as designated by the Minister within one day from the date of issue of the 

certificate, which verifies that the traffic violation was remedied.  

“Subsection (8) states…once a certificate of compliance is issued, the driver 

or owner will be discharged from liability for the traffic violation mentioned 

in the fixed penalty warning. 

Subsection (9) indicates that where a fixed penalty warning is not complied 

with, it shall be deemed to be a fixed penalty notice and the driver or owner 

shall be for the traffic violation in accordance with the Act.   

The new subsection 80B details the contents of a fixed penalty warning. It 

contains five subsections.  Subsection (1) provides for the contents of a fixed 

penalty warning and states that it should bear the signature of the constable.  

Subsection (2) provides that a fixed penalty warning shall be in a form 

approved by the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation and published in 

the Gazette.” 
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4.00 p.m. 

Subsection 3 states that a number of business days in the fixed penalty 

warning shall be in accordance with the second column of the Schedule and in 

subsection 4 provides that the person and location in the fixed penalty warning 

shall be in accordance with the third column of the Eleventh Schedule.  Subsection 

5 states that the Minister may, by order, subject to negative resolution of 

Parliament, amend the Eleventh Schedule.   

The proposed subsection 5 is especially important as it allows the Minister 

from time to time, by Order, to add and remove traffic violations for which the 

warnings can be issued, adjust the timeframe within which defects are to be 

remedied, and report it for which a fixed penalty warning was issued as well as add 

and alter the locations at which violators can present themselves to report and 

produce evidence that the requirements under the fixed penalty warning has been 

adhered to.   

Clause 7 of the Bill amends item 36 in the Ninth Schedule of the Act.  

Clause 8 of the Bill inserts a new Eleventh Schedule which specifies 18 traffic 

violations listed in the first column of the Ninth Schedule for which penalty 

warnings shall be issued.  These violations have been identified as ones of fixed 

penalty warnings would be appropriate in the instance, with an opportunity for 

violators to remedy prior to fixed penalty notices being issued.   

There are 18 violations.  They are:   

Item 35:  “No identification lights for the illumination of identification 

marks on vehicles at night”—three business days.   

Item 37:  “Number of passengers to be carried not printed on right front door 

taxi”—three business days.  
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Item 39:  “No tear and M.G.W painted on vehicle”—three business days.   

Item 40:  “Vehicles with defective fittings”—seven business days.   

Item 41:  “Vehicle without silencers or fitted with cutouts”—three business 

days.   

Item 42:  “Unauthorised lights to front or rear vehicles”—three business 

days.  

Item 43:  “Unauthorised letters and figures on vehicle,—three business 

days”  

Item 44:  “Vehicles without two headlamps”—three business days.  

Item 45:  “Vehicle without park lights”—three business days.   

Item 46:  “Vehicle without taillights”—three business days.   

Item 48:  “No ‘left hand drive’ notice affixed to appropriate vehicle”—three 

business days.  

Item 63:  “Vehicle without horn”—three business days.  

Item 64:  “Permitting excess sparks, smoke or visible vapour to come from 

vehicle”—seven business days.   

Item 72:  “Vehicle without reflective mirror”—three business days.  

Item 74:  “Use of noisy vehicle”—seven business days.  

Item 76:  “Use of vehicle with no windshield wiper or defective wiper”—

three business days.   

Item 79:  “Public service vehicle without spare tyre”—three business days.  

Item 82:  “Placing of advertisement on side of window of taxi”—three 

business days.  

The Eleventh Schedule also details in the second column and third column 

respectively, the time in which the traffic violations are to be remedied and the 
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locations where vehicles are to be presented for inspection as evidence of the 

violation being remedied.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the practical operation of the proposed sections 

80(a) and 80(b) is designed to be simple, fair and effective for both motorists and 

enforcement authorities.  Essentially, where a constable defined in the Motor 

Vehicles and Road Traffic Act to include:   

“…a Police Officer… 

Transport Officer… 

a Traffic Warden…— 

and an Estate Constable employed under the Supplemental Police Act in a 

public body listed in the Eighth Schedule” 

—has reason to believe that any traffic violations specified in the proposed 

Schedule is or has been committed, the constable shall issue a fixed penalty 

warning.   

In circumstances where the driver is present, the warning may be handed 

directly to the driver.  Where the driver is not present, the warning may be affixed 

to a visible part of the vehicle ensuring that the motorist is properly notified of the 

infraction.  Once a fixed penalty warning is issued or fixed, the responsibility for 

the violation rests with the driver or the registered owner of the vehicle.  The 

warning clearly identifies the nature of the violation, the steps required to remedy 

it, the time frame within which compliance must occur, and the location at which 

the driver/owner must report and provide evidence that a defect or non-compliance 

has been remedied.   

The driver/owner is then afforded a reasonable opportunity with either a 

three or seven-business-day window based on the violation to repair the defect.  
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After doing so, the driver/owner is required to report to any police station, any 

office of the licence authority, or another location as specified in the warning and 

to produce evidence of compliance within the prescribed period.  Upon satisfactory 

verification, the driver/owner will be issued a certificate of compliance.  That 

certificate serves as confirmation that the requirements of a fixed penalty warning 

have been met and results in a driver or owner being discharged from any further 

liability in respect to the violation.  

The matter is thereby resolved without the need for a fine, court 

proceedings, or further enforcement action. However, in the event the driver/owner 

fails to remedy the defect or fails to report within the time frame, the fixed penalty 

warning automatically converts into a fixed penalty notice.  In those circumstances, 

the driver/owner becomes liable to pay the prescribed fine just as if the fixed 

penalty notice had been issued in the first instance.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Ministry of Transport and Civil Aviation has 

conducted several stakeholder meetings to put the required infrastructure in place.  

The amendment Bill before the honourable House is aligned with international best 

practices.  For example, our CARICOM neighbour, St Lucia, has a system of 

warnings built into the revised laws of St. Lucia 2023.  Under Section 88 of the 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act:  

“…If a…officer believes…that a person has committed a ticketable 

offence…”—“a notice” 

—states in the breach, and if it is not rectified, the person will— 

“be liable to pay a fine…be imprisoned, or the person’s licence or permit 

may be cancelled or suspended.”   

While this piece of legislation is not exactly identical to what we are proposing in 
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this amendment Bill, the resulting effect is the same.  That is, motorists are issued 

a warning and have time to rectify.  

In the United States, the opportunity to fix or repair vehicle defects detected 

on roads by law enforcement agencies prior to the imposition of fines form part of 

their traffic laws, regulations, and codes in several states.  As being proposed in 

this amendment Bill, formal written warnings are also part of the enforcement 

process for certain traffic violations.  Further, there are provisions which require 

that the correction of defects must be reported to the relevant law enforcement 

agencies, and where there is a failure to remedy and report, penalties are then 

imposed.  States with similar provisions include New York and Indiana.  

Moving across to the South Pacific, in Fiji, there are defect orders within its 

legislative framework.  Further to Regulation 106 (3) of its Land Transport 

Vehicles Regulation and Construction Regulations 2000.  

“If a police officer, authorised officer, or inspector is of the opinion that a 

defect or defects do not render the vehicle...safe...a defect order”—can be 

issued—“directing that the defect...be rectified...” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, South Australia provides a useful example of how 

a constructed defect notice system can operate in practice.  Under Section 145 of 

the Road Traffic Act 1961 of South Australia, authorised officers have the power 

to inspect vehicles and issue formal defect notices where vehicles have 

deficiencies.   

Where the deficiency does not pose an immediate safety risk a defect notice 

may be issued.  These notices must clearly state the date of the issue, the officer 

issuing it, the vehicle concerned, the nature of the defect, and the repairs required.  

The notice can be issued directly to the driver or, if the vehicle is unattended, 
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affixed to the vehicle, and a copy must be sent to the Register of Motor Vehicles.  

The vehicle cannot return to normal use until the defect is repaired, inspected, and 

a clearance certificate issued.  In essence, this system requires that the defects are 

formally recorded, repairs are mandatory and verified, the Licensing Authority is 

directly involved, and the system is enforceable and accountable.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this framework established under Section 145 of 

the South Australian Act is similar to what we are proposing in this amendment 

Bill, a structured, traceable, and enforceable warning system that improves safety, 

compliance, and accountability.  Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill reflects a 

balanced approach that recognizes not only the importance of road safety but also 

ensures that efficiency and fairness in the administration of justice.  Warnings will 

be issued for offences escalating to fines or prosecution.  As a result, punishment 

becomes proportional to risk and severity, not automatic.  This therefore, 

encourages a corrective approach rather than a penalty-driven system.  

There are situations where the defect arises shortly before it is detected, 

giving the driver little or no opportunity to correct it.  A structured warning system 

allows an enforcement officer to draw the issue to the driver’s attention, provide 

guidance, and allow the driver an opportunity to rectify the breach before action is 

taken, ensuring enforcement remains fair and reasonable.  This system can help 

build the trust between the motoring public and enforcement agencies.  When 

drivers know that infractions may result in warnings rather than fines, they are 

more likely to interact positively with law enforcement and adjust further 

behaviour.   

While there has been a reduction in numbers between 2024 and 2025, over 

10,000 violators were recorded in both instances.  This means that for two years, 
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over 10,000 individuals per year were issued fixed penalty notices and deprived of 

the opportunity to make the relevant adjustments to their vehicles.  For 2026 thus 

far, the record showed that 51 warnings were issued to drivers relating to the 18 

traffic violations identified in the amendment Bill and 232 fixed penalty notices 

were issued.  By introducing a fixed penalty warning for the 18 violations, it is 

expected that there will be a profound decline in the vast number of fixed penalty 

notices given.  Individuals will now be granted the opportunity to rectify any 

violations brought to their attention by a constable under the Act.  This will give 

individuals a reasonable amount of time to address the issue.  

Furthermore, Madam Deputy Speaker, the fixed penalty warning system 

allows the motorist the opportunity for early detection of traffic violations which 

would in any event be identified by examiners at inspection stations or the license 

authority.  Drivers and registered owners are therefore already expected to have 

their motor vehicles free from defects, so there is no additional burden being now 

implemented to have vehicles in good condition on our nation’s roads.  It is 

acknowledged that persons may contest fixed penalty notices where they are not 

aware of the defects with their motor vehicles for which notices were issued.  By 

issuing warnings with an opportunity to fix the defect, there will, over time, be a 

reduction on the burden of the magistrate courts as such matters will be diverted 

away from the court system.  This effectively frees judicial and administrative 

resources to focus on more serious and dangerous traffic offences.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill establishes a system that is firm in 

accountability and sound in administration. While it affords motorists a 

responsibility, the opportunity to remedy infractions, it clearly provides that this 

opportunity is not without consequence.  Where a motorist fails to remedy the 
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defect or report within the timeframe, the fixed penalty warning automatically 

converts into a fixed penalty notice and the prescribed fine becomes payable as if 

the notice had been issued in the first instance.  This approach addresses non-

compliance and preserves the integrity of the enforcement agencies.  

Additionally, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Bill provides for a clear and 

efficient administrative framework.  For example, the requirement created in 

proposed section 80A(6) mandates that a duplicate of each fixed penalty warning 

be transmitted to the license authority within one day, which ensures accurate 

record keeping, effective oversight, and reliable tracking of compliance by those in 

receipt of warnings.  This strengthens the coordination between the TTPS and the 

license authority, thereby reducing the risk of errors or abuse.   

4.15 p.m. 

Moreover, the standardization of the form and the content of the fixed 

penalty warnings as approved by the Minister and published in the Gazette ensures 

that issuance across Trinidad and Tobago is done in a clear and uniform manner.  

Importantly, the legislation also incorporates the necessary degree of flexibility by 

empowering the Minister to update the categories of violations, adjust compliance 

time frames, and designate reporting stations, which guarantee that the warning 

system remains responsive, efficient, and relevant as our operational needs evolve.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, in conclusion, the Government holds firm to the position 

that this amendment Bill is necessary, as it aims at modernizing our local traffic 

enforcement framework while also strengthening the public confidence in the 

administration of the law by ensuring that enforcement is fair, consistent, and 

constitutionally-sound.  In essence, this Bill is the practical response to a real and 

persistent challenge within the traffic enforcement system.   
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It recognizes that not every effect warrants the immediate issuance of a fixed 

penalty notice, and, at the same time, it preserves the authority of law enforcement 

and the deterrent effect of penalties by ensuring that noncompliance has clear 

consequences, including the conversion of warnings into fixed penalty notices 

where the required correction is not carried out.  This is not experimental 

legislation.  It is grounded in existing, regional, and international systems like 

those referred to earlier; informed by data, and supported by stakeholders. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Government recognizes that the success of any 

legislative reform is determined not merely by its intent, but by its implementation.  

The fixed penalty warning system will therefore be introduced through a structured 

and carefully managed implementation process.  I therefore commend this Bill to 

the House and urge all hon. Members to support its passage.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, Minister.  The time is now 4.17 p.m.  So, 

we will have a break for tea.  This House is now suspended.  We will return at 

5.05p.m.  

4.17 p.m.:  Sitting suspended. 

5.05 p.m.:  Sitting resumed.  

Question proposed.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin North/East 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Colm Imbert (Diego Martin North/East):  Madam Deputy Speaker, I notice 

the Member for—where are you from now?  Wherever—laughing, but I was 
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applying the Standing Orders.  A Member must stand in his place and catch the eye 

of the Speaker.  Read the Standing Orders. [Laughter]  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill is merely a knee-jerk reaction to the 

tremendous backlash that occurred in December when the population woke up on 

Boxing Day and discovered that the Government had doubled fines for minor 

traffic offences.  The backlash was so powerful that I dare say that the majority of 

the supporters of the UNC were outraged about this deception.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  This is just an attempt to pacify those people who became so 

angry at this betrayal.  So, we need to put this Bill into context.  It follows the 

draconian increases in fines, and it is now an attempt to soften the blow of those 

terrible fines.  To put it into context, we must go back in time, and I am going back 

to April of 2024.  I am going to read from a Newsday article, Tuesday, 23rd of 

April, 2024.  It is headlined:  “Kamla:  Traffic fines ‘just another form of tax’”.  

And it reads as follows:   

“Opposition leader Kamla Persad-Bissessar is advocating for a review of the 

demerit system and for investment in training programmes to promote safer 

driving habits.   

Addressing a United National Congress (UNC) cottage meeting in Princes 

Town on April 22, Persad-Bissessar chastised government”—this would be 

the PNM government—“for imposing heavy traffic fines on the driving 

public. She contended that this was not about road safety but another form of 

taxation by government, using the licensing office to do so.   

She said drivers are daily terrorised while navigating bad roads...”   

I must say, I have never seen roads in such terrible condition as has occurred in the 
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last six months.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  I have never seen throughout the country roads in such terrible 

condition as has occurred in the last six months.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would ask you to look at Standing 

Order 41— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, may I invite the Member for Diego 

Martin North/East to stop misleading the House and misleading the nation.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, please, continue. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Thank you.  Flagrant breach of the Standing Orders.  I know they 

are not happy to hear the truth.  But this is what Ms. Persad-Bissessar said:   

“…drivers are daily terrorised while navigating bad roads, and to have to 

contend with another tax at the hands of abusive licensing and police 

officers is not acceptable.   

‘Touted as a mechanism for promoting road safety and accountability, the 

ticketing and demerit points system is being abused by some police and 

licensing officers and has become a source of anguish and frustration for 

countless drivers across Trinidad and Tobago.’”   

That could have been said in December 2025.  Because it is appropriate to 

December2025.   

“Instead of instilling a sense of responsibility, she said, it has bred fear and 

resentment, fueled by a lack of transparency and trust in the Licensing 
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Division.”   

If you go on social media, you will see.  UNC supporters, UNC trolls, and UNC 

influencers, complaining and saying that they will never vote for UNC again 

because of this oppressive imposition by the Government.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping].  

Hon. Member:  [Interruption] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I really do not need any assistance from 

Members opposite, and I would ask you to utilize your authority to get them to 

stop talking.  I did not say a word when the Minister of Transport and Civil 

Aviation spoke.  

Mr. Elder:  That is you.  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker?  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, I just ask you to carry on.  It is way too early 

in the Sitting.  

Mr. C. Imbert:  I agree that it is way too early for them to be screaming.   

Ms. Persad-Bissessar said:  

“‘The Government should review the demerit system.  People are losing 

their licences and their ability to earn a livelihood… 

Some of these officers seem to be on a power trip, bullying and abusing 

citizens...’   

She alluded to videos on social media showing officers harassing drivers for 

offences which, she said, have no basis in law.”  

It is the same offences.  They have not changed them.  So, I guess, they have no 

basis in law now.   

“‘They insult and abuse drivers in front of their families.  These officers 
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must be reprimanded for their abusive behaviour...’”—they—“‘…must be 

brought to hand and reprimanded…’”   

That is what the Prime Minister, then Leader of the Opposition, said in 2024.   

She went on to make this declaration:   

I—“‘…will reduce traffic fines…’”                                                                               

And went on to say that traffic fines will be reduced for the majority of offences, 

the majority of offences.  And said that only the most “egregious” traffic offences 

should attract heavy fines.  These are her words.    

Hon Member:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  The current Prime Minister said that.  The Member for Siparia:   

We must advocate for a—“…system…”—which—“…offer retraining, 

instead of imposing harsh financial penalties and suspensions.” 

—except the most egregious, worst kind of: 

“‘…offences like dangerous driving and driving under the influence of  

drugs or alcohol.’” 

Those were the words of the Leader of the Opposition, now Prime Minister, in 

April of 2024.   

“We must explore alternatives to fines…”—we—“…must stop taking away 

people’s means to feed their families.  Who will feed their families when 

they can’t earn a living?’ 

…traffic fines are too high...” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  All of this from the Member for Siparia, all of that.  Now, let us 

go to the budget speech, because there have been too many untruths told by 

Members on the other side about this thing.  It is a tissue of untruths.  Let me go to 
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the budget speech, and I go to page 189 of the budget speech, because what was in 

the budget speech was consistent with that declaration made by the Member for 

Siparia in April of 2024.  

I take you now to page 189 of the 2026 budget speech presented by the 

Member for Fyzabad.  This is what is in there, and what it is, is that the Minister of 

Finance in that budget speech just a short while ago, October, said that the 

Government would increase fees as follows:   

“Driving while disqualified from holding or obtaining a driving permit, 

$5000; Careless driving, $15000;Driving or being in charge of a vehicle 

while blood alcohol levels exceed the prescribed limit...”  

That is it, three.  Let me go back.  Driving while disqualified from holding or 

obtaining a permit, careless driving, and drunk driving.  That is what was in the 

budget speech.  

5.15 p.m.  

And if you go back to what I just read, in terms of what the Member for 

Siparia said, it dovetails with exactly what was said in 2024; that fines should be 

reduced drastically and only retained for the most egregious offences, such as 

driving under the influence of alcohol and careless driving, and so on.  So that is 

April ’24, October 2025.   

Then, of course, we have Christmas Day.  “Everything gone from $1,000 to 

$2,000 to $4,000 to $10,000 to $20,000”.  And you have minor traffic infractions, 

such as not having a rearview mirror.  Let me read out for you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, what the fines are now.  Improper U-turn, $2,000; defective windscreen 

wiper, $2,000; no rearview mirror, $2,000; parking offence, $2,000; vehicle 

dripping oil, $2,000.  Sometimes you would not even know whether your vehicle is 
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dripping oil or not; $2,000.  These are not egregious, dangerous traffic offences, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  These are routine minor traffic infractions.  It is a 

complete betrayal of what the Member for Siparia said in 2024— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:—and a complete variation of what the Minister of Finance said in 

2025.  “But you see, dey get ketch.  When dey drop those fines on the whole 

country on Christmas Day and people start tuh bawl, including all of their 

supporters start tuh bawl, they come up with all kinda thing.”   

What did the Minister for Transport and Civil Aviation say?  He said,  

“We did not know how lawless the country was.  We did not have de data.”   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  What does that have to do—what does that nonsense have to do 

with the policy enunciated by the Member for Siparia?  The policy enunciated by 

the Member for Siparia was, “Traffic fines are too high, we are going to cut them 

way down and we will retain them only for the most egregious offences.”  But the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation was scrambling, trying to figure out what 

to say.  He said, “De country so lawless, we did not know.”  So not having an 

operational windshield wiper, that makes a person lawless?  “Yuh car dripping oil,  

dat make yuh lawless?  Yuh vehicle too noisy, dat make yuh lawless?”  Because all 

of these things I have just enunciated, all are attracting fines of $2,000 now. Your 

vehicle is too noisy.  I wonder who is determining that.  They even have something 

inside there, driving, reversing excessively on a street. That is an offence, you 

know; $1,500 for that now under this Government, you know.  Who is measuring 

that?  Who is going to tell you, “Well, yuh shoulda reverse for 100 metres, not 200 

metres?”  That is the kind of thing that they are now going to punish people with, 
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fines of $2,000 and $4,000.   

One of my colleagues made a point in a press conference.  While $2,000 

may seem to be nothing to a financier of the UNC— 

Mr. Padarath:  Or the PNM. 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Whoever, a wealthy person—it makes a big difference to 

somebody who is on a minimum wage.  It makes a big difference to a retrenched 

CEPEP worker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  It makes a big difference to a retrenched URP worker.  “Dey doh 

have $2,000 to pay for a defective windshield wiper.”   

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is certainly, in my opinion, time for 

you to ask them to respect the Standing Order 51.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What Standing Order?  Standing Order 51?  This is 

quite normal banter.   

Hon. Members: [Interruption] 

Madam Deputy Speaker: They are not creating excessive noise, not creating 

excessive interruptions.  You are very experienced. Far more experienced than I 

am in this.  Member for Diego Martin, let us continue.   

Hon. Member:  Diego Martin North/East. 

Mr. C. Imbert:  I agree, Madam Deputy Speaker, I have experienced this kind of 

breach of the Standing Orders from the UNC for a long time.  It is true.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  They do not follow the Standing Orders.  That is true.  They do 

not care.  They have no manners.  They have no behaviour.  But let me move on.  
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Let me move on, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

So the Member for Siparia, who is now the Prime Minister, enunciated a 

policy of driver education, retraining, reduction of fines, and retention of 

significant fines only for the most egregious offences.  And when they flip-flopped 

and dropped this thing on the population on Christmas Day, the answer was, “We 

did not know the country was so lawless.”  Ridiculous.  Absurd.  Absurd.   

And I heard the Minister say, they are following established practice.  

Nonsense.  Absolute nonsense.  And the Minister used Fiji as an example?  Fiji?  

People must not talk when they do not know, you know.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

I am going to read something.  This is an article by the Commonwealth Lawyers 

Association, and the question is: “Is Fiji still a democracy?”  And if the Member 

knew anything about Fiji, he would know that internationally, Fiji has been the 

subject of a number of military coups over the years.  And in the last military coup, 

the military junta— 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1), this is not a debate about Fiji or 

democracy.  We are not talking about Fiji and the democracy.  He gave an 

example.  Do not go into the whole history of Fiji.  You do not have to go through 

the whole history of Fiji.  

Hon. Members: [Interruption] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I understand.  You gave the example and you already 

explained why.  Let us get on to the other point, please.  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Yes, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Fiji’s Constitution was altered by 

its military.  It is still considered to be a practical dictatorship and the military has 

retained the power to deal with the Government in Fiji.  That is a poor example.   

And if the Minister had any sense, what he would have done— 
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Hon. Members:  [Interruption]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  What he would have done, rather than relying on whoever wrote 

that speech for him— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Member: 48(4). 

Mr. Morris:  He should withdraw that.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I would ask you to withdraw that statement, Member.   

Hon. Member: Yes, small man. 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Small pin was okay.  Small pin was all right. 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Yes, Madam Deputy Speaker. You heard the Prime Minister utter 

an insult to the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West and you did 

nothing about it.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  But I withdraw.  I withdraw.  I withdraw.   

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Speaker, I have not heard an apology or a withdrawal 

from the Member for Diego Martin North/East.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  The Member did withdraw.  Let us move on.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  You see, they are making so much noise, they cannot even hear. 

Now, if the Minister had done his own research, instead of relying on 

whoever he relied upon, what he would have done, Madam Deputy Speaker, is 

look at the practice, in terms of warning notices for motorists, in terms of vehicle 

defects around the world.  And this is not something, not some brain wave that 

dropped from the moon and entered the mind of the Member for Siparia.  This is 
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something done all over the world.  It is not something dreamt up by the Member 

for Siparia.  And there is no need for the Minister to be so obsequious; obsequious.  

There is no need.  This is not a creation of the Member of Siparia.   

In the United Kingdom, Madam Deputy Speaker, there is a system of 

warning notices that are affixed or handed out by the police, and I will educate the 

Minister.  In the United Kingdom, the police can stop a vehicle for any reason.  

They can ask to see your driver’s licence, your insurance certificate, and your 

certificate from the MOT, which is the Department for Transport in the UK that 

deals with the inspection of motor vehicles.   

And with respect to minor motoring offences, the police can give you a fixed 

penalty notice for less serious traffic offences, such as using your mobile phone, 

not wearing a seatbelt, driving too close to another vehicle, careless driving, and so 

on.  With respect to defects in a vehicle, such as no windshield wiper, no proper 

operating windshield wiper, no rearview mirror, noisy vehicle, whatever:  

“If your vehicle has something wrong with it, for example a broken brake 

light, the police may give you a ‘vehicle defect rectification notice’.   

You’ll need to get your vehicle fixed and provide proof that it’s been fixed.”  

And I am reading from the Government UK website.   

But the difference in the United Kingdom is that they are sensible people.  

And in the United Kingdom, you have 14 days from the date of receipt of the 

notice to provide evidence to the police that you have remedied the defect.  That is 

the nonsense in this Bill, Madam Deputy Speaker.  This Bill requires the person, 

the police officer, to report to the licensing office within 24 hours that they have 

affixed a notice to the windscreen of the errant driver.  

So this police officer who is out there on duty, on the road, who has found 
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that somebody has a defective tail-light or something like that, he has one day to 

notify the licensing office.  How is he doing that in one day?  And this is the same 

policeman who has to be dealing with crime, who has to be patrolling the 

neighbourhood, who has to be dealing with hot spots, and so on; the same 

policeman.  But he has to stop what he is doing and in 24 hours he has to notify the 

licensing office that he has issued this warning notice.  

The person who has the problem—they said, “All right, your tail-light is not 

working.” He may have one of these eight-year-old cars that the other side has 

decided could be imported, but no parts are available.  How is he going to remedy 

the defect in three days if no parts are available?  And that is a common occurrence 

in Trinidad and Tobago, especially with foreign-used vehicles and new vehicles as 

well, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

So the person whose vehicle is found to be defective, in terms of a 

windshield wiper and tail-light and so on, they have to fix that in three days.  They 

have to find themselves in a police station.  The policeman has to come and inspect 

it.  The policeman has to be satisfied that the defect has been remedied.  And then 

the policeman has one day, another one day, to tell the licensing office, “Well, he 

has fixed it,”  and then the person will avoid having to pay these draconian 

penalties that they have imposed.  This thing cannot work.  It is absurd.  Our police 

are already overburdened.  Our traffic fine system is already overburdened.   

If you check the Magistrates’ Court, you will see at least 50 per cent of the matters 

in the Magistrates’ Court are traffic offences.  At times, we have had more than 

100,000 cases in the traffic court.  I am told that people who are challenging tickets 

now are getting dates in 2031 and 2032, seven years from now.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Mr. C. Imbert:  This Bill is absurd.  It does not follow best practice anywhere in 

the world.  Fiji? [Member sucks teeth]  

And I heard the Minister speak about, St. Lucia has something similar, but it 

is not the same. You know, like one of these things is not the same as the other?  

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  “Ah tell yuh”. That is like half of mostly.  In St. Lucia, they do 

not give you three days to fix it.  You are fixing the thing within a reasonable time.  

That is what goes on in the St. Lucia law, not three days.   

But let us go to other countries, because they may say that, all right, why am 

I using United Kingdom as an example?  Let us go to California, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  In California, the defect notice is called a “fix-it ticket”.  That is what 

they call it.  And what happens in California?  Fix-it tickets are typically issued for 

minor violations, including broken headlights, tail-lights, indicators—here, if your 

indicator signal “eh” working, it is $2,000, courtesy the UNC—missing mirrors 

and faulty windshield wipers. That is what is typically done in California.   

5.30 p.m. 

In California, the person, when they get a fix-it ticket, they make the 

correction, they go to a repair shop, they go to a garage or whatever it is, they 

repair the broken tail light and so on, and they take the vehicle to a law 

enforcement agency or authorized inspections station for certification.  The 

authorized person signs a certificate of correction, and then they in this particular 

case in California, take it to the court.  But what is the timeframe for correcting a 

fix-it ticket in California, it is typically between 30 to 90 days from the date of 

issuance, because they have sensible people there, not people without sense.   

Now let us move on.  All throughout the world, you go to Europe, they give 
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you between 15 and 30 days to remedy the defect.  This warning notice or defect 

remediation notice is commonplace all over the world, but they give you a 

reasonable time.  The only crazy place where they came up with this brainwave of 

three days is Fiji.  Nowhere else in the world does that nonsense.  Let me go to 

Florida, and I will now read the 2025 Florida Statute Motor Vehicles State 

Uniform Traffic Control Statute 316.6105.    

“In the event that a law enforcement officer issues a traffic citation for a 

violation or for the operation of a motor vehicle which is in an unsafe 

condition or which is not properly equipped the law enforcement officer 

shall also issue an affidavit-of-compliance form”.   

Same thing.  They stop you, broken tail light, broken windshield wiper, whatever it 

is, they issue you with a citation.  Guess how many days you have to remedy it in 

Florida, Madam Deputy Speaker, also 30 days.   

So, in Florida is 30 days.  In California is 30 to 90 days, in the UK it is 14 

days, in St. Lucia it is within a reasonable time.  So who is the genius that came up 

with three days In Trinidad and Tobago where the IT system is non-existent?  

Where we have problems with law enforcement in Trinidad and Tobago.  Where 

our police are overburdened with their work.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  You all are not serious, you all are jokers.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk and laughter] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  What is going to happen, Madam Deputy Speaker?  Just like the 

same way when they came with these crazy fines in December, crazy fines, and 

“dey hadda back-back”.  First they try push back, and the Member for Siparia said, 

“The reason for the imposition of these draconian fines $2,000 for a non-
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functioning windshield wiper, is that Trinidad and Tobago is a lawless dump”, and 

you know what is interesting it is incomplete opposition to the statement she made 

in 2024 where she said she is going to reduce fines, and introduce driver education, 

and training, and only retain fines for the most egregious offences.  But somehow 

in 2025 when people start to complain and all the UNC supporters start to quarrel, 

Trinidad and Tobago suddenly become a “lawless dump”.  But the pressure got to 

them, real pressure, so they had to come up with this, but they cannot do anything 

right, they always rushing everything, and bungling everything.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. C. Imbert:  If they came with a system model after the United States or the 

United Kingdom or all of the 27 European nations where the time to fix a minor 

defect varies between 15 days, and 30 days, and they did not have this ridiculous 

stipulation that the police officer must tell the licensing officer within 24 hours that 

the man fix the tail light.  They do not have that nonsense anywhere else in the 

world.  If they had done proper research, if they had used sense then we would not 

be debating this absurd piece of legislation.  I say here today, Madam, sorry—  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member would you like your additional 15 minutes?   

Mr. C. Imbert:  Of course.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Of course.  “I say here today the same way they back-back on the 

fines and have to come up with a warning notice, a typical thing used in other 

countries dey go back-back on dah three days as well”, because the whole system 

is going shutdown it is not going to work, it is not going to work.  But let us go to 

the fines themselves who is the genius who dreamt up these files, and would have 

us to believe that this is all about law enforcement, and not revenue collection.  
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Who is the genius who came up with that?  Go through the Caribbean, go through 

the developed countries, and go into Europe look at what the fines are for similar 

offences.  Go to the United States and see what the fines are for similar offences let 

us go to California, let us go to the United States.   

I have in front of me the fines for traffic violations in Palm Beach County.  

What is the fine for defective vehicular equipment in Palm Beach County?  US 

$100, TT $680, and in the United States, Madam Deputy Speaker, the minimum 

wage in the United States is five times the minimum wage in Trinidad and Tobago, 

but the traffic fine for a defective vehicle is only US $100, TT $680.  So, who 

come up with this $2,000 thing; $10,000 who come up with that?  Let us go to 

Jamaica in the Caribbean the fine for driving backwards unnecessarily.  Remember 

I told you there is a fine here where they are imposing $2000 if you reverse too 

much on a road, $2,000 for that.  The fine Jamaica for driving backwards 

unnecessarily is TT $129.  The fine for driving an effective motor vehicle in 

Jamaica is TT $430, but that is the Caribbean.   

Let us go overseas, Madam Deputy Speaker, let us go to Europe.  What is 

the fine in Europe?  The fine for a defective vehicle in Europe the median average 

across all 27 European countries is 97 euros, and you know what 97 euros is, that 

is TT $780.  So, in all 27 countries in the European Union, the fine that this UNC 

want to charge $2,000 for is $780.  There is absolutely no doubt that in order to 

deal with the financial challenges that the Government has, that this is a revenue 

generation measure, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  No, they did not know that either. 

Mr. C. Imbert:  It is a revenue generating measure.  That is exactly what it is.  It 

would fail of course, it will fail.  The history all over the world is that these 
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oppressive measures just do not work, they just do not work.  What is a going to 

happen is that people are simply not going to pay these fines, and they will wait for 

seven years when the caring PNM comes back into government, and we will get 

rid of all of this.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Members:  We will get rid of all of this.  Nonsense.  We will get rid of this 

nonsense.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I think it is beyond early, could you ask 

him to stop talking please.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, let us let the Member for Diego Martin 

North/East continue in some relative silence.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  “This is not Tobago, yuh know”.  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, let me look at the Schedule. 

Hon. Member:  “It in the office.  I think it is in his office.” 

Hon. Member:  [Laughter] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  This is really ridiculous, these childish comments.  I ask you for 

your protection.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I believe the entire Chamber is silent now, just for you 

Member.  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Thank you.  There they go again.  Attorney General of all people.  

He cannot help himself.  Now, let us look at what is in—Madam Deputy Speaker, 

would you ask the Attorney General to stop talking when I am talking.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I have not—this is the first time I have heard the hon. 
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Attorney General speak.  Please let us not waste time with this back and forth with 

both of us having to continuously get up and sit down.  

Hon. Member:  This is the talking. 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, no identification lights for the 

illumination for identification marks, “yuh hadda fix that in three days, three days”.  

Number of fasteners to be carried not printed on the right front door of the taxis, 

you have to fix that in three days.  Vehicles with defective fittings, well that do not 

mean nothing that could be anything.  No wiper no tail light, no indicator, you 

have to fix that in seven days, and you cannot get the part.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, “allyuh leh me go through. Vehicles without silencers, yuh hadda fix that 

in three days”.   Madam Deputy Speaker, would you ask the Member for Barataria 

to stop these childish off- the- floor or across-the-floor remarks please.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin North/East please continue 

your contribution.  I do not believe anyone is disturbing you or interrupting you.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Mr. C. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I cannot challenge you, but the video 

record will show all the screaming, and shouting, and childish remarks from the 

other side.  I cannot challenge you.  I cannot challenge you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  Placing of an advertisement on the side of a taxi, fix that in three 

business days.  Public service vehicle without a spare tyre, three business days.  

Ms. Beckles:  What is the fine for that?  

Mr. C. Imbert:  The fine for that, $2,000.  Some of these cars nowadays do not 

come with a spare tire.  Madam Deputy Speaker, “a vehicle without park lights 

look at this eh, yuh doh have park lights, not head lights—vehicle without park 

lights, three business days, fine $2,000”.  No left hand drive notice affixed to 
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appropriate vehicle, you have to fix that in three days, fine $2,000.  I am absolutely 

certain that the Government will realize how rash and foolish this legislation is 

when they try to implement it and the whole system shuts down as happened 

recently at the licensing office. A number of systems just shut down, and they 

realize how ill intent this is, how poorly thought out this is, and they get a next 

backlash from the population including their own supporters, they will be back in 

Parliament to amend this legislation.   

This is the most foolish, the most draconian, the most ill-advised, the most 

incompetent, the most amateurish, the most unworkable, the most impractical, the 

worst piece of legislation I have ever seen in terms of amendment to the Motor 

Vehicle and Road Traffic Act.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. C. Imbert:  Look at what we did, look at what we did.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I had the honour and privilege when I was Minister of Works to introduce 

the breathalyzer.  We were in a joint select committee for seven months on that.  

We took consultation from the public, we invited interest groups, we had meeting 

after meeting with respect to the breathalyzer, and then we amended the law and 

we introduced the breathalyzer, and road fatalities began to decline.  It was after 

the after the introduction of the breathalyzer, which was done with proper 

consultation with the public that road fatalities began to reduce in Trinidad and 

Tobago, and I had the honour to be responsible for that.  I am ashamed of the 

Ministry of Transport at this time.  No consultation, foolishness, impractical 

legislation and untruth to explain their bumbling and their fumbling.  Thank you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Tobago East.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

5.45 p.m. 

Mr. David Thomas (Tobago East):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I want to take this opportunity to express my gratitude to all the 

people of Tobago who understand good governance. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  And who spared not a moment to make a profound 

demonstration of what the intent of this Government means for the people of 

Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would think that when legislations 

are made, they are made to bring amicable and amiable situations to the 

population.  When this legislation was put together, that was the sole intention to 

create an amiable situation so that the people of Trinidad and Tobago could exist in 

an environment where they understand the value of things, the value of legislation, 

and the value of the way you do business.  If you compared this legislation to the 

demerit system, you would see how brutal the demerit system was. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  We are hearing here today about the fines but I would always 

continue to say, if you do not break the law you would not become intimately 

attached to the fines. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  This system actually gives the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago a 

fighting chance.  One stop by law enforcement can cause you to gather demerit 
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points that you are immediately suspended, one stop.  And when that happens, 

consideration is not taken to the fines that are to be paid, consideration is not taken 

in terms of how you mind your family, and consideration is not taken to the system 

that you have to do your refresher in order to get back your permit.  It means that 

you have plunged that individual into immediate hopelessness and immediate 

hardship.  Even the Bible states, where there is no law, there is no sin.  So based on 

the utterances and the commentary coming from the other side, it means that we 

should not have laws.  And I say, I take umbrage to that approach to business. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  Even the God of the universe gave us laws by which we should 

operate, and we should exist, but he included reprieve, included forgiveness, and 

he included cleansing.  With the demerit system, it offered little or no hope.  You 

see, a caring and responsible government, replaced that barbaric move with a 

chance to consolidate a position into the benefit of not only the perpetrator but the 

State, and that is what this legislation is doing. 

The fact that we are here today debating, it means that we are paying 

attention to the citizenry, and we are making them—we are including them in the 

decision-making process of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  I have met with a wide cross section of persons in my 

constituency, and we examined all the variables of the Bill, and there was a huge 

agreement that if we err on the side of the law, then the fines will never be 

something that we have to consider going forward.  And the fact that we are 

making legislation, it is because we must put structures in place to allow Trinidad 

and Tobago to be a law-abiding country. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  Are we to believe, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the citizens of 

this country prefer to be lawless?  Let us all ask ourselves, which is easier, to obey 

the law or to pay the fines?  Which is easier?  But I am hearing, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, that, you know, those on the other side, I am hearing the utterances 

suggesting that we may not be sensible, but I do not know if they are paying 

attention to current activities taking place in this country, because I know that 

Tobago forms an integral part of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  And I know Tobago spoke, whether there were fines or not, 

Tobago spoke in an emphatic manner on January the 12th. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  How would the Government have been viewed if we did not 

make legislation and we did not make amendments so that the citizens of this 

country could operate in a comfortable space?  How would the Government have 

been viewed? 

But you see, there are those of us who believe that we are God’s gift to 

brightness, right?  And I am saying, that if you understand what bright means, 

bright means that anything that is bright enhances it is surroundings.  Take a check 

of the lightbulbs around here, it enhances this environment.  But we are often 

plunged into a situation where we believe that we can boast about certification and 

brightness, and when you look around you, nothing happens.  But as soon as the 

level of engineering comes around that makes things happen and enhances the 

lives of people, you hear all the negatives.  But we would always have to return to 

the juncture where those on the other side, they were in a position to legislate, they 
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were in a position to enhance the lives of the citizens of this country, and the 

citizens of this country had to resort to rejecting them in preference to the 

Government of the day. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Thomas:  I want to advise, Madam Deputy Speaker, that we are not merely 

here to make legislation.  We are not merely here for that, but we are certainly here 

to make excellent legislation to enhance the lives of the people in Trinidad and 

Tobago, and reduce the hardship that they face.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, just a few comparisons.  With the demerit points, 

once you are suspended you had no chance to feed your family, you had no chance 

to repair the defect, and you had no chance to pay the fee to do your refresher.  

With this legislation, we are not suspending anybody.  We are giving you a chance 

to repair your defect, whether it be three days, seven days, 14 days, we are giving 

you a chance.  And we are giving you a chance to continue to earn your livelihood, 

to feed family, do business, and all the other fringes that we could add on.  I am 

saying that if we are blind to a situation, we may not be able to offer much of an 

excuse, but when you deliberately find yourself in a situation to mislead, hide true 

evidence, and deny presenting proper facts to support your actions, I see you as 

hypocritical. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I would want this entire country to understand that 

the overall desire of all of us that we have a lawful, law-abiding country.  And 

therefore, it is the responsibility of the Government of the day, and I dare say the 

responsibility of this entire Parliament, to ensure that whatever we do, we do it in 

the best interest of the overall citizenry and make sure that we can make solid 

contributions towards our own development.  We cannot continue to put ourselves 
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in a position to suggest to all and sundry that if we do not do it, it cannot be done.  

This Government has demonstrated in an emphatic way that they are legislating 

well, and it is taking the desired effect.  I wonder if they would want to consider 

the crime statistics?  And the crime statistics have been brought down to where it is 

because we legislated well.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 

Mr. Marvin Gonzales (Arouca/Lopinot):  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I was just about to get a little bit comfortable in 

my seat to take on the contribution of my colleagues from Tobago East.  And I was 

taken by surprise when we wound up his debate because—and I started taking 

notes.  And Madam Deputy Speaker, I had absolutely nothing much to respond to, 

from my colleague from Tobago East. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  And it seems as though, Madam Deputy Speaker, he came or 

someone may have prepared some notes for him to attack the demerit point system.  

And he made comments like, “With the demerit point system you have no chance 

to feed your family” et cetera, et cetera, et cetera.  These are the comments of my 

colleague from Tobago East.  But whoever prepared the Member’s contribution, 

set him up.  Because the same demerit points that he took time to attack, he is 

obviously unaware, perhaps blissfully unaware that the demerit points that you 

attack are still on the books of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  It is still on the books.  And what your Government did, 

Member, my colleague from Tobago East, what your Government did, was to 
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remove demerit points from some traffic violations and maintain demerit points for 

some serious traffic offences to preserve lives.  So perhaps, you should have 

educated yourself, inform yourself when you speak to this Parliament and the 

people of Trinidad and Tobago, and do not mislead anyone.  Because if the demerit 

points was as bad as you pretended it to be, then your Government would have 

removed it from the law books of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  And I want to tell you, I want to tell you, because my 

colleague from Diego Martin North/East, I think he would have done himself a 

little bit of disservice by not going into detail into the amount of work he did— 

Mr. Imbert:  “Doh have enough time.” 

Mr. M. Gonzales:—and then he was being constantly interrupted from my 

colleague on the other side.  But my colleague from Diego Martin North/East 

would tell you, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the PNM took years upon years, upon 

years; consultation after consultation, after consultation, and we removed, we 

removed the road fatality rate in Trinidad and Tobago.  At one point in time, it was 

272 road fatalities on annual basis, and because of the legislative interventions that 

we have made over the years, by 2020, going into 2021, it was reduced by 60 per 

cent; the lowest road fatality rate in Trinidad and Tobago since the 1940s. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

6.00 p.m. 

Mr. M. Gonzales: But, Madam Deputy Speaker, this is not something that you 

achieve in just one year.  It is years of hard work, research and policy, working 

with your colleagues in the licensing office, in the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service, in the Ministry of Works and Infrastructure, and in the Judiciary to bring 
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about the type of results that we can speak of today, not only as an Opposition, but 

I can tell you that if we are true patriots and we are true citizens of this country, we 

should be proud that Trinidad and Tobago recorded its lowest road fatality rate 

since 1945.  This was something, Madam Deputy Speaker, that was promoted.  It 

was discussed all over the world, that even in Jamaica, they sent a team to study 

the work that we would have done— 

Hon. Members:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am being interrupted by my 

colleagues on the opposite side. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, yes.  Members, let us give the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot a chance to make his point. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Thank you very much.  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.   

The Inter-American Development Bank, the World Bank and Caribbean 

institutions studied the work that we would have done in Trinidad and Tobago to 

bring about the type of results, to record the lowest road fatality in the history of 

this country.  It was not easy work.  It required a number of interventions, Madam 

Deputy Speaker.   

So when my colleague from Tobago East can stand and make statements 

that he has absolutely nothing, or no knowledge of, we have to take umbrage to 

that because lives are being lost.  How many people—it is—I do not want to bring 

the President here in this debate, but there are many people in this country, when 

they hear mangled bodies on the roads, they think of their children, they think of 

their aunts, their uncles who would have lost their lives because of the issue of 

road fatalities in this country.   
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And therefore, when a government can come into power—and if the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation could say that we did not have the data 

when we made decisions, had he had the data, I would assure my colleague, the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, that they would not have done and 

interfered with the demerit points system had they done the work, the research, and 

the data that he claimed that they did not have.   

It is irresponsible when politicians, who are given the mandate to govern a 

country, can be so flippant in making decisions that can impact the lives of people; 

decisions, Madam Deputy Speaker, that can mean life or death.  He talked about 

the demerit points system.  I want my colleague from Tobago East to know that 

when the demerit points system was fully in effect, both rich, poor and middle 

class, it was applied consistently and equitably across the board.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  But you want to increase fines.  You want to double fines to 

$3,000, $4,000, $2,000.  The rich will pay it, but the poor will not be able to pay it.  

And if I am a CEPEP or forestry worker, fired, there is no way—there is absolutely 

no way, Madam Deputy Speaker, that I can pay the fines that are now on the law 

books of Trinidad and Tobago.  You cannot transform behaviour by punitive 

measures, Madam Deputy Speaker.  What the demerit points system did—you see, 

they do not know, you know.  Because with the demerit points system, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, you commit a traffic violation, you get one, two— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Please, give me a break.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Two traffic violations, two demerit points.  You commit 
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another traffic violation, Madam Deputy Speaker, the scheduled amount of demerit 

points is applied.  And when you reach closer to that threshold, having committed 

several traffic violations, the law makes it incumbent upon the Licensing Authority 

to write the driver or the owner of the vehicle and let them know that, “You are 

reaching close to your threshold.  Watch your behaviour.” It is not true when they 

are saying that with one traffic violation, you can lose your demerit points.  That is 

simply not true.   

Mr. Imbert:  Fantasy. Fantasy. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  It is simply not true.  It is an accumulation of points over a 

period of time by the commission of traffic violations that will cause a driver to 

lose his driver’s permit.  It is an accumulation.  And that is the reason why it is 

called a demerit points system.  Because you commit a traffic violation, it adds.  

You commit a further traffic violation, it adds.  And even before you meet the 

minimum threshold of cancellation, the law makes it, or puts a responsibility on the 

police or the licensing division to warn the driver that, “You are approaching your 

threshold. Watch your conduct.”  And if the driver exceeds the minimum threshold 

and his driver’s permit is cancelled, the law allows for the driver to participate in a 

Driver’s Rehabilitation Programme.   

These are the things, Madam Deputy Speaker, that change behaviour.  

Because road traffic violations and the enforcement of road traffic laws are not 

only about punitive measures, but it is also about changing behaviour.  So when 

this Government recklessly and irresponsibly interfered with the demerit points 

system—and it is the same Government, after so doing, led by a Prime Minister 

from Siparia, would watch the people of this country and call us a “lawless dump”.  

The same country where you gutted the demerit points that contributed to the 



111 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Mr. M. Gonzales (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

saving of lives and the changing of behaviour, you turn around months after and 

call us a “lawless dump”.  Well then, if we are a lawless dump, it is because this 

Government, by their behaviour, by gutting responsible legislation, contributed to 

Trinidad and Tobago being a lawless dump— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. M. Gonzales:—contributed to it.  And therefore, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

they realize they made an error. And in the dead of night—the Member for Diego 

Martin North/East said it—the Minister of Finance, Member for Fyzabad, in his 

budget statement, gave a whole list of offences that the Government intended to 

increase and he said, “We are expected to raise $200 million or $180 million.”  I 

mean, come on.  In order to raise $180 million, then you are hoping that people 

commit traffic offences.  And if people do not commit traffic offences or traffic 

violations, your estimate of revenue—where are you going to recover that money?  

And the list that he provided was far different because the Minister of Finance 

never said that he intended to amend the Ninth Schedule of the Act.  He just 

itemized five offences in the budget statement. 

 And, Madam Deputy Speaker, Boxing Day, we had to learn by the 

publication of an Order on Christmas Day that the Ninth Schedule was interfered 

with or perhaps amended by the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, where 

fines for traffic violations have been doubled.  Pandemonium in the country.  And 

they did it so much so, not realizing, Madam Deputy Speaker, that there is a cap 

under the fixed penalty provision that you cannot affix a fixed penalty for a 

violation or an offence that is over 75per cent of the prescribed fine in the Act, 

because they were so busy trying to do it quickly. Because they believed all of us 

were being distracted by Christmas and New Year’s, and what have you, even the 
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same legal notice was illegal because a lot of those fines were above the prescribed 

75per cent limit.  That is when you are doing things—Madam Deputy Speaker, “is 

only fowl thief does operate in de night like dat”. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  When you are responsible, and you are a legislator, and you 

have some decorum about yourself, you do not go in the night, especially on 

Christmas night, to interfere with the law, not expecting to be caught.  And if I am 

to use the words of the Attorney General that were uttered in the Parliament, I want 

to tell both the Attorney General, and the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation 

to remove your grubby hands from the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Remove it.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I can tell you that it is—when you look at this 

piece of legislation, it is going to contribute to an overwhelming of the judicial 

system in this country, and I would explain why.  In 2020 or 2017, when the PNM 

amended the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act, and introduced a system of 

traffic violations and traffic offences, over 147,000 cases were removed from the 

Magistrates’ Courts system because it was detected that what you had was police 

officers and licensing officers issuing fixed penalty tickets.  People were not 

paying their fixed penalty tickets. And the law, as it was then, required that if a 

fixed penalty ticket was not paid over a period of time, the matter was 

automatically listed in the Magistrates’ Court.  Over 147,000 traffic offences were 

logged in Magistrates’ Courts all around the country.  And by the introduction of 

that piece of legislation, we removed all of the 147,000 cases.   

And in addition to that, we established the system of traffic offences and 
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traffic violations; traffic violations meaning the less serious ones, and the serious 

ones like careless driving, driving under the influence, et cetera, we regard that as 

traffic offences.  And with traffic violations, we introduced a new fixed penalty 

system, administrative fines, et cetera.  And by that, we entered into a new era of 

traffic law enforcement, not what you would have witnessed some weeks ago when 

the Ninth Schedule was interfered with.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, you observed what transpired in this country.  

People were lining up on the streets to head to licensing offices from 8.00p.m. in 

the night because of this oppressive Ninth Schedule that was introduced.  And 

when they recognized that they made some errors on Christmas day, on Old Year’s 

night, they went back again to publish a new Order.  That is the reason why we are 

here today, you know, Madam Deputy Speaker.  That is the reason why we are 

here.  Because they went and they interfered with those laws in the dead of night, 

got public pressure, push back from the public, pandemonium all over, and then 

they came with this piece of legislation as though they are doing the people of the 

country some favour.  They are not.  They are bending to public pressure.  And the 

question that we now have to ask ourselves is whether or not this piece of 

legislation, as is drafted, is going to ameliorate or reduce the pressure by the 

public.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I say, no way.   

Let us look at some of the clauses of the law.  And I want to point you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, to clause6, subsection (2):  

“Where a constable finds a vehicle on any occasion and has reason to 

believe that a traffic violation specified in the First Column of the Eleventh 

Schedule is being or has been committed in respect of that vehicle, the 

constable shall affix a fixed penalty warning to any part of the vehicle where 
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the fixed penalty warning may be easily seen and for the purposes of this 

Part, the affixed penalty warning shall be deemed to have been served upon 

the person liable for the traffic violation.” 

For the police officers on patrol who, I guess, are licensing officers or a traffic 

wardens, he sees a vehicle that is parked on the side of the road, not being driven 

by someone, observes that there are some traffic violations—the condition of the 

vehicle and what have you—and he or she decides to affix a fixed penalty warning 

to that vehicle.  But look at subsection (3).  So you affix the warning to the vehicle, 

and subsection (3) says that: 

“Notwithstanding any law to the contrary, the owner of a vehicle on which a 

fixed penalty warning was affixed under subsection (2) shall be presumed to 

be the person liable for the traffic violation…”   

6.15 p.m.   

So, if the owner is residing in Mayaro, allows his vehicle to be driven by 

someone in Port of Spain, is unaware that there was an affixed warning attached to 

that vehicle, sub-clause 3 is saying that he shall be presumed to be the person liable 

for the traffic violation and shall be required to comply with the fixed penalty 

warning.  If you do not know—and that is the case in this country where you own a 

vehicle and you allow someone to drive a vehicle. But this law is saying that if the 

police officer or the law enforcement officer affixes a warning to that vehicle, even 

though you, as the registered owner, may not be aware and it is not possible that 

you are aware, you will be deemed to be liable, and it is your responsibility to 

comply with the warning.  How can you comply with something that you do not 

know?   

Mr. Imbert:  In three days.   
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Mr. M. Gonzales:  And worse yet, in three days.  You allow and the law allows 

you to loan your vehicle and to lend your vehicle to someone to drive, it is not 

illegal.  So how, as the owner of the vehicle, you will be aware—what kind of 

madness is that?  The law is telling you that you have three days—the law is 

saying that you now have three days to remedy it.  You are not aware in the first 

place.  What if a homeless person or someone decides to remove the affixed 

warning to the vehicle?   How will the driver know and how is the owner going to 

know?  This is unworkable, Madam Deputy Speaker.  According to my colleague 

from the Diego Martin North/East, it is a knee-jerk reaction to the mess that they 

have made in this country, and they come with a piece of legislation that is 

impractical, it is unworkable and it will cause more pain on the citizens of Trinidad 

and Tobago.  It will cause more pain.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, it gets even worse because if you are issued with a 

warning by a law enforcement officer, you have three days, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, to address it as my colleague would have said.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

look at what is happening in the licensing office.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we 

have over one million vehicles on the roads of Trinidad and Tobago and as my 

colleague said, it is this Government that issued a legal notice a short while ago, 

not too long ago, that allows for the importation of vehicles eight years.   

So by the time the vehicle reaches here, that is eight years old, that vehicle is 

ready to be inspected already, because it would have all kinds and all manners of 

problems.  So, you are bringing more vehicles onto the roads of Trinidad Tobago, 

more substandard vehicles on the roads of Trinidad and Tobago, over 1.2 million 

vehicles and you are saying that you have three days and you have to find yourself 
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to a licensing office or a police station within three days, so that they can issue you 

with a certificate of compliance.  It cannot work.   

If you go to a police station, and for one reason or the other, the police 

cannot see you or issue you with a certificate of compliance, what happens to you 

then?  Or if you go down to the licensing office, Madam Deputy Speaker, and you 

have to line up because there is all kinds of thing happening at the licensing 

office—look at what is happening in Caroni.  And you go there on the third day, if 

you are lucky enough to go there on the third day and you cannot get your vehicle 

inspected or a certificate of compliance issued to you, the law makes no provision 

for that vehicle owner or driver to be given a further grace period to comply with 

the law and to be issued with a certificate of compliance.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

this does not make sense.   

There is no way the Trinidad Tobago Police Service can be burdened further 

on this matter.  It is unworkable.  What system are you putting in place?  What 

training, what technological advancement are you making?  How are they going to 

transmit— 

Mr. Imbert:  In one day. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:—that document to the licensing office?  Are they going to run 

down to the licensing office?  Are they going to do it via some electronic means 

when some police stations do not even have access to Internet?  What if a law 

enforcement officer or a police officer for one reason or the other, does not inform 

the licensing office that a certificate of compliance is issued?  What happens to the 

poor citizen?  That is the reason why my colleague from Diego Martin North/East 

said that in jurisdictions around the world where you have similar provision, it 

makes and creates a provision for up to one month to become compliant with the 
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law, because simply, Madam Deputy Speaker, three days cannot be enough.  Three 

days cannot be enough.  It gets even worse.   

You are issued with a warning, for one reason or the other you cannot 

comply with the law within the three day period and you, as an owner or driver of 

a vehicle, decide that I am going to put down my vehicle, I cannot drive it because 

I could not have complied with the law within the three days and therefore, I am 

going to start taking a PTSC bus to go to school, a TT Ride Share to move around, 

but I will leave my vehicle at home because I was not able to comply with the law.   

Hear how ridiculous this law is:  If you cannot issue or come within 

compliance within three days, the ticket or the warning automatically translates or 

converts into a fixed penalty ticket.  How on earth can it become a fixed penalty 

ticket that I am not driving the vehicle on the road—  

Mr. Imbert:  You cannot get the part.   

Mr. M. Gonzales:—and I cannot get the part?  Or I went to a parts shop or an 

inspection station, and for one reason they cannot address all of the issues 

identified, and I as a responsible driver, you as a responsible driver, my colleague 

from Tunapuna being a responsible driver, cannot drive the vehicle and decide that 

I am going to leave the vehicle at home until I rectify the issue.  This law is saying 

that, because you have not complied and come within compliance, within three 

days, a fixed penalty ticket is going to be issued.  You will still be prosecuted, even 

if you have a parked vehicle at home.   

Colleagues that cannot be right.  Someone did not think this through 

properly, because it is wrong for a citizen to have his vehicle at home, does not 

drive it because he has not complied with the three days, looking for his vehicle 

and the parts to come into compliance with the law and a fixed penalty ticket is 
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issued to you, and you have to pay $3,000.  If you do not pay that $3,000 the 

matter is enlisted before the court, and you are overwhelming the Judiciary.  

Again, the 147,000 cases that I told you about a short while ago, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, it will be 300,000 cases before the court, because I can tell you that there 

is no way poor people in this country would be able to comply with the law under 

this very oppressive piece of legislation that is before.  It is unworkable.  It is 

wrong.   

This legislation does not make sense.  It is impractical.  The licensing 

division does not have the resources to address these issues.  The Trinidad and 

Tobago Police Service does not have the resources for people to line up police 

stations all over the country, for a police officer to come and inspect their vehicle 

or for a licensing officer to come and inspect their vehicles, and when they do so, 

and if they do so, within three days, they are not sure whether a certificate of 

compliance will be issued to them, and the law is saying that the warning is going 

to be converted into a fixed penalty ticket.  It is wrong.  It does not make sense, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to make a recommendation to the 

Government, because as flawed as this Bill is, and we know the intention of the 

Bill is basically to turn the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service into a revenue 

authority.  That is what it is all about.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  But I want to make a recommendation because I was a 

technocrat and I am going to use my knowledge to make a recommendation to the 

Government.  Because I was a technocrat when we introduced the system to 

improve the fixed penalty ticketing system and what have you.  The system that 
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was designed ensured that there was seamless integration between the Ministry of 

Transport, the Licensing Division, the Judiciary, law enforcement officials, traffic 

wardens and what have you.  Hence the reason why you can see police officers 

walking around with devices to issue fixed penalty tickets.  As soon as you issue a 

fixed penalty ticket, it is integrated with the licensing office, it is integrated with 

TTPS, with the Judiciary and what have you.  Makes sense, because of the 

corruption that existed under the old fixed penalty ticketing system, where police 

officers took bribe to remove ticketing system tickets from the system.   

With an automated system, it ensured that the opportunities for corruption 

and bribery are reduced significantly, and that you do not have a system that will 

overwhelm the judicial system.  That you provide for a system of paying your 

tickets, going to TT Post offices, going in different locations, approved payee 

locations to pay a fixed penalty ticket—because in those days, you could have only 

go to the court to pay a fixed penalty ticket.  It was so not working that sometimes 

people go to the magistrate’s court to pay their fixed penalty ticket, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, and they turn back not because they do not want to pay their fixed penalty 

ticket, you know, but because it is unworkable and they cannot meet the cashier.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Would you like your additional 15 minutes Member?   

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Oh most certainly, Madam Deputy Speaker, most certainly.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Thank you very much.  That is the reason why we 

decentralized the payee system, where that people can go in different locations and 

have their tickets paid and what have you.  So, I am coming back to the system that 

was designed to improve the ticketing system in this country.  Warning is a good 

thing because it provides the owner of the vehicle or the driver of the vehicle with 
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an opportunity to rectify the issues.  The three days does not make sense.  It is 

unworkable.  Forcing people to run to the licensing office and to a police station 

within three days, and moving a document from one day to the other.  Oh my God, 

it does not make sense, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

What can be done is that if a law enforcement officer stops a vehicle and the 

law enforcement officer identifies some traffic violations and decides to issue a 

traffic violation, that warning can be issued on the device with the specified 

timeline. Of course, a timeline that is practical and workable without 

overwhelming the licensing office, without overwhelming the Trinidad and 

Tobago Police Service, and it provides the violator or the alleged violator with an 

opportunity to rectify the issues.  Once that is recorded, any other law enforcement 

officer that stops the driver of the vehicle on any other occasion, the law 

enforcement officer will see that on so and so date, at so and so time, a warning 

was issued and that you had one month or 20 days or 30 days to correct the issues.  

We checked your vehicle, the issues have not been addressed and as a result of 

that, a fixed penalty ticket will be issued to you.  That is what a warning system is 

all about.   

The platform is there, the technological platform is already there, and all that 

is required, Madam Deputy Speaker, is for the technology to be amended to allow 

for law enforcement officers to issue a warning, allow the driver at the time and the 

space to address the issue, and if they are stopped in a roadblock or on any other 

occasion, and the law enforcement officer who stops the driver on the next 

occasion, he would see from the technology that this driver was warned on a 

particular occasion and if it is still within the timeline to address the issues, they 
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allow you to go your way, and if it is over the timeline, then a fixed penalty ticket 

is issued.   

That can be done seamlessly.  It is a practicable approach to addressing this.  

It will not overwhelm the licensing offices around the country. It will not 

overwhelm police stations around the country and it will produce the outcome that 

we all desire in this country.  But this Bill that the Minister and the Government 

introduced in this Parliament, it is going to wreak more havoc, it is going to cause 

more pain, especially on poor people in this country, because I can just imagine the 

lines that you are going to see at licensing offices around the country, the lines in 

police stations around the country. You could just imagine, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, what can happen.  If citizens believe what transpired over the Christmas 

holidays are going to be dealt with by this piece of legislation, then wait and you 

will see where barley does grow.  Wait and you will see where barley does grow.  

6.30 p.m.  

This legislation does not make sense.  The Government needs to go back to 

the drawing board or listen to some of the recommendations coming out from this 

side, because the history of the PNM has always been on the side of law 

enforcement, and it is because of that we can boast that under the PNM road 

fatality dropped by 60 per cent in this country. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Therefore, we will support any piece of legislation that makes 

sense that is workable.  Not a knee-jerk reaction to your bad behaviour.  Not a 

knee-jerk reaction to your interference of the laws when you believe that we were 

distracted over the Christmas and New Year’s holidays.   

Bring new legislation, bring good legislation, because according to my 
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colleague from Tobago East, he said Tobago East, or something like that, they 

support good legislation, or something like that, or, this is excellent.  This is not 

excellent legislation.  If he believes what he is saying to save this piece of 

legislation from the embarrassment that it is, the Government should take on board 

some of these recommendations.  And if the Government is not prepared to take on 

board the recommendations that we have made, then “crapaud smoke our 

collective pipes”, and the people of this country will see mayhem when this 

legislation comes into place.   

We are warning this Government, this piece of legislation is sloppy.  It 

makes no sense.  It is going to cause more burden on the people of Trinidad and 

Tobago.  You should settle yourself and come with something better.  Thank you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Barataria/San Juan.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Lee:  Bring back some sanity into this thing here.  Bring back some sanity. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

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

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

Madam Deputy Speaker, for allowing me this opportunity to join this debate at 

such a timely manner.  Madam Deputy Speaker, my colleagues are encouraging 

me to bring back some sanity, to bring back some commonsense and logic to this 

debate.  When you listen to my colleagues opposite, Madam Deputy Speaker, they 

are all experts in vehicles, you know—they are experts in vehicles, and I want to 

believe them, because I believe they are the only political party to “sell two car and 
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buil’ ah five-storey building”.   

You see, when I listened to my colleague from Arouca/Lopinot, I had to ask 

the Attorney General if he was a student of his, because he clearly did not 

understand the law and he—I do not want to accuse him of being deliberate, but he 

misled this Parliament with respect to the interpretation of this Bill before us.  I 

think it is my duty—  

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Lee:  What is the Standing Order?  What is the Standing Order? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Overruled.  He is not imputing improper motive, he is 

just explaining what you said.   

Hon. S. Hosein:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I will go through the clauses of the Bill 

to show where my colleague clearly had no understanding whatsoever of the law.    

You see, my colleague said that he was a technocrat at the Ministry of Works and 

Transport and he worked so hard on all of this demerit points and this U Turn 

System, and so on, and this is in 2017 that the Motor Vehicle Act was amended to 

include the demerit points, and so on.  He became a Member of Parliament in 

2020, and, you know, the former, former Prime Minister did not even put him in 

that Ministry.  So it speaks for itself, right?  It speaks for itself.  But he said that the 

legislation is not workable, it is ridiculous and it is sloppy.  Now, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I want to take you to the substantive clause of this Bill, which is clause 6. 

Do you know clause 6 mirrors identically what section 81 of the parent law says?  

You know who passed the parent law, it is them who passed the parent law.  So he 

is saying that everything that we have in this Bill, which mirrors the parent Act at 
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section 81, “eh” making sense; simple.   

It says, Madam Deputy Speaker—he went through the clauses, he said 

that—and I will go back through it—he said it is not workable.  When you look at 

subclauses (2) and (3), which says that they will affix a fixed penalty notice to any 

part of the vehicle—because a vagrant might pick it up. Madam Deputy Speaker, 

you know when you go to the substantive legislation at section 81(2), it says that: 

“…a constable…may affix a fixed penalty notice to any part of the 

vehicle…” 

So he did not think about the vagrant when he advised the Government to pass the 

law the last time, Madam Deputy Speaker?    

He then says it is draconian.  It is not the rule of law, because at subclause (3):  

“…the owner of a vehicle on which a fixed penalty warning was affixed  

under…(2) shall be presumed to be the person liable for the traffic 

violation...”   

You know if you go back to the parent law that they passed, at subsection (3), it 

says: 

“…the owner of a vehicle on which a fixed penalty notice was affixed under 

subsection (2) shall be presumed to be the person liable for the traffic 

violation…” 

It is the identical thing.  So this is sheer hypocrisy where the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot will come here—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:—to say that the legislation is sloppy, it is unworkable, it is 

draconian, and this is the same law that they passed in 2017, and he could not see 

that.    
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Is that the level of intellectual laziness that they are subjected to?  But, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is the licks that they got on Monday “that have them 

bazodee”. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  That licks washed away all the commonsense from that side.  

“That licks mash them up”, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Then the Member for Diego 

Martin North/East, who is not here right now, he said it is absurd.  “Where did they 

get this one-day, 24 hours’ notice from”, that if you get the fixed penalty notice 

according to the Bill at subclause (6), the fixed penalty warning, you have to send a 

duplicate of that fixed penalty warning to the licensing authority within one day.  

He said, “I doh know where dey geh one day from”.  “Who come up with one day?  

Where dey geh it from?”  Madam Deputy Speaker, you know when you go in the 

parent law that they passed in 2017, it used to be three days.   

You know in 2020 they amended the parent law to now bring it back to one 

day? 

Mr. Lee:  “Nah.  Nah.” 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]    

Hon. S. Hosein:  You know, Madam Deputy Speaker, Members of Parliament are 

paid or given an allocation for staff to help with research and thing, “oh gosh, let 

someone help you all prepare for your contribution nah man”.  In fact, Parliament 

does give you an iPad with Internet, use it—use it.  I will tell you something, the 

Laws of Trinidad and Tobago are all online, use it, use it.  You see, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, when you listen to them, you will think that we came up with this 

law and we hate people, and so on, but, Madam Deputy Speaker, we are my 

mirroring what is already in the existing law.  We mirror it, so what is the 
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problem?   

Mr. Lee:  So they bring this one day? 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Yes.  They brought the “one-day” and now chastising us for 

putting a one-day notice.  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, we have to look at the 

architect of the law.  Currently, the law, if this Bill is not passed—currently what 

the law stands as, you have a vehicle, for example, without wipers, the police stop 

you—the law enforcement officer stops you, immediately you get a fixed penalty 

notice, immediately.   

What we are saying is, “No, take a few days, sort out your business, and you 

have not a single cent to pay”.  What is wrong with that? 

Hon. Member:  “Wha wrong with that?” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  We have not created a single new offence in this Bill.  All of this 

are existing offences on the books.  Not a single new offence was created, so what 

is the draconian nature that my friends are speaking of opposite?  You are getting a 

chance to fix the infraction so that therefore you do not have to be subject to the 

fixed penalty fine.  So it is relieving a burden towards the citizenry, but at the same 

time ensuring that there is law compliance.   

If you have your vehicle in a good working condition—I am sure when they 

were Ministers, you think they could drive in a vehicle without wipers?  They 

could not do that.  No, they would not do that.  Up to now they would not do that.  

But, Madam Deputy Speaker, if you have your vehicle in a good working 

condition, you have nothing to worry about, but if you break the law then you have 

something to worry about. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. S. Hosein:  You have nothing to worry about.  Then, you know, my 

colleague for Arouca/Lopinot, he boasted, he said you know, the PNM, they did so 

well with road safety that they reduced road fatalities to the lowest since 1945.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I think in 1945 they had bull carts and 

donkey carts and things, you know.  It had no car on the road really.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, he then said that it had the lowest number of road 

fatalities during their tenure.  In 2020—let us look at the history.  Let us examine 

this.  The demerit points were introduced in 2020, I think around May or so—I 

have the numbers here, and these numbers come from the Ministry of Transport 

and Civil Aviation.  There was in fact a dip in road fatalities in the year 2021, but 

you know what happened, there was a lockdown where everybody was in their 

home because of what?—the Delta variant.  That was the deadly wave, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, so there was a decrease.  But I want to show you others statistics, 

Madam Speaker, so let us use that as the baseline, 2021.  There were about, 

fatalities, 75 in 2021; demerit points on board; 2022, it went up to 95; 2023, it went 

up to 102; 2024, it went up to 124, so how could you say that the demerit points 

were working?   

We as a government took a responsible decision by saying that demerit 

points were not working.  We are going to scrap it; promise made, promise kept, 

we scrapped it, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  But at the same time of scrapping it, we had to ensure that there 

must be some responsibility upon citizens so therefore we increased the fine so that 

there will be a level of deterrence so that people will not break the law.  So that 
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they would not break the law.  But under the PNM law, you had to pay the fine, 

you get the demerit points, and sometimes you get your licence suspended.    

We take out that part with the demerit points, we take out that part with the 

suspension, and all you have to do is pay the fine, and with this Bill now, you have 

some time to fix the issue before you even get a fine.  What is wrong with that?  

You all should come here and support that, but that is why you all only know about 

country when it is convenient.  You all put party before country.  That is what you 

all do. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  That is what they do.  You know, Diego Martin North/East said 

it, you know.  Diego Martin North/East said that how the bloggers are against us.  

He is monitoring Facebook, you know.  “He eh monitoring de law, you know, he 

monitoring Facebook.  He on Newsauce, or whatever they does call that source.”  

That is what he is doing.  He is not studying about the safety of the citizens of 

Trinidad and Tobago.  He is not.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, when we spoke of a lawless society, that is because 

the PNM left Trinidad and Tobago in a lawless state after 10 years of 

mismanagement— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:—corruption, nepotism, and incompetence.  And, you know, they 

like to talk about these things, but I want to go back in history, because I alone did 

not agree, or the Government here did not agree that we are in a state of 

lawlessness on the road.  I am going back to a debate on the 23rd of June, 2017.  It 

has a fella who used to sit down on this side.  I think on this seat right here, the 

former Minister of Health, Terrence Deyalsingh, and I am quoting him, you know.  
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This is what he said, I quote—they were debating the Motor Vehicles and Road 

Traffic (Amdt.) Bill, 2017, and when he was debating this Bill, this is what he had 

to say: 

“It is about inculcating a culture of safety on our roads because our roads are 

a place of lawlessness.” 

Mr. Lee:  “Nah, who say dat?” 

Hon. Member:  Who said that? 

Hon. S. Hosein:  You want me to repeat it?  Deyalsingh said: 

“It is about inculcating a culture of safety on our roads because our roads are 

a place of lawlessness.  And until we admit that we have that lawlessness 

problem, like a drug addict, unless you admit you have a problem, you will 

not find a solution.” 

Deyalsingh said that, you know.  I did not say that.  So what, “allyuh” disagree 

with Deyalsingh now?  You all disagree?  

6.45 p.m. 

So, you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, “when dey sit down on dat side of de 

Chamber, dey does like to say something else”.  But they, at that time, agreed that 

the roads were a place of lawlessness.  We came in, we found it in that state, and 

we are taking steps to fix it— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:—to fix it.   

And, you know, they want to talk about, that we are using this as some 

revenue-generation measure.  That is not true.  We are using this Bill in order save 

lives on the nation’s roads.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. S. Hosein:  Because, Madam Deputy Speaker, you know I like to walk with 

my numbers, and my statistics, and my data.  You know I like to do my research, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, before I come in this Parliament.   

In the year 2015—I want to—and I am using the yellow books that 

everybody has access to—there is a line Item called motor vehicles and road traffic 

fixed penalty amendment regulations ticket system.  In 2015, $42 million was 

collected in revenue from tickets and so on, in 2015.  Do you know what is the 

estimate of revenue in 2025, when they left office, for fixed penalty notices? 

Madam Deputy Speaker, $100 million.  They want to tell us that we are using this 

as revenue generation?  In that 10-year period, Madam Deputy Speaker, if you 

calculate it, they collected $1 billion worth of traffic fines; $1 billion. And have the 

gall to come and tell us that we are using this as a revenue generation?  We are here 

to save lives.  Because no amount of money— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:—can compensate a family member when they lose a loved one on 

the nation’s roads because of carelessness, because of recklessness, because of 

negligence, and because of drunkenness on the road.  We are taking that stance, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  If they do not want to stand with us, we will stand alone 

in this fight, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  You mean to tell us that their problem is that we increased fines 

because somebody was caught driving under the influence of alcohol on the road?  

That is what they are against, you know.   

Mr. Tancoo:  “Dey vex”. 

Hon. S. Hosein:  “Dey vex about that.  Dey vex because ah man doh have 
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insurance in his car, you know?  Dey vex because ah man driving his car without a 

valid driver’s permit, you know, Madam Deputy Speaker?  Dey vex about that”.  

We should not increase de fines for dat.  We should just hit him ah tap on his arm 

and go up de road?”  No, no. When they kill somebody, who is compensating that 

family?  Who is compensating the victims of that family?  

Madam Deputy Speaker, when I was in private practice, as soon as I came 

out of law school, as a young attorney, I was engaged in a lot of these “running-

down actions”, you call them, where persons get themselves in accidents, and so 

on.  And, Madam Deputy Speaker, you would have seen clients, victims come to 

the office because the man who knocked down the mother, the car that was driving 

had no insurance. And for you to sit down there and tell that child, “Listen, yuh 

cyah get nothing for the loss of your mother because de man had no insurance.  De 

man had no insurance,” today you all are against that?  I cry shame upon the PNM.  

Hon. Members:  Shame.  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Do you know that even if you have a valid policy of insurance on 

a vehicle, but the driver that is driving that vehicle does not have a valid driver’s 

permit, do you know that person will not be covered?  The judgment will be 

entered against the driver personally, but if he is a man of straw, you have nothing 

to get.  You have absolutely nothing to get.  Why are you all against this?  We are 

trying to create a society of law and order.  We are trying to restore law and order 

on the nation’s roadway, and today you cannot lend this support?  Put away the 

Balisier tie and wave the red, black and white in this Parliament.  Put it away. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Put it away.  Put it away.   

Because I want to give you the statistics.  You see, look, we have the 
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numbers here.  As of the 15th of January this year, late driving permit renewals—

for 2026, eh, this is 15 days in the year—six months or less, 2,107 persons. Those 

persons were not driving with a valid licence on the road, 2,100 people; 2,100. 

More than six months, but less than three years, 142. More than six months and less 

than five years, 20.  A total of 2,269 persons did not have valid driver’s licences.  

“And allyuh against dat?”   

Madam Deputy Speaker, 1,608 vehicles were transferred between that 

period.  That means that persons now came to comply with the law in order for 

their vehicles to be transferred.  And that is another issue.  My colleague from 

Aranguez/St. Joseph will also tell you that when you sell a vehicle from one person 

to a next—and I have a court judgment, it is a Privy Council decision, 

[Inaudible]—you will see that where you transfer a vehicle, and you do not effect 

the transfer, and you do not notify the insurance company, but that vehicle gets into 

an accident, the insurance policy is also void.  The insurance company is not liable 

to honour any judgment made, and that was clearly stated in this judgment.  And it 

is a common-sense approach in terms of the judgement.   

And I will quote the paragraph at—it relied on the Privy Council case, a local 

case, CV 2008-03548, Darien Balkaran v Anthony Mitchell, Dave Thomas and 

Beacon Insurance Company Limited.  And in that case, at paragraph 6, which relied 

on the Privy Council case, it says: 

“‘it is an abuse of language to say that a person who has bought a car is 

driving it with the consent of the previous owner, for the latter no longer has 

the power to consent or to withhold consent to the use of it by the new 

owner.’”   

It simply means that if you sell the car, how could the previous man, who 
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was the previous owner, notwithstanding he is the registered owner, say, “Well, I 

giving X the consent to drive the vehicle”?  Of course, the insurance company 

cannot take that particular risk.  My friend from Malabar/Mausica will well know 

of these matters being someone in the insurance industry.  And he is laughing 

because he knows I am being accurate in these particular matters.   

Mr. Lee:  “Sando East like insurance”.  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Let me get back, Madam Deputy Speaker, to some of the 

numbers.   

Hon. Members:  [Interruption and laughter] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Again, as at—Brian used to sell insurance, too?  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Ms. Ameen:  He is an expert.  An expert—[Inaudible]  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  As at the 15th of January,2026, vehicle inspections, Madam 

Deputy Speaker—this one was frightening—31,859 vehicles went for inspection.  

They passed.  That is the good thing.  The bad thing is, 4,333 vehicles failed 

inspection, and those are vehicles on the nation’s roadway.  Those could be 

potential weapons on the road that could kill yourself or your family member.  So, 

what is wrong with what we are doing, Madam Deputy Speaker?  If you follow the 

law, you have nothing to worry about.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  You have nothing to worry about. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  You have nothing to worry about.  

You see, Madam Deputy Speaker, also, the fine for driving without 
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insurance has now increased to $10,000; for driving without a permit, it is $1,500; 

and then, there is another category where it can go up to about $3,000.  But my 

friend from Arouca/Lopinot and the Member for Diego Martin North/East went 

through the Schedule of the Bill that deals with the notice period and the amount of 

days you have to fix these particular matters.  And we have to be very honest with 

the population when we are dealing with these matters.  This is what we are giving 

the timeline for.  Let us look at the first one:  

“…No identification lights for the illumination of identification marks on 

vehicles at night…” 

“3…days” 

You want more than three days to fix a lightbulb in your car?  That could be fixed 

in a matter of minutes.  That could be fixed in a matter of minutes:   

“…No tare or M.G.W painted on vehicles” 

“3…days” 

To put the: 

“…Number of passengers to be carried…”—on the—“…right…door of a 

taxi” 

“Yuh could go by de tint man and dey cut out dat for yuh in a few minutes and 

stick it on de door”. 

“…Unauthorised lights…”—on the—“…front or rear of vehicles”. 

“3…days” 

—to remove that: 

“…Vehicle without horn” 

—well, I do not want to get into “dem kind ah business”.  But, Madam Deputy 

Speaker: 
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“3…days” 

 “You cyah go and fix yuh horn in three days?”   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. Lee:  That might take a little longer.   

Me. Ameen:  “Nah, dat does take more than three days”.   

Hon. S. Hosein:  You— 

Hon. Members:  [Interruption and laughter]  

Hon. S. Hosein: I am not getting into that conversation with Port of Spain South.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  I am not getting into that arena with Port of Spain South:   

“…Use of vehicle with no windshield wiper…”—or—“…defective wiper” 

“3…days”   

“Yuh could go by de auto shop and get ah wiper almost immediately, and if you 

cyah change it, yuh could ask the people there to change it for you too”.  

“…Vehicle without reflecting mirror” 

“3…days” 

And: 

“…Use of noisy vehicle” 

“7…days”  

Madam Deputy Speaker, you have these vehicles now where you plug it into a 

computer and it could tell you every single thing that is wrong with the vehicle.  I 

started off, Madam Deputy Speaker, with a Tiida. “Dey used to call me ah wet 

man”.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Right? 



136 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Hon. S. Hosein (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

Mr. Scotland SC:  And you still are. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  I remember, Madam Deputy Speaker, “de car making noise ah 

day.  “I carry it by de auto shop.  Dey plug in dis ting into ah computer, and they 

could ah tell you everything that was wrong with de vehicle, and it was repaired 

almost immediately.  And I was not working for no kind ah big money”.  It cost me 

a few hundred dollars, but I fixed the vehicle because I remembered at that time, I 

was doing these particular matters involving insurance claims, so I understood the 

importance of having a proper-working vehicle on the road because I did not want 

to be the reason that I could cause harm to another person, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

We have to be responsible.  We have to be responsible.   

Mr. Lee:  “Dey does still call yuh wet man”? 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I think I was able to bring back 

some level of sanity and logic to this debate. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  I attempted to ensure the arguments that I made, I backed it up 

with statistics, facts and data.  The ball is in the Opposition’s court now.  If you all 

want to say no to this Bill, ensure that you could convince the population that when 

someone dies because someone is driving without a valid driver’s permit or they 

have no insurance in their car, go and ensure that you can comfort the victims of 

that particular accident, Madam Deputy Speaker.  And I thank you very much. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West):  Thank you very 

much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to start 

today’s contribution, our first day back at Parliament in 2026, by reaching out to 

the constituents who I represent in Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, and not 

only thanking them for the privilege of being able to advocate on their part, as they 

have asked me to here this evening, but also, it is useful listening to some of the 

crosstalk and conversation coming from those on the other side, to just let the 

population know that as a lifetime member of the PNM, all of us on this side 

continue to be extremely proud members of the People’s National Movement. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  There is not a single one of us that will falter in carrying out 

our duty to our constituents who have elected us faithfully to represent them.  And 

this evening and today is the perfect example of why we must carry that 

responsibility very, very seriously, and understand how important it is that we stand 

in the breach for the people of Trinidad and Tobago.  Because what I have heard 

today, and in particular from the Member from Barataria/San Juan, who is 

departing the Chamber at the time, is a completely out of touch contribution.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

7.00 p.m.  

Mr. S. Young SC:  I start by giving one example.  I was at the Belmont fire station 

recently over the period, the season period, driving by to go to my office and 

decided to pop in and thank the men and women for their service.  Whilst I was 

there on the pavement a young man came up to me, a security guard, and asked if 

he could speak to me for a moment.  I said obviously and “Yes, of course.  Please, 

tell me what is going on”.  The pain within which he related the following story I 
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would like to share with all of my colleagues here this evening, because it is 

important that when you are out of touch suffering from hubris and in your ivory 

towers on the other side, you understand that there are those out there who are 

suffering as a direct result of the policies they have implemented.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  This young man told me, he pointed to a vehicle on 

Observatory Street and he said, that is his vehicle, and he works during the day as a 

security officer, and then he runs a taxi from the evening when he gets off into the 

night.  He began to relate his experiences and how many tickets that he 

unfortunately was given that he was waiting to challenge some of them, because at 

the taxi stand he related that there was rivalry and some favouritism unfortunately 

by some of the persons who were issuing tickets.  He related with tears in his eyes 

that he had racked up $13,000 in tickets.  He said, “Mr. Young, how can I run my 

vehicle as a taxi to feed my family because I am not making ends meet as a 

security officer?”  Today, one of the points we are making that was completely 

missed by the Member for Barataria/San Juan, one thing he has become an expert 

at, as those on the other side, is being a spin doctor and trying to spin reality.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  The issue we took and the previous speakers on this side in 

advocating for the population, both the Member for Diego Martin North/East, as 

well as the Chief Whip, was on the increase in fines and the significant increases in 

fines, because this security guard was relating this before Christmas.  It was on 

Boxing Day that we woke up with no notification from the Government, but rather 

persons who fortunately were looking at orders published in the Gazette and we 

were informed about the draconian increases in fines.  No one on this side, not a 
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single Member on the PNM side would ever endorse lawlessness.  So do not come 

here and try to say that is what we are doing.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  We are very much in agreement with, if you follow the law, 

you may have no problems.  But the reality is very different as that young man 

related to me, because very often there can be misunderstandings.  As the Member 

for Barataria/San Juan tried to spin and ended by saying, if you do not support this 

Bill, when somebody dies in an accident, explain it to the family.  Nothing in this 

Bill, not a single one of the provisions in the Schedule of this Bill has anything to 

do with something that would cause a fatal accident.  So do not try to mislead the 

population.  All this Bill is here today to do, is to try to tidy up a mess and mitigate 

the pain that you caused as thieves in the night with your legislation.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  So for the population looking on, this Bill here today is solely 

about trying to provide periods of time for certain offences to be fixed so that you 

do not face draconian and awful fines.  To hear a privileged Member for 

Barataria/San Juan talk about, “well in today’s world you plug your car into a 

computer and it tells you everything”.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Out of timing. 

Mr. S. Young SC:  You are completely out of touch. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Come and walk with me from here to east Port of Spain into 

Belmont and ask the people who are now unemployed as a result of your policies 

and decisions— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Mr. S. Young SC:—whether they can pay a fine of $3,000, when their monthly 

salary that they are trying to feed their families with is less than $3,000 or around 

$3,000.  They are not breaking the law because they want to break the law.  So let 

us use an example.  Your brake light is not working and that can happen to 

anybody.  You could walk out here now into your fancy vehicle and the brake light 

bulb has blown or there has been a computer malfunction, and as you leave, two 

streets down a police officer stops you, says your brake light—because you do not 

know your break light is not working.  Your brake light is not working and he 

issues you, as the law currently stands, with a huge fine of thousands of dollars.  

Your brake light was working this morning because you are a conscientious 

law-abiding citizen, as you got into the car, you asked a family member, “tell me if 

my brake lights are working”.  A bulb can blow at any time.   

Now if you have certain types of vehicles as well, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

you may or may not know this, sometimes the parts are going to be difficult to get 

especially with older vehicles.  Those on the other side do not seem to appreciate 

that.  Not only do you have to find the money for the part, you have to find a 

mechanic to change the part, and then you are being asked in certain instances to 

get that done in three days, but even this Bill does not alleviate the pain of the huge 

sums of fines.  Nobody is saying do not fine people.  I agree—one of the fines 

quoted $10,000 for no insurance, and the Member for Barataria/San Juan explained 

what can happen in a liability situation where the insurance company for certain 

reasons may void the insurance or worse yet as he says, you have no insurance and 

you get into an accident and persons who are hurt, damaged, injured, they or their 

families cannot get the damages.  But that is not what we are talking about.  We are 

talking about some of the lesser infractions.   
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This is affecting businesses as well.  Go and ask my friend’s constituents in 

Port of Spain South, his constituents on the main road of St. James, because it was 

only recently I found out that you cannot park facing against the traffic in St. 

James.  So now they are dropping fines on people in St. James in thousands of 

dollars for someone who may stop to run in quickly to a business place to get 

something and they come out and meet that.  Well, unlike the lives that those on 

the other side may be living, there are tens of thousands, if not hundreds of 

thousands, of persons out there hurting on a daily bases trying to make ends meet.  

That is who we are advocating for today.   

For my friends in Tobago who are riding a high “blue wave” as they call it 

here today, the reason they can talk the way they have is because not a single one 

of these fines that were increased in the dead of night on Christmas day have been 

implemented in Tobago as yet. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  The Chief Secretary himself is on record saying and 

threatening authorities prior to the election saying, “doh come here in Tobago and 

drop no fine on my people”.  Well, the election done now.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Wait and see.  

Mr. S. Young SC:  When you start to get the $3,000 fine and the $5,000 fine on a 

vehicle when you are struggling to make ends meet, as has happened in the 

Macoya market recently where persons trying to earn an honest living, farmers, 

were locked into a compound and their vehicles inspected and tickets dished out by 

the dozens— 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Wicked.   

Mr. S. Young SC:—taking away all of their days and probably their months 
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produce in money.  That is what we are advocating against on this side.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  “So doh try to spin nothing”.  It is funny, you know, because I 

sit here, it is some of the people in your own constituencies and I know some of 

you all would have heard the stories.  Taxis in Barataria/San Juan making the 

complaint to us about what is going on.  Nobody is saying condone the breaking of 

the law.  But as the Member for Diego Martin North/East pointed out and one of 

our suggestions today, give more time if you want to pursue a Bill like this— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:—because it is difficult.  I am sure that every Member of 

Parliament on this side has faced it, getting calls from constituents asking for help, 

monetary assistance to be able to put their car in order because they have to drop 

children to school or they are trying to make a hustle.  A small oil leak.  A small oil 

leak can happen like that.  You go over—you hit a pot hole, something like that, 

something goes wrong and you get an oil leak especially with older vehicles.  That 

is a fine of between two and $4,000.  So you have to fix that leak and pay a $4,000 

fine?   

If you want to really provide and alleviate the hurt to the citizens of Trinidad 

and Tobago out there, increase the number of days as has been pointed out from 

other jurisdictions by the Member for Diego Martin North/East, and those are 

jurisdictions that are considered wealthy nations.  Jurisdictions where their 

currency is trading currency, North American, Europe and these instances.  When 

you look at the Schedule, a vehicle with defective fittings, seven business days.  

But there are no definition of defective fittings, how many it may be.  As I said, 

there may be difficulties in locating parts.  There may be difficulties in getting a 
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mechanic.  One of my employees have been trying to get a mechanic to fix in his  

older vehicle, his air-condition now for months.  You are calling the mechanic.  

They tell you, come on Tuesday.  When you go on Tuesday, they are not home.  

These are the realities of life for the vast majority of citizens whom we have to 

represent.  

So our problem, our issue, our plea, in fact, is for those who are suffering the 

hardships that come about by the fines.  I repeat, nobody is saying that you should 

not have fines, but you determine the amount of fines.  Then to try and spin as they 

try to do, that in the 2025 fiscal budget there was an Estimate of a $100 million.  It 

is a fact.  In this fiscal, in this budget, when you go to the revenue documents you 

see an increase in revenue for this fiscal predicted an estimated increase of $200 

million.  That is a fact. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  So do not come and pretend, and to compare five years and six 

years with your one year—the administration of this is also an area of concern.  As 

I have sat here I have had officers reaching out on the phone asking me certain 

questions.  For example, you go and you get your brake light fix.  It says with this 

piece of legislation now you can go to a police station and get a police officer to 

inspect it.  So you are dragging police officers away in the police station now to 

come and look at a vehicle to see if the brake light is working.  Let us say, they are 

fine with that and they are okay and they can say, yes, it is working.  He then asks, 

what if the station does not have certificates of compliance?—because of course, 

that is a prescribed form.  They said, just like there were the fixed penalty notices 

for the fireworks legislation over the Christmas which is one of the reasons why 

charges could not be given out for the illegal fireworks.   
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He says, what then happens.  “So yuh rush, yuh find de money, yuh borrow 

de money, yuh fix de brake light”.  You rush down to the police station.  The first 

one cannot do it.  The second one cannot do it.  The third one, let us say they have 

a certificate of compliance.  That police officer now has the responsibility, the 

burden and the liability of ensuring that is transmitted to the licensing office within 

one day, because in the automated system, I trust that they have, if it is not entered 

immediately, fixed penalty warning becomes a fixed penalty notice, i.e. a ticket to 

pay those thousands of dollars in fines.  Again, the dishonesty by the previous 

speaker in trying to misconstrue the contribution of the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot and to say that all we have done is copy your legislation.  That is a 

lie.  That is an untruth. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

7.15 p.m. 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Because this legislation is completely new.  For the first time, 

you are introducing something called a fixed penalty warning.  So, do not come 

and try to misconstrue and misinform the population as to what a previous speaker 

has said.  We are raising concerns and serious concerns.  Our concerns are not 

meant for a moment to water down the good work that has been done by the 

licensing authority, and at this juncture, I want to give kudos and to thank the 

licensing authority for the programme that they have embarked on in the past few 

years in digitizing their IT systems that would allow for some of this to be done.  

Well done.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  Our issue is not the fines.  Our issue is the level of the fines 

and when those fines are issued, what it then means for the persons who are 
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struggling to make ends meet.  Because you see in this world of criminal law, if 

they do not pay the fine, what is the next question?  What happens to them?  Is a 

warrant going to be issued for them?  Are they then going to be dragged before the 

court in handcuffs?  Because they did not have the money to pay the fine?  

Because, as I think it was the hon. Minister piloting the Bill, I believe that I saw 

you saying that somebody had asked over the period that you cannot pay the fines 

in installments, and he is right.  So use the opportunity now, as you are coming, to 

try to mitigate and try to give time.  Providing more time is one of the suggestions 

we have.  To provide more time, so realistically people can conform to the law.  

Because I guarantee you it will be an extremely small percentage, if it even exists, 

of people who know that something is wrong with their vehicle and they will not 

fix it, there is a reason.   

So your windshield wiper is not working, or in this case, is not there.  You 

leave home, your windshield wiper is working fine, something happens along the 

way during the course of that day, somebody even comes and steals your 

windshield wiper, as used to happen in the 1980s, when things got hard.  I would 

not be surprised if we return to that, because you are seeing more and more petty 

crime taking place.  So somebody comes and does that, and what?  You jump in 

your vehicle, driving down the road, a roadblock, and you get a fine for that?   

You look at this piece of legislation and the administration that is required to 

be able to implement this.  I repeat, this legislation only came into play because 

they bungled it on Christmas day with the increases of fine, and the population rose 

up and the population began with their outcry.  Anyone driving past any licensing 

authority office, including on Wrightson Road, from the start of the year, would 

see the long lines all the way down from the Hyatt, from Dock Road go straight 
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down to Licensing Office.  Old people, 75, 80 years old, going there at six o’clock 

in the morning, at nine o’clock, 10 o’clock, they are still waiting in line to transact 

business.  The first few days, it was overwhelmed.   

We were discussing the night before in San Fernando, people lining up from 

three o’clock in the morning, and let us not pretend as well.  Because when we 

were discussing this particular Bill a few days ago in caucus, one of our colleagues 

gave us an incident and a story that his constituent was telling, and said it in jest 

but it was true.  Stopped by an officer, the officer says, “Well, this will be $4,000 

in fines”.  When you start to drive up the prices like this, it reminded me of that 

security guard who is getting tickets for the back his vehicle, he said being two 

centimetres over the line, or things being made up on him because other persons 

who he was competing against in the taxi stand had friends in authority.  Those are 

some of the realities.   

A next problem with this, and we were discussing it a short while ago.  I was 

being told that now, when you decide to challenge the tickets, the court dates that 

you are getting are years from now.  Six years, we were being told, from now.  So, 

all you are going to do by what you think is a good provision and a good set of 

amendments to the law, is you are going to back up the judicial system once again, 

something that was cleared in the last five to 10 years.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC: Magistrates’ courts, with these types of matters now are 

overwhelmed.  People are unsure what you have to do, because now it is moved to 

a virtual system.   

So, this morning I got a call from someone asking me what to do.  They had 

received a ticket.  They said they were going to challenge it, and they did not know 
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what to do.  I had to ask them well, did you get a virtual link?  Did you get a court 

date?  They said, “Yes, it is this morning at 9.00”.  I said, “Well, call me back after 

it takes place, and tell me what happens”.  They called back before 9.00, I said, 

“What happened”, they said, “Well, we logged on, someone came on and said all 

the cases set for today were heard yesterday, because the Magistrate could not 

come today, and the Magistrate knew that yesterday, so he or she just adjourned all 

of the cases that were set for today, yesterday, to a week from now”.  That is the 

reality of what we are facing and that is not the judiciary’s fault.   

Hon. Member: Whose fault it is?  

Mr. S. Young SC:  So, what do you want to do for these minor infractions now?   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  I did not say it is the Government’s fault, but you have the 

policy decision as to what you want to do.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  You have the policy decision now that you are increasing fines 

by over 100 per cent.  Every single fine increased by over 100 per cent.  That is a 

policy decision.  So keep putting the burden and the pressure on the citizens of 

Trinidad and Tobago.  When you started to get the backlash, you ran with this 

piece of legislation and this Bill, and you are giving people three days and one day 

to fix things, and then burdening the licensing office, burdening the police officers.   

Licensing office, despite the best efforts of the officers, the men and women 

down there, and those in administration, who again, I thank today, they have been 

overwhelmed, overwhelmed over the past few weeks, and there is no sign of that 

easing up.  Now you come with these provisions to add additional burdens on 

them.  Because when I fix my vehicle in the three days or one, I now have to go 
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and find a police officer or down at the licensing office, make sure they issue a 

certificate of compliance, and they then have the responsibility to get that into the 

system at the licensing office, in one day’s time.  Otherwise, I translate straight to a 

fixed ticket penalty of these thousands of dollars.  I then have to say, wait for my 

day in court.  I would not know, because you would not know whether that one-

day period has been met.   

The next thing is, I assume, somehow you get a summons from court, and 

you now have to go to a court to convince the Magistrate that you actually did 

what you are supposed to do in the time period, “dey cah” find the police officer 

you went to in the Belmont Police Station because he or she was then transferred 

out.  How are you going to prove what happened?  You better hope you hold onto 

your certificate of compliance.  So these are some of the problems we foresee with 

this.  Today, we have simply come here to advocate for the people of Trinidad and 

Tobago.  Not the wealthy people because as somebody said, “The wealthy could 

pay it”, and in fact one of the things we are told about these increases in fines and 

the move away from the demerit system, was that the wealthy preferred to pay 

fines than lose their licence for the same thing that Barataria/San Juan was talking 

about, for example, drunk driving.  Was that the policy decision?   

So our purpose here this evening and our opposition, because we are 

opposed to it in its current form—our opposition to this, apart from what my 

friends who spoke before me on this side have said, is increase the amount of time.  

You are trying to mitigate the effects.  You are trying to provide for persons to 

right the wrongs, give them a sufficient period of time.  We have heard about a 

reasonable time in Antigua or in St Lucia.  We have heard about 30 days in 

Florida, where every block has stores that sell car parts and mechanics galore.  If in 
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that society, where, as we heard, the minimum wage is five times that of Trinidad, 

they provide 30 days, why here in Trinidad, with the tens of thousands of 

unemployed people struggling as a result of your policies, are you now punishing 

the citizens?  That is what the population is talking about.  They are being 

punished by those on the other side.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, we say it is not realistic.  We say it is unfair.  

We say the burdens, especially on the more vulnerable in society, are increasing by 

the day as a result of the policies being implemented.  We on this side say do what 

is right, you have come with theoretically a good policy in terms of allowing 

people an opportunity to fix what can be fixed, look at the periods of time, amend 

the periods of time, give reasonable periods of time for people to fix their vehicles 

and fix what is wrong, understanding what we have articulated here today on 

behalf of our constituents and the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, with those few words, I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay—  

Hon. Members:  No! No, no, no! [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Young SC:  The man is on his feet!   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am also on my feet.  

Hon. Members:  Yes!  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Leader of the House.   

PROCEDURAL MOTION 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you kindly, Madam Deputy Speaker.  
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Madam Deputy Speaker, in accordance with Standing Order 15(5), I beg to move 

that the House continue to sit until the completion of the business before it.   

Question put and agreed to.  

MOTOR VEHICLES AND ROAD TRAFFIC (AMDT.) BILL, 2026. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Dominic Romain (Malabar/Mausica):  Thank you, colleagues.  Thank you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, for the opportunity to make a brief intervention in this 

debate, as the Government seeks to remedy the lawless dump that is Trinidad and 

Tobago, as described by the Prime Minister.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to begin by replying to a couple ofthe 

previous speakers from that side.  The Member for Tobago East, who spoke about 

the demerit point system, and you know, he made a point that is essentially a 

talking point that we keep hearing repeated by the supporters of Members opposite.  

That with respect to the fines, that the only persons who have to be concerned 

about fines are the law breakers.  The same principle applies for the demerit point 

system.  If you did not break the law, you would get no demerit points.  Anybody 

on this side, Madam Deputy Speaker, got demerit points?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  So the same holds.   

But when they come, and they try to make the insinuation that we on this 

side somehow support lawlessness, nothing could be further from the truth.  The 

Member for Tobago East also spoke about, again with the issue of the demerit 

points, but it was not so long ago, I think it was just about two years ago, 

Tobagonians were complaining about the men in white shirts coming up from 

Trinidad and terrorizing and oppressing Tobagonians, no lesser person than the 
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Chief Secretary was complaining about it.  In fact, we had one of the secretaries in 

Tobago saying that he would give instructions to the security at the airport in 

Tobago that when the men in white shirts arrive, put them back on the plane and 

send them back to Trinidad, not tolerating them coming to oppress.  But today, 

what they called oppression under the last administration, today is good 

governance, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

7.30 p.m.  

Again, on the issue of the demerit points— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes, the Member for Tobago East, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

talked about how the demerit points were so punitive. They were so punitive.  I am 

responding to the Member, right?   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yeah, well, he spoke a lot of things there that need to be 

corrected.  He spoke about the demerit points being so punitive, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, and that you could find yourself having your licence suspended with just 

one infraction.  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Minister for Transport and Civil 

Aviation, just last week, had a press conference at the Headquarters of the UNC, in 

which he indicated that when he came into office, he was surprised to see the 

number of notices for suspension of licences because of the demerit points.  And 

based on what he saw, there was nothing in place to suspend these licences.  And 

he said, the Minister, the former administration had no intentions of suspending 

people’s licences.  The Minister said that.  So perhaps the Member for Tobago East 

should have had a chat with his colleague to his right before making that statement.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Minister also said that the decision 

to—well, the Prime Minister would have made a promise on the campaign trail.  

And permit me to quote—I do not want to misrepresent.  So just permit me to 

quote what the Prime Minister said, Madam Deputy Speaker. The fines were too 

high.  And there was a promise to reduce those fines because it was oppressive, 

wicked.  Traffic fines are too high.   

“‘A UNC government will reduce traffic fines across the board and 

implement state-sponsored driver education programmes instead.’” 

Two promises made, neither one kept, neither one delivered. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  And we know at least one of them will not be delivered, and that 

is to reduce the fines.  Because the Prime Minister has made it—has been quite 

pellucid—I do not want to upset the Member for Tabaquite. I know he does not 

like when you say “pellucidly clear”—pellucid, right, that there will be no 

reduction in the fines.  She has been quite clear about that, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.   

So the issue we have is that the fines are too draconian, not with 

everything— 

Mr. Sturge:  55(1)(b).  We have heard that several times.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member, please continue, please move on.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Minister indicated that while on the 

hustings, they did not have the data, the statistics, with respect to the level of 

lawlessness to the nation’s road, hence the reason the promise was made by the 
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Prime Minister to lower fines. And it was only coming into office that they came to 

this realization.  It was interesting listening to the Member for Barataria/San Juan 

because he quoted a lot of statistics.  But it seems they lacked those skills before 

the 1st of May and only developed that ability post-1st of May, because, permit me, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, to read an article dated June 06, 2024: 

“Sinanan defends demerit point system   

Minister of Works and Transport Rohan Sinanan wants the population to 

know that the Demerit Points System is under review.  In fact, he says it has 

been under review every year since it was introduced in May 2020. 

He said as a result of this process, the ministry amended the minor offences 

list and removed the deducting of points for defective fittings or blown park 

or tail lights in 2022. 

In the current review process, Sinanan said the ministry is looking at another 

adjustment. 

‘We are looking at extending that time of suspending a driver and before you 

reach to that point, you can go and do a course or you can go and do some 

rehabilitation driving...there are several things that we are looking at,”’—this 

is 2024—“he explained during the Tenth Road Safety Awards ceremony...” 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 55(b). While the Member is quoting an 

article, his Chief Whip went into lengths to speak about the merit—55(b).  I stood 

on 55(b), repetition. He is repeating the same argument of Arouca/Lopinot.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, we have heard this more than once.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  If you wish to contribute, let us move on, please.  
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Thank you very much.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, this article was not read, and I am 

reading the article to point it out that the statistics— 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker 55(b)—  

Mr. D. Romain:—they claim they did not have, exist in the article. 

Mr. Morris: Madam Deputy Speaker, 55(b).  It is not about the article.  The merit 

of the article is the demerit points system, which the Chief Whip spoke about.  So, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is tedious repetition to speak about the demerit points 

system yet again, regardless if you use the Express, Newsday or the New York 

Times.  

Mr. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I object.  That is a completely different 

point the Member is making; completely different point. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Imbert:  I object.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am going to allow the Member to refer to the article, 

but I will not allow you to be tediously repetitive.  So I am allowing the article to 

be read and then we move on. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am attempting to read into the record the statistics 

that existed prior to this Government coming into office, so that when they make 

the claim that they did not have the statistics during the campaign, the statistics 

were there.  If you did not look for it—or as the Member for Barataria/San Juan 

told us, the information is on the Internet.  You have laptops, you have iPads.  So 

how is it you all did not have this?  And therefore, if you are stating that you did 
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not have the statistics, on what basis did you oppose the demerit points system?  If 

you did not know the statistics with respect to lawlessness on the roads, why did 

you oppose the demerit points system?  The PNM put the statistics out there to 

defend the demerit points system, but again, it was opposed for opposing sake 

when they were on this side.   

“As Sinanan reiterated the importance of the system, he said over 37,000 

people had been suspended from driving and were due to do remedial 

courses. 

‘That is why we are reviewing the system because there are people who are 

driving with over 300”—demerit—“points attached to their name, you could 

imagine how many violations ... but to them is no big thing…’ 

‘Crime is not only somebody who takes a gun and goes and kills somebody, 

we all have a part to play in crime.  Almost every crime committed, a 

vehicle is used…’ 

He said at the moment, if the police cannot find the offenders they cannot be 

penalised…”—and so on. 

“Giving an example of errant driving, Sinanan said a 2020 survey done 

between January and June 27 at the Wrightson Road traffic lights near the 

Hyatt Regency found 24,581 violations. 

The statistics were there. 

‘“That is people breaking that traffic light right outside there…’ 

Another statistic revealed that from 2020 to 2023, 70,000 people were 

ticketed for not wearing seatbelts.” 

And the list goes on, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

So for them to say that they did not have the statistics, they did not know it 
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was there and efforts were being made—and perhaps if you all did not oppose and 

attack the demerit system and give the population the impression that it was only to 

collect revenue, then it might have had the opportunity to work and we would not 

be a lawless dump today. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for Barataria/San Juan 

quoted some statistics with respect to the number of persons who have sought to 

renew their licences over the last couple of weeks, some 2,100 persons, varying 

from six months to two years, three years, and so on.  And it means that these 

persons were driving with, well, not suspended, but expired licences, Madam 

Deputy Speaker. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is a well-known fact that we have thousands of 

people in this country who are the holders of driver’s licences and do not have 

cars.  They do not drive.  It is a requirement in this country, for instance, banking, 

to have two forms of ID.  Most people use a driver’s licence and their ID card.  So 

that when someone who uses their licence, simply for the purpose of ID, finds that 

their licence has expired and perhaps they may not have had the money at the time 

to renew—so they do not see the necessity to run and renew it because, I am not 

driving, I do not have access to a vehicle.  Some persons, their licences are coming 

up to expire soon and since they have heard now that if once—just one day late, 

you pay your $500, plus an additional $650, persons are saying to avoid this $650, 

let me go and run quick and get my licence renewed.  And that is one of the 

problems that we are facing.   

So to make it seem as if we have all these lawless drivers on the road, people 

driving with expired licences, it is not a fact.  And perhaps the Minister could have 
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brought the statistics here to show us how many of those persons actually own 

vehicles.  He spoke about vehicles being transferred, people taking months to 

transfer vehicles that have been sold.  I recall a certain former Attorney General, 

not this one, in a previous incarnation of this administration, sold a Range Rover 

and took 15 months to transfer, the titular head of the Bar; 15 months.  I could go 

there.  If you want me to read the article, I could read it.  It is there.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes.  

Ms. Mohit:  What about Faris?  

Mr. D. Romain:  That was dealt with.  That was dealt with, 15 months; 15 

months.  You all said nothing about that.  

Mr. Sturge:  Really? All right.   

Mr. Marcelle:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on Standing Order 53(1)(e) and (f).  

The Member is trying to make his contribution and is consistently being disturbed 

by the Member for Chaguanas East and Toco/Sangre Grande.  Can we, please, 

allow the Member to continue in silence, please?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member, you may continue.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you so much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, the Minister said—the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation that is—

that this legislation stems from the fact that they decided to listen to the citizens.  

How did you do that?  Was there consultation with the citizens with respect to 

these increase in fines?  None.  It came like a thief in the night on Christmas night, 

a late-night Christmas gift to the population.   

Mr. Hosein:  That was in the budget. 



158 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Mr. Romain (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

Mr. D. Romain:  The Member for Diego Martin/North East called out those that 

were in the budget.   

The Minister for Transport and Civil Aviation, again, at the very same press 

conference last week, spoke to the issue.  He said, “Members of the media and the 

public are saying that we did not announce this, but it was in the budget and it was 

in the Finance Bill,” the same Finance Bill that they brought in December and 

lumped together a whole lot of things.  

Hon. Member:  They had things that were not in the budget. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Correct—and made it difficult for us to treat with this issue in 

the way that it should have been treated.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the average 

citizen is not going to say, “Ah boy, ah ha some time on Christmas Day, leh meh 

get a copy of the Finance Bill and a glass of sorrel and sit down and take ah read.” 

They are not going to do that.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Yeah, that is what they voted you all—that is your policy. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that is their policy.  It is their responsibility to ensure that 

they inform the citizens. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  That is not our job.  

Hon. Members:  [Interruption] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes, correct.  That is their job. That is your policy.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, compliance with the law requires two things:  

Knowledge of the law and infrastructure.  People need to know the law in order to 

comply, which is why it was important for them too—and the Prime Minister 

acknowledged that, again, with the promise to have this programme, this education 
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programme for the citizenry. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, recently, I was invited to a meeting at the home of 

one of my constituents. A few of the neighbours came together to discuss issues 

with respect to the community, and this very topic came up.  And a couple of the 

persons who were there, there was a little back and forth. One person agreed, in 

some measure, with the increase in the fines and others did not, and I sought to 

give an example and I asked them, can anybody here tell me what the speed limit is 

on Tumpuna Road?—which is in my constituency. One gentleman attempted to 

answer the question and he was incorrect, Madam Deputy Speaker. The others did 

not.   

We all live in the same constituency, we all use Tumpuna Road on a regular 

basis, and I was the only person in the room who knew what the speed limit on 

Tumpuna Road is.  And I only recently came to that knowledge, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, because, again, I was invited to the opening of a credit union now located 

on Tumpuna Road.  And in his presentation, in his remarks, the President asked me 

if I could have a speed hump put in front of the entrance to the credit union, 

because as members cross the street to get to the credit union, the speed at which 

motorists drive on that road, persons could get knocked down.  So he asked if I 

could do that.  And I said I could possibly look into it, but I did not really see the 

practicality of it.  Later on, we were having a discussion again and the contractor 

for the building drew to my attention what the speed limit was by showing me a 

picture of a faded sign on lower Tumpuna Road that said, “35 kilometres per 

hour”. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am certain the majority of people who use 

Tumpuna Road do not know that that is the speed limit.  And in the absence of 
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more signage—so we took a drive and that is the only sign that I saw.  So if you 

are higher up Tumpuna Road, probably swinging off from the highway, and you do 

not know— you are probably visiting a friend, and it is your first time, and you are 

driving at 50 and you think that is the speed, and the police just happen to have a 

speed trap— 

Mr. Sturge:  48(1), this has nothing to do with the Bill before the House.  

Hon. Members:  [Interruption]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, I ask you to move on.  We are not debating 

the speed limits, and whether or not people know about the speed limits. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

7.45p.m.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Again, as I said— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. D. Romain:—if the citizens are not aware of the law, if the infrastructure is 

not in place—and this is the point we are making.  What the Government should 

have done first, before increasing these fines and implementing these fines, they 

should have had a more extensive or at least a more considerate grace period, so 

that persons could get their house in order, put the infrastructure in place. Because 

we saw a gentleman got a ticket, $4,500 for exceeding the speed limit by 31km, 

and this is something that could happen to people and I am making that point.  If 

the Government does not put the infrastructure in place—I am driving down the 

highway this morning and I am looking for signs and I am seeing some speed signs 

hiding behind bush. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Hiding behind bush, because of the—well we know what 
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happened, Madam Deputy Speaker, right.  And so therefore, persons could find 

getting a ticket for thousands of dollars, through no fault of their own because they 

believed that they were in the confines of the law.  And again, it is because the 

Government is not doing what they are supposed to do in respect to that.   

So, put your infrastructure in place.  If you tell us that this is not about 

revenue collection, you would have given a more generous grace period as  the 

former administration used to do.  In the instances when it came to persons having 

to go and get their vehicle inspected, and we would have seen, when it was 

announced that the licensing officers and the police were going to crack down, all 

of a sudden all over the country, all of these inspection centres, long, long, long 

lines of cars, causing problems.  The Licensing Office, same situation.  And so 

what took place, the Government listened to the people, never mind the fact they 

said the last administration did not.  They listened to the people and they said we 

will give you a moratorium, an extra three months.  Get your house in order, so if 

by the end of that three months, you find yourself in problems, you look for that.  

And that is what we are saying.  We are not unnecessarily against the fines, even 

though it is a bit draconian.  We are saying certain offenses, drunk driving and so 

on take them to the cleaners, because you are putting people’s life at risk, no 

problem.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  But then you all are also—they maintain the demerit point 

system for that, but it is a bad thing. They complained that the demerit point 

system was double jeopardy, because you are being made to pay the fine and also 

you have to incur the demerit points. But, Madam Deputy Speaker, the former 

administration also had things in place for that, because I could tell you, I have a 
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cousin who found himself in the situation, where he would have received a notice, 

that his license was due to be suspended and in the notice that he received, he was 

given the opportunity to write and to offer reasons why he thinks he ought not to 

have his licence suspended and I assisted him in drafting the letter and he was 

successful, Madam Deputy Speaker.  So to give the impression that once you meet 

the threshold, well that is it, your license will be taken, that is not so.  There were 

opportunities, let us speak about that.   

So this high-handed approach of the Government, with these excessive fines 

and they said they listened to the citizenry.  What the citizenry is saying, is that for 

these minor things, these fines are way too high. I am not to going to go down the 

list because they will accuse me of being repetitious.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Well, clearly you did not listen to the citizens.  You know who 

they listen to?  And again, I would ask the question, how did you listen to the 

citizen, with no consultation? You know what they listening to? Facebook.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. D. Romain:  All those former activists, who doing lives on a daily basis, 

cursing the Government.  

Hon. Members:  Well that is you. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, how quickly have they turned against 

the Government because of these fines.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Sen. the Hon. D. Smith:  Madam Deputy Speaker, you can ask Chaguanas East 

and Sangre Grande, please, please.   



163 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Mr. Romain (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  “Oh God boi, aye”.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Minister spoke 

about uneven discretion on the part of law enforcement as it pertains to the 

issuance of fixed penalty notices.  Permit me to reference another article, Madam 

Deputy Speaker—  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  —entitled Wicked Traffic Cops, dated January8th, 2026.   

“Prime Minister, Kamla Persad-Bissessar yesterday said a ‘small minority’ 

of ‘wicked’ law enforcement officers, are terrorising motorists with fines for 

road traffic offences.   

As a result, she said her Government will go to Parliament to provide a 

reprieve…” 

Mr. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I have to rise on Standing Order 55(1)(b), 

tedious repetition.  The Member for Arouca Lopinot and the Member for Diego 

Martin North/East went through that article extensively. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member for Malabar/Mausica, please move on.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the point I wish to make again, and 

responding to the Minister about the uneven discretion, with respect to the exercise 

of the issuance of tickets, implying that some officers, might exercise discretion in 

a more lenient way than others, all right.  Now, if this is such a concern, we saw 

recently just in August last year, where the Member for Tunapuna would have 

rewarded officers of the TTPS for issuing some, almost 5,000 fixed penalty 

notices, traffic offences.  Did they do any study to determine if any of these 

officers were wicked?  How many of those 5,000 traffic offences were legitimate? 
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And how many of those were because of the uneven discretion in the issuance of 

tickets?  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk].   

Mr. D. Romain:  But they did not ask that question, we just rewarded everybody.  

What message did that send to the wider TTPS, Madam Deputy Speaker, that there 

is benefits in issuing tickets, the more you issue—so the Government has to take 

some blame, some responsibility for this uneven discretion. Because you all send 

the wrong messages to officers.  You go outside there, issue tickets and it could 

benefit you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to quote 

since the ordinary citizen, the average citizen does not have the facility to speak or 

to air their views directly in this House where it matters.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  You are correct, Member for Chaguanas East.  Perhaps you 

could quote if you were speaking in the debate.  

Hon. Members:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Yeah I do.  That is we know that you all, anyway. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. Members:  Do not worry about that.   

Mr. D. Romain:  I would not go there. 

Mr. de Nobriga:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 55(1)(e), (f) and (g) yet again.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. de Nobriga:  Sorry, Madam Deputy Speaker 53(1)(e), (f) and (g), yet again.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  The Member for Malabar/Mausica is also engaging in 

the crosstalk. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk] 
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Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, I shall try to—in the 

absence of protection to avoid.  Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to read into the 

record the position of one member of the public, which to me encapsulates the 

general feeling of the public, with respect to these fines and this stopgap that the 

Government is introducing today.  Because really the majority of offences that they 

have presented in this Bill for this new warning system, really and truly, it is 

inconsequential.   

 You promised relief, you delivered punishment.  You cannot stand on a 

platform, look at citizens in the eye, promise lower fines and driver education, win 

an election and then turn around and say, now we know better.  The people were 

not misinformed, they were misled.  Claiming that the UNC did not have access to 

data, while campaigning raises a serious question: What was the Opposition doing 

for nine years— 

Mr. Sturge:  55(1)(b), whether he is quoting it from an article or repeating it, he 

has made this point before and others have made it.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, you have quoted almost this exact article.  It 

may be a different article but the content is the same.  I asked you, repeatedly, 

please move on, create a new point, thank you. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Opposition is work, 

research, scrutiny, preparation and if after almost a decade you are only now 

realizing the problem, that is not an excuse, it is a failure of responsibility.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. D. Romain:  Expired permits and a lack of car insurance are not new issues— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 55(1)(b) I think the Member is 
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disregarding your repeatedly rulings on this particular matter.  Please.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Just for the clarification of all, the Member has already 

spoken about expired driver’s license.  Member if you have not new to contribute, 

I would have to ask you to resume your seat.  You will have one last chance to 

continue, if not please resume your seat. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

when working people miss a renewal because rent, groceries and bills come first, 

that is not lawlessness, it is a reality and policies must be grounded in reality. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Road safety matters but so does honesty.  

Mr. Sobers:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on a point of order 55(1)(b).  You 

have ruled on this issue already and he is still reading again.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, you have already spoken about this.  I have 

warned you once and I will only warn you once.  I now ask you to resume your 

seat.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation. 

The Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation (Sen. The Hon. Eli Zakour):  

Madam Deputy Speaker, as I rise to reply and close, I will not be very long.  I 

would like to first thank my colleagues on this side, Minister Hosein and MP 

Thomas for their great contributions. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I was looking forward to good contributions from 
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colleagues opposite, but as usual, we got the regular commentary without any 

substance.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would just like to reply to a few things that 

was said by the Members opposite.  I would first like to start with the Member for 

Diego Martin North/East, who is the last person who should talk about road safety.   

Hon. Member:  Tell us why.  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:   I did not want to bring this up but the Member for 

Malabar/Mausica brought up speed limits.  The Member who nearly lost his seat.  

A few more maxis and you would have lost your seat. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Madam Deputy Speaker, do you know why the speed 

limit around the Savannah was increased in 2019?  Because they are talking about 

legal notices.  Let us talk about that legal notice in 2019.  Do you know why it was 

increased from 50 kilometres per hour to 65 kilometres per hour?  A Member on 

that side got a speeding ticket and an instruction was then given to increase the 

speed limit around the Savannah.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Young SC:  Standing Order 48(6), imputing abuse or use of office.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Speaker:  There is—I do not believe any improper motive.  The Member is 

just quoting the information he has been given. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Please continue, Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Two more stories, Madam Deputy Speaker, that was 

brought to my attention that was one, there are two more.  
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A few years ago, the speed limits on the highway of this country was 

increased to 100 kilometres per hour from 80.  The Traffic Management Branch 

recommended to the Government, the then Government, to keep it at 80 kilometres 

on certain segments of the highway.  As you know speed limits are determined by 

geometry, among many factors.  The then Government rejected that and increase it 

to 100, along the entire highway and they want to talk about road safety.  

We are going to go further.  In July of 2024, a note was submitted to Cabinet 

to add two new devices, for breathalyser and speed.  This note was sent to F&GP 

Committee where it remained until the most recent General Election.  When I 

requested this file at the Ministry, it took weeks to find it, like it was buried.  When 

it was found, I was told that because the election was coming up, they did not want 

to do it.  The speed device—  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  —was purchased by the TTPS, one year ago and it sat 

down.  Twenty devices, sat down for one year and could not be used because it 

was not approved.  And this speed camera had night flash capabilities.  You know 

how much lives would have been saved if that was being used since 2024?  But 

this Government approved those devices. 

8.00 p.m.   

I would like to also just touch on the demerit points.  Well, first, before I 

finish with the Member for Diego Martin/North East, he spoke about licensing 

authority and the system.  Why does he not tell us when he collected $400 million 

in fixed penalty notices in the last five years, why did he not give a couple million 

to upgrade that system in licensing office?  And we are going to the demerit point 

system.   
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I want to touch on the demerit point system today because I am very 

disappointed in the Member of Parliament for Arouca/Lopinot.  He was the 

Director of Legal in the Ministry of Works and Transport.  He knows better.  But I 

am very, very disappointed.  During the Finance Bill, his Member for Laventille 

East/Morvant spoke close to 45 minutes about the demerit point system and his 

colleague did not stand up and correct him.  That demerit point system did not 

work.  It was an unfair system and the stats are here.   

The demerit point system came into effect—and I do not want to repeat too 

much of what my colleagues said.  In 2021, 2022, 2023 and 2024, road fatalities 

increased in 2024 by 22 per cent.  But in 2025 it went down by 10 per cent.  Also, 

tickets issued in the last five years went up every single year from 2020 to 2024, 

which shows that the driver behaviour did not change.  The demerit point system 

did not work. It penalized some and not others.  And the Member for 

Malabar/Mausica said it.  Some people, 300 points were on the nation’s roads and 

persons with just 12, 14 and 15 were suspended.   

I would now like to touch on just a couple of other things regarding what is 

going on in licence office.  Licence office is extremely short-staffed.  It is short-

staffed because nothing was done in the last several years.  In 2022 they conducted 

an interview process, interviewed over 1,400 people.  No one was hired, no one 

was hired.  The Transport Commissioner is in this Chamber today, no one was 

hired.  But we have met with the Service Commission and very soon persons will 

be employed and will be dispatched to the licence authority. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I do not want to repeat too much again, but Minister 

Hosein mentioned when he was speaking about the one day to transmit the 
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duplicate and affixing the notice to vehicles.  That is already in the law.  It is a here 

in section 81(6) and in section 86(6).  It is in the law.  We mirrored the exact law 

they did in 2017.  It is right here.  But I just want to go back on one item.  Over the 

last couple of weeks, there was a lot of misinformation in the public domain.  That 

information originated from the Opposition directly and indirectly, through their 

trolls on social media.  One of the trolls who received—Minister Hosein will 

correct me—$3 million by a particular Ministry to come after us when we were in 

Opposition and that person actually went after the Member for Port of Spain 

North/St Ann’s West as well.  If I were you, I could not sit so close to the person 

who probably signed that contract. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I would have moved.  Madam Deputy Speaker, there 

is so much I could say here today, but I do not want to be too long.  But I want to 

touch now on—but one thing they said on social media with this misinformation, 

that I was a Member of the PNM that just joined the UNC.  I am a Member of this 

party for 16 years—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Manning:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am sorry, 48(1) please.  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:—longer than all of you all in your own party.   

Mr. Manning:  What is the relevance of this to this Bill, Madam Deputy Speaker?  

48(1).    

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Manning:  Who brought that up?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, Minister, let us move on, please.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 
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Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, before I go on, the 

Member for Malabar/Mausica spoke about broken promises, your party promised 

your party would win in Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter and desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  You all promised that to—what happened with that 

promise?   

Mr. Des Vignes:  Madam Deputy Speaker, as 48(1), that has nothing to do with 

the debate in all honesty, Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1).  That has nothing to do 

with the debate today.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  It was just a response and a comparison to what the 

Member was saying, but I will ask the Minister of Transport to continue, please, 

thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the article was actually 

April8th, 2025, not 2024, and the reason why the then Minister said that, is that 

general elections were just three weeks away.  That is why he said that.  I am going 

back to the misinformation from the Member of Parliament for Arouca/Lopinot.  

They sat in this House on December5th when the hon Minister of Finance presented 

the Finance Bill, and their colleagues in the Senate—sorry, in the other place, on 

December9th, the increase in fines for the late renewal is in the Finance Bill.  I 

would not show it, but it is here, in the Finance Bill.  They did not read the Bill and 

they went and told the population there was never a laid fine for late renewals.  

Why does the former, former Minister of Finance not say that he collected $5 

million last year and $9 million the year before for late renewal fines?  Why does 

he not say that?  But I will move on.  I will move on, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
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Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I would like to turn now to something that the 

Member for Port of Spain North/St Ann’s West said.  He mentioned—and I will be 

wrapping up soon.   

Mr. Des Vignes:  Thank God. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  The Member spoke about speaking to one of his 

constituents who was in pain.  I could understand that, Member.  But what about 

speaking to a mother who lost their child on the nation’s roads?  What about that 

pain, Member?  Since I have been Minister, I have met with numerous families 

who have lost children, their parents and I met one person who lost several 

members of his family in one road accident.  So I do not understand the negativity.  

What we are doing here is to save lives.  The only persons who have to worry are 

those who break the law.  This is not a revenue exercise.  If this works as intended, 

the Government would collect less.  There would be less violations, less accidents, 

that is what we are doing.   

I would like to also share what we are doing on this side regarding road 

safety before I close.  This Government started the National Rehabilitation 

Programme—we started that—launched on August 18, 2025.  Thus far, 254 

participants with a pass rate of 89 per cent.  These are persons who would have 

disqualified due to the demerit points system.  We expanded the inspection stations 

framework, taxis with a tare weight not exceeding 2,270 kilogrammes can go to 

any inspection station and trucks now over 3,200 kilogrammes could go to 

VMCOTT.  And I know why the Member for Arouca/Lopinot is so angry today.  

Because when he was the Director of VMCOTT for all those years, he could have 
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done nothing like this, nothing at all.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I will go further.  VMCOTT restored 52 police 

vehicles in three weeks.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Three weeks.  These vehicles were parked up all over 

the country.  One vehicle was parked up for two years, took two days to fix.  One 

vehicle for one year took one day to fix.  This is all part of what we are doing to 

improve road safety.  When you were the Director of VMCOTT, why did you not 

do that?  Why?  We are also working tirelessly to fix PTSC.  PTSC was left in a 

mess.  Madam Deputy Speaker, $106million given out, purchased in parts in 5 

years.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. de Nobriga:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 46(1).   

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Madam, he opened the door.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Overruled.   

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member opened the 

door.  He mentioned PTSC.  I am responding to him.  $106 million was purchased 

in parts in five years.  Several million to the then Minister in the Ministry of Works 

and Transport, his own company benefited by over $5 million.  Let me repeat that.  

The then Minister in the Ministry of Works and Transport’s company benefited 

over $5 million in parts.   

Mr. Padarath:  What?   

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  “Doh let me call the name of the company.”   I 

mentioned it in the other place.   
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Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Padarath:  Repeat that point, we did not hear you down this side.  Repeat 

that.   

Mr. Manning:  Say it outside.   

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I have the documents, Member.   

Mr. Manning:  Say it outside.   

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  The Minister, there was a Minister in the Ministry of 

Works and Transport, their company sells parts and $5 million in parts was 

purchased by that company in a few years while he was Minister, while he was 

Minister. Madam Deputy Speaker, $100 million in security for friends and 

financiers.  But I will move on.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I will move on.  I will move on.  We are going to 

increase the Traffic Management Branch.  We are going to increase the Traffic 

Warden Division.  We are working on the red light enforcement.  We are working 

on the secured licence plates.  We are working on the checkered band system.  

There is so much we are doing to improve road safety in this country.  We are 

working on a park-and-ride system.  There is so much we are doing.  And I just 

want to touch before I close, on the great work we are doing on the Priority Bus 

Route.  The road fatalities on the Priority Bus Route went down by 40 per cent in 

2025, 40 per cent.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  We removed close to 1,000 vehicles from the Priority 

Bus Route, 1,000.  The former Government gave out over 7,000 PBR permits in 

less than five years with a cost of $2 million; $2 million, over 7,000.  If you talk to 
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PTSC or the maxi-taxis they will tell you.  It is a dream driving on the PBR now, it 

is a dream.  Before it was traffic, only congestion with vehicles because they 

received permits from Members on the other side.   

And I would also like to touch on the—one thing I would like to touch on, 

the increase in fees of the maxi-taxis on the PBR.  What they did not tell you is 

those increases would not affect the maxi-taxis anytime soon.  Those maxi-taxis 

renewed in October— 

Dr. Gosine:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 53(1).  I am trying to hear the debate on this 

side.   

Mr. Des Vignes:  “You not hearing?”   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, continue, Member. 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  The maxi-taxis who operate on the bus route renewed 

their permits in October of 2025, for the entire 2026, over 1,000 operators.  The 

increase by a few dollars a day is not going to be in effect for them until October of 

this year.  But that is the misinformation the Members opposite were spreading in 

the public domain over the past two weeks.  But before I close, Madam Deputy 

Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:—everything we are doing is to improve road safety 

and as we work on new initiatives, I will be sharing it with the public.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read a second time. 

Bill committed to a committee of the whole House. 



176 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic  2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

 

UNREVISED 

House in committee. 

8.15p.m. 

Clauses 1 to 4 ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clause 5. 

Question proposed: That clause 5 stand part of the Bill.  

5 Delete the proposed definition of “business day” and substitute 

the following definition:  

“ “business day” means any day other than –  

(a)  a Saturday, Sunday or public holiday; or 

(b)  Carnival Monday or Carnival Tuesday;”. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  We have taken out the Licensing Authority, which is only open 

during the week, and we have left Saturday, Sunday, public holidays, Carnival 

Monday, Tuesday.  The police stations are open, of course, all the time. 

Question put and agreed to.  

Clause 5, as amended, ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

Clause 6  

Question proposed: That clause 6 stand part of the Bill.  

Madam Chairman:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot 

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Madam Chairman.  To the Attorney 

General, I am looking at clause 6, 80A(1)(c), where you have—at you (a), you 

have the: 

“(a) the Licensing Authority… 

(b) a police officer at any station…” 

—who can issue a warning and: 

“(c) such other person and at such other location,  

specified in the fixed penalty warning.”  
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The clause, obviously, is dealing with the fact that:  

“…the constable shall issue the driver with a fixed warning that offers the 

driver the opportunity to remedy the traffic violation and to report and 

produce evidence of the remedying of the traffic violation within the number 

of…days specified in the fixed penalty warning by presenting the vehicle for 

inspection by— 

(a) the Licensing Authority…  

(b) police officer…” 

And:  

“(c) such other person and at such other location, 

specified in the fixed penalty warning.”   

What other person or location will be empowered in law to provide the inspection? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  So, it is meant to—if you look at section 80B(4)— 

Mr. Gonzales:  Section 80B(4)?  What is that? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  It is in the Act, my friend.  

Mr. Gonzales:  It is in the Bill?   

Mr. Jeremie SC:   Section 80B(4)—the Bill, sorry.   

“The person and the location specified under subsection (1)(d) shall be in 

accordance with the Third Column of the Eleventh Schedule.”   

Now, if you look at the Eleventh Schedule, you see the Licensing Authority, at any 

of its offices, a police officer, and the thinking is that one can add, at some point in 

the future, by way of a resolution without parliamentary time.   

Mr. Gonzales:  So, is it that subsection (c), in the way in which it is constructed, 

that the intention of the Ministry is to authorize some other agency or body, other 

than the Licensing Authority or police officer, to be able to do the same work that 

is contemplated? 
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Mr. Jeremie SC:  Maybe traffic wardens or vehicle inspection sites.  This thing 

could be done at vehicle inspection sites.  

Mr. Gonzales:  So, I am just—and understand what I am saying— 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  [Inaudible]—specificity.  

Mr. Gonzales:  And that is it.  So, I want to suggestion, Attorney General, quite 

respectfully, whether this provision could be a little bit more specific.  Because I 

do not want to assume that what is being referred to here is approved inspection 

station.    

Mr. Imbert:  Zakour gas station. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  So, I am hearing a lot of discussion being—  

Mr. Imbert:  I made a point— 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I am speaking to you—  

Mr. Imbert:  I would like to speak, Madam Chairman—  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I am speaking to you.  You are asking me a question—  

Mr. Imbert:  I would be coming in in a minute— 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  And this—we are in committee stage, and I am hearing a lot of 

commentary from pit over here—   

Mr. Imbert:  Just like you—  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  This is not pit, my friend. 

Mr. Imbert:  Stop being insulting.    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Why do you not run up Paramin— 

Mr. Imbert:  You are insulting.  Stop it.  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I am speaking.  You cannot tell me to shut up.  

Mr. Imbert:  I did not say that.  I said you are being insulting.    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  You cannot tell me stop it.    

Madam Chairman:  Member for Diego Martin North/East, would you like to—  
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Mr. Imbert:  Madam Chairman, the Minister is insulting me.   

Madam Chairman:  Would you like to interrupt your colleague from 

Arouca/Lopinot to make a statement, or would you like him to finish? 

Mr. Imbert:  I would like to comment on this.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Chairman:  Arouca/Lopinot, do you wish to continue?   

Mr. Gonzales:  No, no.  The Attorney General is responding. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  The words are broad enough to allow for subsidiary legislation 

in the future.  The thinking is that there is no need to constrain the broad language 

used in the expression in the Bill. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Attorney General, if you may, approved inspection stations are 

part of the landscape of motor vehicle enforcement and inspections, and what have 

you.  Is it damaging?  Because we have many inspection stations approved by the 

Licensing Authority all over the country.  Is it damaging, in the interest of being 

clear, that in addition to transport, licensing officers and police officers, that 

approved inspection stations would be able to carry out that function? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I need to seek advice from the experts, and I will be guided by 

them.  

[AG confers with technocrat]  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Okay, the Transport Commissioner said, no.  He prefers the 

language that is used here. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Leave it broad?    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Say again?    

Mr. Gonzales:  You want to leave it as broad as this?    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Yes, he does.  And the Government is satisfied with that.  Is 

there anybody else? 
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Mr. Imbert:  Do not be silly.  I said I wanted to speak.    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Listen, listen, listen— 

Hon. Member:  Madam Chair, that language cannot be accepted in the committee.    

Mr. Imbert:  He said—[Inaudible]—coming from pit.    

Madam Chairman:  Let us please have a productive discussion.  And Member for 

Diego Martin North/East, do you have a contribution to make?  Do you have a 

suggestion for the Attorney General?    

Mr. Imbert:  Thank you, Madam Chairman.  The way the thing is worded, 

without any specificity, it could mean any person, anywhere.  For example, it could 

mean Minister Zakour at his gas station in Diego Martin.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Imbert: This is far too open-ended; far too open-ended.  This is a serious 

matter.  People are going to get warning notices.  They are going to be required to 

remedy the defects, and they are being told that it is possible in the future that they 

could go anywhere and be dealt with by any person, and there is no framework for 

this.  It could be anybody, anywhere.    

Madam Chairman:  Attorney General. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I have taken advice from the expert.  My friend from Diego 

Martin North/East may be an expert and a jack of all things, but he is a master of 

none.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. Imbert:  Madam Chairman, you are allowing the Attorney General to insult 

an elected Member.  Nobody voted for him.  You should not allow this. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  There are no amendments?   

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible]  

Madam Chairman:  Okay.  Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 
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Mr. Gonzales:  Question to the Attorney General.  Thank you, Madam Chairman.  

Subclause (7) in the same provision: 

“Where a driver or owner of a vehicle complies with the fixed penalty 

warning, he shall be provided with a certificate of compliance in a form 

approved by the Minister and published in the Gazette and where the 

certificate of compliance is issued by a person other than the Licensing 

Authority...”   

So, who is this person, other than the Licensing Authority, that will have the 

authority to issue this? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Well, at the present time, it will be the police. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Well, it cannot be—[Inaudible]  It is saying a person—and I 

highly doubt that the technocrats would advise that you would refer to the police as 

a person.  If it is the police having the authority, it needs to be very clear in the law 

that it is a function and a power to be exercised by the police.  I am saying, AG, 

that this is saying :   

“…where the certificate of compliance…” 

—a very serious matter. Because if you are not issued with a certificate of 

compliance, you are found in breach of this law, and automatically, a fixed penalty 

ticket is generated.  This provision is saying that:  

“…where the certificate of compliance is issued by a person other than the 

Licensing Authority…”   

Who is this person? 

[AG confers with technocrat]  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Again, I am sorry, the technocrats have advised that the 

wording is appropriate, and that is the policy of the Government.  

Mr. Gonzales:  So, Attorney General, I hear what you are saying.  Is it that the 
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Ministry or the Government expects that at some point, apart from the Licensing 

Authority, some other body, some other person, if the legislation is saying that, 

will have the power to issue a certificate of compliance? 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Well, Member for Arouca/Lopinot, the law is always speaking, 

and we pass laws not just for today, but we pass laws to take into account 

circumstances which may develop later on. The—   

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. Jeremie SC:  I am not sure if—again, the comments, I do not want to say pit.  

I will not say pit. From the front.    

Mr. Imbert:  You mean you will not say it again in your insulting manner.    

Mr. Jeremie SC:  From the front.  

Mr. Imbert:  Very insulting. That is how he is. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  That is your business. 

Mr. Imbert:  You are insulting. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  And so what? 

Question put and agreed to.  

Clause 6 ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

8.30 p.m. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Clauses 7 and 8 ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Question put and agreed to: That the Bill, as amended, be reported to the 

House. 

House resumed. 

The Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation (Sen. The Hon. Eli Zakour):  

Madam Deputy Speaker, I wish to report that the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic 

(Amdt.) Bill, 2026, was considered in committee of the whole and approved with 
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amendments.  I now beg to move that the House agree with the committee’s report. 

Bill reported, with amendment. 

Question put: That the Bill be now read a third time. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Division. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, a division has been called. 

The House divided:   Ayes     27   Noes     11  

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B. 

Persad-Bissessar SC, Hon. K. 

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. 

Morris, Hon. W. 

Benjamin, Hon. M. 

Sobers, Hon. S. 

Watts, Hon. P. 

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R. 
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Kesar, Hon. E. 

Elder, Hon. C. 

Sam, Hon. S. 

Narinesingh, Hon. H. 

Roopnarine, Hon. Dr. N. 

Gosine, Hon. 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. 

des Vignes, H. 

Romain, D. 

Question agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

TOBAGO HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY (AMDT.) BILL, 2026 

The Prime Minister (Hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC):  Thank you all very 

much.  Thank you.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I beg to move: 

That a Bill to amend the Tobago House of Assembly Act, Chap. 25:03, be 

now read a second time.   

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  It is 8.36 p.m. and we have done very well.  

Congratulations on the passing of your Bill, with respect to giving people 

warnings.  I hope nobody leaving the Parliament tonight will get a fixed penalty 

notice from on the other side.  Because they do not feel people should get a chance 

or get a warning in order to comply with the law.  Thank you again, Madam 

Speaker.   

I rise to pilot this very important piece of legislation to bring amendments to 

the THA Act.  Before I get to the clauses of the Bill, the actual substance, I take a 

moment again to congratulate Chief Secretary Farley Augustine, the Tobago 

People's Party on the historic clean sweep in Monday's THA elections, obliterating 

those on the other side and their party in Tobago.  The people of Tobago have 

spoken with clarity, they have spoken with conviction, they have spoken with 

unity.  It was clear that the anchor held in Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Several of us were very pleased to join our 

brothers and sisters in Tobago yesterday to witness the swearing in, inaugural 

Ceremony, as Tobago has now moved into a new chapter of leadership and 

governance.  And we want to say clearly, without ambiguity, my Government 

respects Tobago’s choice, my Government respects Tobago's mandate, and my 
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Government is committed to working with Tobago, (THA) House Assembly, in a 

spirit of maturity and cooperation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  This Bill is an extension, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

of our deliberate and consistent approach that we have taken towards Tobago since 

we assumed office in April 2025.  It reflects the seriousness with which we regard 

Tobago’s development, Tobago’s governance, and Tobago's future.  This 

Government does not treat Tobago as an afterthought.  We do not approach 

Tobago only at election time.  We respect Tobago’s autonomy and the right to 

equal treatment.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We will work with Tobago because we see 

Tobago as integral to our nation’s prosperity, stability, and future.  And Madam 

Deputy Speaker, from the time we began this term in office in 2025, we made a 

clear commitment that Tobago would not be managed through tokenism, will not 

be managed through occasional engagement, but will be managed through a 

structured partnership grounded in respect, equality, and delivery.  And you know 

why?  Because we firmly believe that Tobago’s progress demands more than 

expressions of goodwill.  We believe that Tobago’s progress requires sustained 

national investment, real policy commitments, and strong institutions that are 

capable of executing responsibilities efficiently, transparently, and of course, 

credibly.   

And that is why I take a moment to remind this house that on Tuesday, 4th 

November, some of us travelled to Tobago, and I delivered my first official address 

to the THA since that victory at the April 2025 election, and I did so in a very 
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special setting in Scarborough at the THA.  That visit was not ceremonial.  It was 

grounded in partnership, institutional respect, and practical delivery.  In that 

historic THA address, I made Tobago’s position and Tobago’s rights clear.  We 

firmly believe, and I still do, that Tobago’s development must be advanced through 

practical measures which strengthen self-determination, which improve service 

delivery, and which ensures Tobago receives a fair and sustainable share of 

national development.   

We committed to a relationship with Tobago built on respect and equality, 

and I stated that we must move beyond narrow population share debates toward a 

more just and transparent approach grounded in fairness and project-based 

development.  Because you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, Tobago is not a footnote 

to national development.  Tobago is a partner in the national development of 

Tobago and Trinidad, from Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I did not simply speak.  

We did not just go to speak.  We began by delivering.  At that very sitting, I 

presented Chief Secretary Farley with an export licence for Studley Park 

Enterprises Limited— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—thereby enabling Tobago to market aggregate 

regionally and to strengthen its economic prospects, whilst unlocking practical 

opportunities for trade, investment, and local industry.  That is how Tobago builds 

capacity.  That is how Tobago strengthens its revenue potential.  That is how 

Tobago develops not only through support, but through the ability to generate 

economic activity and expand opportunities for the people of Tobago. 
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And so, Madam Deputy Speaker, Tobago's advancement cannot rest on 

single announcements or one-off measures and that is why we have this Bill today.  

Tobago's development requires consistent national support, reinforced year after 

year in the allocation of resources, in the structuring of programmes, and in the 

strength of institutions starts with delivery.  And that is why my government 

ensures Tobago's financial position in the national budget was clear, serious, and 

substantial.  And we want to thank our hon. Minister of Finance.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  For fiscal 2025 to 2026, my Government 

allocation to Tobago's overall allocation was approximately TT $3.724 billion, 

which is described as the highest in Tobago's history, representing 6.3 per cent of 

the national budget, while expenditure by ministries and agencies is also taken into 

account. 

Within the national framework, the published budget summaries for 

2025/2026 show that the THA itself received an allocation of $2.943 billion.  I 

place those figures on the record deliberately because they demonstrate an essential 

truth.  Tobago's development under my Government is not based on sentiment.  It 

is based on resources.  It is based on investment and it is based on delivery.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I also address the practical development needs that 

affect the daily lives of Tobagonians, because development must be felt, not just 

measured on paper.   

8.45 p.m. 

I raise housing and reference restarting the Riseland Housing Project at Carnbee 

because again—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   
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Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—Tobago’s development must be visible where it 

matters most in families, in communities, and of course, in the dignity and security 

of home.  At that time, I reaffirm the commitment to advance the special needs 

centre for Tobago, building on the National Enrichment Centre model developed 

during my earlier tenure, because Tobago’s children and families must never be 

left behind.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  I have tasked Minister Vandana Mohit to assist us 

in getting this project done.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I begin here deliberately, 

because today’s Bill must be understood in that same social framework of 

partnership and delivery.  When we speak of Tobago’s progress, Tobago’s 

governance, Tobago’s autonomy trajectory, we must be sure that institutions in 

Tobago are strong, modern and fit for purpose.  Tobago cannot deliver modern 

responsibilities through outdated institutional structures so we begin with this Bill 

for the structures in Tobago.  Tobago cannot meet the expectations of its people if 

the legal architecture governing its Executive and parliamentary functions are 

misaligned with its current membership, workload and growing mandate.  That is 

exactly what this Bill attempts to do.  This Bill strengthens Tobago administrative 

capacity by allowing greater portfolio specialization, having clearer divisions of 

responsibility and more proportionate Executive participation through an expanded 

number of secretaries or equivalent Ministers.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  The Bill seeks to ensure that the Executive 

Council can properly distribute workload, build expertise across critical 

development sectors, and provide stronger oversight in the delivery of services to 
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the people of Tobago.   

Further, the Bill attempts to strengthen Tobago’s democratic legitimacy by 

increasing the quorum for conducting business ensuring that Tobago’s decisions 

are taken with clearer majority participation, stronger representative legitimacy, 

and a higher standard of democratic accountability.  This is what a serious 

partnership with Tobago looks like.  It is delivery in resources, it is delivery in 

priorities, it is delivery in governance, and it is through institutional reforms to 

strengthen Tobago’s democratic machinery, and deepen Tobago’s capacity to 

manage its own development with credibility, accountability and effectiveness.  

These are the aims and objectives behind this Bill today.  This is where it starts, 

and we move to work with Tobago for greater self-autonomy by the people of 

Tobago in keeping with the mandate that is given to the people, by the people and 

for the people of Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So this is not the end.  This is about the beginning 

for that autonomy for Tobago that has long been promised.  It is delivery through 

institutional reforms to strengthen Tobago’s democracy machinery, and to deepen 

Tobago’s capacity to manage its own development with credibility, accountability 

and effectiveness.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Bill is a very simple one.  It seeks to make 

several amendments to the existing THA Act.  First, it attempts to increase the 

number of secretaries in the THA Executive Council.  Initially we had proposed 

from seven to 11 Members.  However, given the large mandate that the electorate 

gave to this present THA, we are proposing that Bill, the law, the Act should be 

amended to allow for secretaries without number, without limiting them to either 
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seven or to 11.  That will be in the desecration of the Chief Secretary, and the THA 

in consultation with the President of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Further, we are looking at increasing the quorum 

for the THA sittings, given the 20 Members who are sitting there now, the quorum 

of nine will not be representative of a democracy to have nine persons out of a 

20-Member legislature making decisions for that legislature, and for the people.  

So, we want to increase that quorum from nine Members and 12 Members at this 

time for the quorum.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  These changes will strengthen Tobago’s 

administration, enhance democratic literacy and decision-making, and I would like 

to say that we propose two further amendments which will be circulated shortly.  

AG, can you have them circulate it.  When we met with the THA yesterday, and 

the Chief Secretary, the hon. Farley Augustine, there were many women sitting on 

the Council there being elected, and then others appointed as councillors, and they 

raised the question as to why they are called “Assemblymen”.  Now, I fully 

understand in law that the male refers to the female, but they were very strong 

given the amount of females who have been elected and nominated, that we should 

move an amendment to change the word from “Assemblymen”, because maybe in 

those days there were only men that used to sit in political chambers, but now there 

are many, we have two female leaders right here in this House, and—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So we are seeking—I want to make it clear we 

fully understand in our law male includes female by definition, but I think in 



192 

Tobago House of Assembly   2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC (cont’d) 
 

UNREVISED 

keeping with way the world has moved, and the rise of women in the world in 

leadership positions, we should accede to their request, and so we are moving an 

amendment further to wherever the word “Assemblyman” occurs, it will be 

“Assembly Member” or “Assembly Members”.  So everywhere there is 

“Assemblymen”, we will amend that.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So, the quorum to increase, and the change with 

respect to changing the definition of the word “Assemblyman” in the Act itself.   

I move along, Madam Deputy Speaker.  In 2021, we recall changes took 

place with respect to the composition of the legislature of the THA.  In 2021, 

Parliament amended the THA framework to expand the configuration of assembly 

from 17 to 20 Members, and to increase the number of elected Assemblymen from 

12 to 15.  What that reform did was to expand representation in Tobago.  The 

representation alone is not enough that is why we are here today to make sure that 

the representation is indeed proportionate and in balance.  If Tobago’s Assembly is 

expanded, then Tobago’s executive capacity and procedural safeguards must be 

expanded as well, so that Tobago’s governance functions with discipline, fairness 

and effectiveness.   

So, this Bill amends the Act.  Clause 3 amends section 33(1)(c) to increase 

other secretaries, initially we had proposed from seven to 11.  Our amendment 

which will be moved by the AG at the committee stage will tell us that we will 

amend that section to just say that the secretaries will be appointed by the Chief 

Secretary in notice to the  President for appointment. This is what happens with a 

government, as we come in as Senators and MPs the Prime Minister will 

recommend X,Y,P and Q to be Ministers, but there is no limit, and so we are not 
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limiting the number of persons who can serve as secretaries on the Executive 

Council of the THA given now that there are 20 such persons sitting in the 

legislature.   

So, we want to amend other secretaries as I say, close it there.  Initially we 

were looking for 7 to 11, we are not doing that after further discussions, and we 

have thought about it, we want to give the Chief Secretary and his team the 

authority to recommend as many of their Assemblymen and Assembly persons 

now, to sit in the Executive Council.  Further, clause 4 amends section 68 to 

increase the quorum from nine to 12 Members.  What happens in the current 

situation, when we look at what is the composition of that legislature, section 33 

provides for an Executive Council that will have a Chief Secretary, the Deputy 

Chief Secretary, and other secretaries appointed by the President acting in 

accordance with the advice of the Chief Secretary.  This is the amendment that we 

are now proposing, and the Bill as I say, will increase the quorum.  Why are we 

doing this?  We are looking at proportional executive balance, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  The Assembly now has 20 Members, under the current chapter only 

seven plus the Chief Secretary and Deputy Chief Secretary can serve on the 

Executive Council.  What that means in effect is only about 45 per cent of the 

Assembly can serve within the executive leadership structure, only 45 per cent.  

That cannot be right.   

So, the plan is to increase the numbers of secretaries, to restore a 

proportionate balance and modernize the governance architecture in line with 

Tobago’s expanded institutional mandate, so then we will proportional executive 

balance.  Further the Chief Secretary and his team will discuss with us the need for 

more specialized portfolios, so there will be better delivery through focus.   
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The THA administers wide and varied responsibilities under the Fifth 

Schedule.  There are 33 areas of responsibility including state land, sport, 

agriculture, industrial development, as I say, about 33 areas of responsibility, but in 

the existing law only 7 secretaries to be given portfolios, it means that those seven 

persons will become overburdened.  They will be overloaded and fragmented, and 

we are saying no, we must increase the number of secretaries to be at the discretion 

of the Chief Secretary in consultation with advice to the President of the Republic 

of Trinidad and Tobago.   

So, if we increase the number of secretaries there will be clearer divisions 

of responsibilities, there will be more expert leadership within each sector, and 

there will be more consistent delivery to Tobagonians.  Further, we will recall that 

the 2021 reforms to the law sought to improve representation and divert deadlocks.  

That is when we had the deadlock where the THA was deadlocked equal numbers 

6-6, and so the 2021 reforms which increase the numbers were supposed to 

improve representation, and avert deadlocks.  This 2026 Bill strengthens Tobago’s 

capacity to meet the demands of modern governance and expectations.   

So let us look at it, the Assembly has engaged in streamlining an internal 

realignment.  No cap on the number of secretaries will provide the structural 

flexibility required for future transformation without coming back to the 

Parliament, every time you have to make one structural change you need to come 

back to the Parliament to dot an I and cross a T.  So discussion was had in 

consultations as I say, with the newly elected THA membership to not cap the 

number of secretaries, i.e., the number of Ministers, not to cap it.  So if they have 

their 20 Members, the Executive can only be chosen from the elected Assembly 

persons, and those elected persons can be made administratively secretaries.   
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We move on.  Consistency with Tobago’s autonomy direction.  Tobago’s 

longstanding aspirations for deeper self-governance require stronger systems, 

increasing the limit as I say, without a cap, will bring broader constitutional goals 

for a more robust entity capable of managing increased responsibilities.  Quorum 

now I move to.  That change we are making to the quorum, that is not a technical 

detail, quorum is the minimum safeguard of democratic legitimacy.  Under the 

current Act, quorum is nine Members; nine out of 20 Members.  It means nine 

persons alone can sit down and take a decision that will lock down all 20 Members 

of the legislative Chamber.   

Under the current law as I say, the quorum is nine, in a 20-Member 

Assembly, nine out of 20 means only a 45 per cent of the membership can take 

final binding decisions for the entire membership of the THA.  It means that 

business can lawfully proceed while more than half of their representatives are 

absent.  More than half are absent, and decisions can be taken if we leave that 

quorum at nine.  That is not the standard of democratic legitimacy that Tobago 

deserves.  So what we intend to do, want to do here in this Bill is to raise the 

quorum to 12 Members.  The 12 of the 20 represent 60 per cent of the Assembly, 

60 per cent, and therefore decisions are not taken by a narrow minority.  

Proceedings will reflect clear majority representation and the institution’s 

legitimacy is thereby strengthened.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

9.00 p.m. 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  The practical risk under the current quorum of 

nine out of 20 is this: Tobago has 15 elected assemblymen, as I said, four 

appointed councillors.  What that means, if we leave it at this number now, a 
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quorum of nine could allow a small fraction to dominate proceedings if others are 

absent; a small quorum of nine.  When we raise the quorum to 12, that would 

prevent distortion and it would strengthen the integrity of Tobago’s democratic 

process and democratic traditions.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, then we say, the people of Tobago, just like the 

people of Trinidad, deserve responsive administration, competent oversight and 

decisions taken with the proper participation and legitimacy.  It is my respectful 

view that this Bill strengthens Tobago’s ability to deliver services more effectively 

and transparently.  Madam Deputy Speaker, whenever a Parliament considers a 

Bill, which strengthens institutions and modernize governance, it is expected that 

questions will arise and there will be criticisms advanced. That is part of the 

democratic debate. 

But, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is also our duty in this House to respond to 

questions with clarity, logic and facts.  Some may suggest that this Bill is merely 

adding more positions or expanding political space.  Madam Deputy Speaker, that 

is not a serious reading of what is before us.  Tobago’s Assembly was expanded in 

2021.  The elected membership increased, the structure of the assembly changed, 

the workload of governance expanded.  It is therefore sound responsible 

governance that the Executive structure keeps pace with the institution it is meant 

to serve.  This reform is about workload distribution, portfolio specialization and 

delivery to the people of Tobago.  It is not about optics.  It is not about ensuring 

that a machinery is well-oiled, but it is putting a structure in place, a proper 

structure to manage the responsibilities entrusted to it. Others may ask, why now?  

The answer is simple.  Tobago cannot be expected to govern modern 

responsibilities with outdated statutory limits.  Tobago cannot operate an expanded 
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assembly and a growing mandate, while executive capacity remains restricted by a 

cap designed for an earlier configuration.  This Bill modernizes Tobago’s 

governance in light with the post-2021 reality, and ensures that the legal 

framework matches the current structure and the practical needs of administration. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, some may ask that an increase in the quorum could 

slow down business or create inconvenience, but, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

democracy is not supposed to be convenient for small groups.  The purpose of a 

quorum is not administrative comfort.  The purpose of a quorum is legitimacy, and 

Tobago’s Assembly must not conduct its business in circumstances where 

decisions can be made without meaningful participation from Tobago’s 

representatives.  Twelve members is not an excessive number.  It ensures that 

Tobago’s business proceeds with proper representation, clear majority presence 

and the democratic credibility that the people of Tobago deserve. 

These reforms, Madam Deputy Speaker, are reasonable, they are balanced 

and they are grounded in the basic principle that strong institutions deliver better 

outcomes.  And this Bill strengthens Tobago’s governance, not for a political 

theatre, but for the practical purpose of improving administration, enhancing 

representation, ensuring decisions are taken with legitimacy and participation that 

democratic governance requires. 

As I close, Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill is modest in drafting, but 

meaningful in impact.  As I said, the best is yet to come. We have only just begun 

in terms of reforming the position of Trinidad vis-à-vis Tobago, and Tobago along 

with Trinidad.  This would strengthen the THA’s executive capacity to deliver and 

strengthen the Assembly’s legitimacy through a more representative quorum, and 

would modernize Tobago’s governance in keeping with the post-21 institutional 
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reality.  It reflects the Government’s commitment to practical reforms and improve 

service delivery to the people of Tobago.  I support this Bill wholeheartedly and 

commend it to this honourable House. And I want to repeat the comment, this is 

not the end of our policies and programmes geared towards Tobago, this is but the 

beginning towards putting into our laws a better constitutional structure for Tobago 

and Trinidad, Trinidad and Tobago.  I thank you, and I beg to move. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, hon. Prime Minister. 

Question proposed. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. Pennelope Beckles (Arima):  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

as I join this debate on the Tobago House of Assembly (Amdt.) Bill, 2026.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill is being debated following the swearing in of the 

Executive Council yesterday, which I had the opportunity, together with the Prime 

Minister and other Members of Cabinet, to attend the swearing-in ceremony. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I would just say at the outset that the Bill as amended 

would be supported by us on this side. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Member:  They have no choice. 

Ms. P. Beckles:  I am hearing some of my colleagues on the other side saying that 

we have no choice, but I want to say to my colleagues opposite and share with you 

that when I was asked yesterday in Tobago and before I attended Parliament, by 

the media, I made it abundantly clear, and that is before the amendment was 

brought, that the original Bill was quite different from what our People’s National 
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Movement proposed.  And actually, what is being proposed now—and I will read 

and share what was submitted at the time and indicate that it is actually the same. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, let me just say that the 2020 Bill, when we proposed the 

amendment—and that amendment was to Chapter 11 of the Constitution, providing 

that the Chief Secretary will have the discretion to appoint any number of 

secretaries once they were members of the Tobago House of Assembly.  And it 

stated that the Chief Secretary would have the sole discretion to choose secretaries 

from among the elected members of the Tobago House of Assembly.  That is some 

six years ago. 

The proposed amendment—and if I can just read, so we would be clear what 

the People’s National Movement proposed at the time.  And at that time, the then 

Opposition, UNC, voted against it. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. P. Beckles:  And that was the Constitution (Amdt.) (Tobago 

Self-Government) Bill, 2020, and I quote: 

“The Tobago Executive Council provided for in section 75A(1) shall consist 

of a Chief Secretary, a Deputy Chief Secretary and such number 

of…Secretaries (one of whom shall be a Secretary of Legal Affairs who 

shall be an Attorney-at-law admitted to practise in Trinidad and Tobago) 

appointed in accordance with the advice of the Chief Secretary from among 

the Members of the Tobago House of Assembly as the President acting in 

accordance with…”—that—“advice…” 

In that instance, Madam Deputy Speaker, it would have been prudent to note 

that the PNM had already set the precedent.  The intention was to create an 

executive authority for Tobago through an empowered Tobago Executive Council, 
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and this, in my view, would have been the approach adopted in bringing this Bill 

before the House today. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, section 75A said: 

“There shall be a Tobago Executive Council which shall have the general 

direction and control of the Tobago Island Government and shall be 

collectively responsible therefor to the Tobago Legislature.” 

And it proposed that—as then proposed, a constitutionally-created Tobago 

Executive Council with general direction and control of the Tobago Island 

Government. 

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I just want to make it clear that the section at 

the time in that Act, in essence, does exactly what is being proposed now, as 

amended, to give to the Chief Secretary, basically, a discretion to appoint 

secretaries as he sees fit.  So there is really no difference from that Bill that was 

submitted some six years ago. 

And as I indicated in my press conference before, the section as rejected at 

the time is really what is here now.  I just want to say that the hon. Prime Minister 

mentioned in her comments that in 2025, her Government indicated that they made 

a very clear commitment as it relates to Tobago and their national development.  

And let me say that in our proposal for that autonomy Bill, that would have been 

one of the many sections, but we were always very clear in our minds that that was 

the only direction that the Tobago council should go. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. P. Beckles:  Further to that, I would like to say that in arriving at that 

particular section, it would have been after months and months of consultations 

with the people of Tobago, and that is how we arrived at that particular section.  
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We, therefore, are very conscious of the importance of the development of Tobago.  

We are very conscious that the people of Tobago have requested that, and that 

issue of autonomy has been discussed for years.  And when we arrived and we 

brought that Bill before the Parliament, it would have been after years and years of 

work, and years and years of submissions, and consultations, and based on the 

request of the people of Tobago. 

I also want to make the point—because the Prime Minister shared with the 

Parliament and this honourable House several projects and programmes that her 

Government intends to do for Tobago.  And I just want to say that at that time, the 

former Minister of Public Utilities—and if I could just mention a few projects, 

because whilst the Government can now speak of their intentions and their 

commitment, I will say that the People’s National Movement has always been 

committed to Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Ms. P. Beckles:  It is fair to say that Tobago may not have received everything that 

Tobago wanted, but we know that in consultations and discussions that we on this 

side can say that we are proud of the commitment we have had to Tobago, of the 

projects, of the many programmes that have been completed under the People’s 

National Movement. 

And if I could, just with your leave, Madam Deputy Speaker, make 

reference of a few of those projects and programmes.  And I want to recognize the 

work that was done by my colleague at that time, the hon. Minister of Public 

Utilities, at the time; two very, very important projects being the Southwest 

Tobago Wastewater Project and the Hillsborough Dam, which I am sure are 

projects that will continue, because one impacting, of course, on the issue of waste 
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water, and the other impacting on ensuring a reliable supply of water to the people 

of Tobago. 

9.15 p.m. 

The acquisition of the Cove Estate and its establishment of an eco-industrial 

hub for economic diversification.  The landing of a $1billion natural gas pipeline 

and natural gas processing facilities in collaboration with the National Gas 

Company.  The construction of a dual-powered electricity generation plant at Cove 

and the designation of the Cove Eco-Industrial Estate.   

And I can go on and on talking about several projects, but I know that what 

we are specifically doing today is to ensure that there is proper management and 

functioning of the Tobago House of Assembly.  That is really what it is. And 

therefore, in dealing with the issue of the discretion to the Chief Secretary, also in 

dealing with the issue of ensuring that there is a quorum.  

And Madam Deputy Speaker, you would recall, because you were in the 

Parliament at the time when there was a shifting of the boundaries that would have 

affected this particular election that took place a couple of days ago—last week to 

be exact—Monday, and some time ago, the increasing of the number of seats from 

12 to 15 as a result of what was a 6-6 outcome a couple of years ago.  And at that 

time, there was no change of the quorum.   

So therefore, in bringing the legislation to deal with quorum, that is in truth 

and in fact, absolutely necessary, and as I indicated, we therefore support the 

quorum, as well as we support the giving of the discretion to the Chief Secretary, 

bearing in mind that that recommendation in particular, was one that was submitted 

in our autonomy Bill.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the hon. Prime Minister also made reference to the 
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whole issue of responsibilities of the various Secretaries.  And I saw this morning 

in the newspapers, the Chief Secretary indicating about the appointment of an 

attorney.  

And as I said, that when I gave the particular provision of the Bill, in that 

Bill, that was also catered for by us.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we all recognize that 

once you have an increase in the number of secretaries, of course, it is also going 

to be a financial cost, as well, the increase in the number of persons now to be 

employed in the THA.   

And therefore, I think it is important for us to all discuss and acknowledge 

that whilst we recognize the increase in the secretaries, then at some point in time, 

we expect that all the necessary expenditure that as a result of the changes of this 

piece of legislation will also, at some point in time, be brought to the Parliament 

for our information.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the other issue, of course, is the increase at some 

point in time in what we would say is contract labour.  And the reason why I raise 

the issue of contract labour, it is because we do remember that there has always 

been a debate of contract labour versus the whole issue of security of tenure.  So it 

may be that the person who is speaking next—I am not sure if anybody else is 

speaking, or if the Prime Minister may be wrapping up—if that is a matter that will 

be addressed.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, therefore, in concluding, I am saying that this Bill 

presents an opportunity, and it is really about governance.  It is really about 

strengthening of governance.  It is really about ensuring that the people of Tobago 

are aware that these matters that would have been in the public domain, that may 

have been concerns, that that is exactly what this is doing. 
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I would also say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that whilst this is one aspect of 

the whole issue of autonomy that is being brought before this honourable House, I 

would just like to make it clear that when the autonomy Bill was brought by the 

People’s National Movement, it would have addressed a multiplicity of issues, and 

the issue of the additional secretaries would just have been one.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Ms. P. Beckles:  And therefore, I want to say to the people of Tobago, who are no 

doubt listening, and especially the members of the council, assemblyman—or I 

think the Prime Minister said assembly members.  Let me make sure that I get it 

correct, and— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible]  

Ms. P. Beckles:  Yeah, assembly members.  And if I could just comment on that.  I 

mean, it is a matter that is becoming very topical in the world, because there are so 

many countries where you have increased participation of women in politics. 

Originally, in almost all pieces of legislation that we have had from time to time, 

we know that his includes hers.  So it is a matter that I also support; the issue of 

ensuring that as we make pieces of legislation that we are very conscious of the 

increased participation of women in politics.   

So all in all, the three issues really would be the issue of the quorum, the 

issue of the discretion of the Chief Secretary, and of course, changing the 

definition to ensure that you deal with the concerns raised by the several female 

councillors, which is the issue of assembly members.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to close by saying that we will 

continue to insist that the issue of autonomy for Tobago—and when I say 

autonomy, I mean not just these issues, but the multiplicity of other issues that 
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exist, that this is an urgent matter that should be brought before the House within a 

reasonable time.  This Government clearly has a right to have their own 

perspective as it relates to that.  We brought ours, but they did not support it.  We 

await their legislation.  We await what they have to put forward as it relates to 

Tobago, so that we can give it the consideration it deserves. 

My colleague mentioned a while ago, and I have said it, that we are prepared 

to support good legislation.  We are willing to go where we are approached, to give 

serious consideration in terms of consultation.  Because, as it relates to Tobago, 

this is a matter that I believe requires consultation and an effort to ensure that 

whatever comes to this House, at the end of the day, the people of Tobago are 

satisfied that, both as Government and Opposition, that we have considered about 

putting Tobago first. I thank you.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Tobago West. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Joel Sampson (Tobago West):  Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to enter 

this debate with thanksgiving for the blessings of the Christmas season, the New 

Year, and the consecration of a 15-nil election victory— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Ms. P. Beckles:—for the Farley Chavez Augustine-led Tobago People’s Party at 

the recently concluded Tobago House of Assembly elections held on January 12th, 

2026.  But before I go on further, I want to address a couple of things mentioned 

by the Member.  She stated that Tobago has always been on the agenda.  I am 

wondering why they are on that side here, and why the 15 demerit points they 

received on Monday, permanently — 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. J. Sampson:—disregarding their political license in Tobago, why are they 

seated on that side?  But it just goes to show that Tobagonians wanted blue ones 

and not pennies.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. J. Sampson:  I rise today in support of the Bill before this honourable House, 

and in particular, the amendment proposed by the hon. Prime Minister to remove 

affixed statutory limit on the number of secretaries that may be appointed by the 

Chief Secretary.  The increase in the quorum in the Assembly legislature, and the 

renaming of assemblymen to assembly members is welcomed.  This goes to show 

the progressive move made by the collaboration between all parties involved to 

ensure that the good governance signalled by the election in Tobago is supported.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is not a partisan issue, but a mathematical one.  

It requires an increase in the quorum that constitutes the Executive Council to 

ensure that the decisions made are numerically represented.  It stems from both the 

increase in the number of seats in the Tobago House of Assembly’s electoral map, 

and the situation in which the Tobago People’s Party has earned all 15 seats.   

Before addressing that amendment directly, it is important to place this 

debate in its proper historical and developmental context.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

the last time this Parliament amended the law to adjust the structure of the 

Executive Council of the Tobago House of Assembly was Act No.  17 of 2006, 

passed in September 2006, 19 years ago.   Nineteen years ago, Tobago was a very 

different place.  Tobago now, is headed in the direction of becoming the greatest 

little island on the planet.  

Since then, Tobago has grown. Our budgetary allocation has grown, thanks 
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to this Government of the day. Our population has grown.  The demands on the 

Tobago House of Assembly have grown.  The scale and complexity of service 

delivery have grown.  Even the number of members of the Assembly itself has 

grown, following the 2021 amendments.  Even the colour has changed from red to 

blue.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. J. Sampson:  Yet until today, Madam Speaker, the executive framework 

governing Tobago remained anchored to assumptions made nearly two decades 

ago.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the amendment now before us recognizes a simple 

but powerful truth.  Governance should be driven by function, not by arithmetic 

frozen in statute.  

The Tobago House of Assembly is responsible for 33 areas of responsibility 

under the Fifth Schedule of Act 40 of 1996. Those responsibilities are not static.  

They expand, contract, and evolve, based on economic conditions, development 

priorities, population needs, and national policy direction.   

A fixed numerical cap on secretaries assumes that Tobago’s governance 

challenges can be permanently solved with a single number.  Experience has 

shown that this is not the case.  Removing the cap allows the Chief Secretary to 

configure the Executive Council based on operational reality, not legislative 

rigidity.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, to appreciate why this flexibility is necessary, one 

needs only examine how Tobago divisions operate in practice.  In seeking to cover 

all 33 areas of responsibility, many divisions of the Tobago House of Assembly 

function as the equivalent of multiple Ministries in Trinidad. 

For example, the Division of Settlements, Public Utilities and Rural 
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Development carries responsibilities equivalent to approximately three Ministries.  

The Division of Tourism, Culture, Antiquities and Transportation combines 

functions that will normally be handled by three separate Ministries.  

9.30 p.m. 

The Division of Food Security, Natural Resources, the Environment and 

Sustainable Development mirrors the remit of three Ministries.  The Division of 

Infrastructure, Quarries and Urban Development reflects the workload of two to 

three Ministries.  The Division of Education, Research and Technology, similarly 

spans two to three ministerial portfolios.  The Division of Community 

Development, Youth Development and Sport often functions as two Ministries and 

at times even three.  The Division of Health, Wellness and Social Protection carries 

responsibilities equivalent to three Ministries.  The Division of Finance, Trade and 

Economy performs the work of two Ministries, while the Office of the Chief 

Secretary itself coordinates responsibilities comparable to as many as five 

Ministries.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is the lived administrative reality of Tobago.  

Removing a fixed cap allows the Executive to be structured in a way that responds 

to this reality, promotes clearer lines of responsibility and strengthens 

accountability.  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is important to emphasize that 

flexibility does not mean absence of accountability.  The Chief Secretary remains 

accountable to the Tobago House of Assembly, the budgetary and appropriation 

process, parliamentary scrutiny and ultimately the people of Tobago.  Any decision 

to create, expand or realign executive portfolios must still be justified through 

policy outcomes, financial discipline and democratic oversight.  The safeguard lies 
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not in arbitrary, numerical ceiling, but in the strength of Tobago’s institutions and 

the vigilance of this Parliament.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the amendment also reflects institutional maturity, 

rather than requiring Parliament to revisit the same structural question every time 

Tobago’s responsibilities evolve, this approach creates a future-ready framework.  

It allows the Executive Council to adapt as Tobago grows without repeating 

legislative amendments, simply to change numbers.  That is why the autonomy for 

Tobago is so important to us.  This is consistent with modern practices of devolved 

governance and aligns Tobago’s statutory framework with the realities of an island 

exercising increasing administrative responsibility.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the amendment before us is therefore, not an 

expansion for its own sake.  It is a recognition that Tobago’s governance must be 

allowed to evolve in step with Tobago’s development.  I thank the Government for 

bringing this amendment to the Parliament.  I thank the Chief Secretary for his 

insight and astute leadership.  I thank the Opposition for its support.  The law was 

last adjusted in 2006.  Tobago in 2026 is not Tobago in 2006.  For these reasons, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I support the Bill as amended and commend it to this 

honourable House.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister.   

Mr. Imbert stood. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Sorry.   

Hon. Member:  He did not get up?  Nobody— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible] 
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The Hon. Prime Minister (Hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC):  Thank you, 

Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Sen. Jeremie SC:  He is just playing the fool, you know.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  [Inaudible]—the person that catches the eye of the 

Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I did not see you.  I looked around, I did not see you.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, at 9.34 p.m., 

I thank the hon. Prime Minister—the hon. Opposition Leader [Laughter]—Madam 

Deputy Speaker? 

Mr. Imbert:  [Interruption] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Madam Prime Minister, you may continue.   

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thank you very much.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Thank you very much, I thank the hon. Opposition 

Leader for her support for provisions of the Bill and I do agree that some of these 

issues were raised previously, mention of when it was brought by the former PNM 

Government.  It was rejected here.  I brought it when I was Prime Minister.  It was 

rejected here.  So it happened to all of us, and I am very happy for your 

collaborative approach today.  Let us hope as the rest of it come, the bigger issues 

come, we could work it out together for the benefit of Tobago.  So I thank you very 

much and I beg to move.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question put and agreed to.   

Bill accordingly read a second time.   

Bill committed to a committee of the whole of the 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.   

3 A.  Delete, and substitute the following new clause: 

 “Section 3 

amended 

3. Section 3 of the Act is 

amended, in the definitions of 

“Assemblyman” and “Member” by deleting 

the word “Assemblyman” and substitute the 

words “Assembly Member”, respectively. 

Sen. Jeremie SC:  There is an amendment, Ma’am.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Attorney General.   

Sen. Jeremie SC:  As circulated, it is self-explanatory.  It has been spoken to by 

the mover of the Bill, the hon. Prime Minister and I believe it has been agreed to 

and claimed by the Member for Arima.   

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.   

4 Renumber as clause 5.   

Sen. Jeremie SC:  Again. Ma’am, there is an amendment.  It has been circulated, 

self-explanatory.   
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 Question put and agreed to.   

 Clause 4, renumbered as Clause 5, as amended, ordered to stand part of the 

Bill.   

New clause 4.   

New 

clause 4 

inserted 

Insert the following new clause after the new clause 3: 

 “Section 

33 

amended 

 4. Section 33 of the Act is 

amended in subsection (1)(c) by 

deleting the words “, not being more 

than seven,”.   

 New clause 4 read the first time.   

Question proposed:  That the new clause 4 be read a second time.   

 Question put and agreed to.   

 Question proposed:  That the new clause be added to the Bill.   

 Question put and agreed to.   

 New clause 4 added to the Bill.   

New clause 6. 

New 

clause 6 

inserted 

Insert the following new clause after the renumbered clause 5:   

 “Act 

amended 

6. The Act is amended by deleting 

the word “Assemblyman” or 

“Assemblymen” wherever it occurs, and 

substituting in each place the words 
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“Assembly Member” or “Assembly 

Members”, respectively.   

  New clause 6 read the first time. 

Question proposed:  That the new clause 6 be read a second time.   

 Question put and agreed to.   

 Question proposed:  That the new clause be added to the Bill.   

 Question put and agreed to.   

 New clause 6 added to the Bill.   

9.45 p.m. 

Question put and agreed to:  That the Bill, as amended, be reported to the House. 

House resumed. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister.   

Hon. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I wish to report that the 

Tobago House of Assembly (Amdt.) Bill, 2026, was considered in the committee 

of the whole and approved with amendments. I now beg to move that the House do 

agree with the committee’s report.  Thank you.  

Bill reported, with amendment. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Question put:  That the Bill be now read a third time. 

Mr. Padarath:  Division.  

The House voted:   Ayes  38  

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B. 

Persad-Bissessar SC, Hon. K. 

Tancoo, Hon. D. 

John, Hon. J. 



214 

Tobago House of Assembly   2026.01.16 
(Amdt.) Bill, 2026 (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

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. 

Morris, Hon. W. 

Benjamin, Hon. M. 

Sobers, Hon. S. 

Watts, Hon. P. 

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R. 

Kesar, Hon. E. 

Elder, Hon. C. 

Sam, Hon. S. 

Narinesingh, Hon. H. 

Roopnarine, Hon. Dr. N. 

Gosine, Hon. Dr. C.  

Thomas, D. 

Sampson, J. 

Gonzales, M. 

Beckles, Hon. P.  

Imbert, C. 
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Gadsby-Dolly, Dr. N. 

Young SC, S. 

Scotland SC, K.  

de Nobriga, S. 

Manning, B. 

Marcelle, K. 

Des Vignes, H. 

Romain, D.  

Question agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed. 

LAW REFORM (ZONES OF SPECIAL OPERATIONS) 
(SPECIAL SECURITY AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

MEASURES) BILL, 2026 

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. John Jeremie SC):  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I beg to move: 

That a Bill to provide for special measures for upholding and preserving the 

rule of law, public order, citizen security and public safety within certain 

geographically defined areas of Trinidad and Tobago, and for other related 

matters, be now read a second time. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Bill before this House tonight has as its 

backdrop the declaration of a state of public emergency by Her Excellency the 

President in July of 2025.  At that time, the President, acting on the advice of the 

Government, declared that a state of public emergency existed in Trinidad and 

Tobago.  That advice came as a direct result of intelligence gathered by the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service of an imminent existential threat to the State, 

to state actors and to assets of the State.  The threat emanated from within the 
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prison walls, and as previously discussed, was a result of collusion and 

collaboration among gang leaders within the prison system, their affiliates and 

gang members within the society, to persons who held office and to property in the 

society at large.   

The State of Emergency was extended twice by this House.  It is expected to 

come to an end in two weeks, that is to say, at the end of January2026.  It is the 

Government’s position, and that of the majority of the population, that the State of 

Emergency was effective, not just at dismantling that threat, but also at frontally 

attacking criminal gang organizations and their activities throughout the length and 

breadth of Trinidad and Tobago.  The Trinidad and Tobago Police Service and the 

defence force, along with effective intelligence-gathering and utilization by our 

security services, have significantly reduced the number of murders, robberies, 

kidnappings and heinous crimes by some 42 per cent in most categories during the 

year.   

On the 31st of December, 2025, the hon. Prime Minister stated as follows.  

She said:  

“…‘I promise that my Government would act decisively to reduce crime, 

and we have delivered on that commitment.  As indicated…’”  

She said then: 

“‘…by midnight our national murder rate will be down by 42%—the largest 

decline in our nation’s history…’” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC: 

“‘…and one of the most significant drops globally this year.’” 
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She paid tribute to the efforts of the TTPS for: 

“‘…their relentless work, discipline, and determination…’”—which she said 

had—“‘…been critical in lowering both the murder rate and serious crime 

across Trinidad and Tobago.’”   

She concluded by saying: 

“‘Our fight continues. Our country deserves safety, stability and peace—and 

we are making it happen.’” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the fight against crime does continue.  Strategic 

operations by the TTPS and defence force have provided critical insight to us into 

the operations, funding, locations, bases, identities and affiliates of the gangs who 

have been running amok in this country, unchecked for some 10 years.  

Consequently, law enforcement has been able to virtually pinpoint the 

operation bases of various gangs and to more fully understand their patterns and 

movements.  It is no secret that many communities across Trinidad and Tobago 

have been plagued by criminal activity for many years with gangs headquartered 

in, and operating in hot spots.  Gun violence, bloody murders, reprisal killings, 

extortion and induction of young men into gangs are the order of the day.  Most of 

us would never even venture into the areas which are known as “hot spots”. 

Too many communities in Trinidad and Tobago bear the scars of 

intergenerational trauma, systemic poverty, and vicious cycles of broken homes 

and lost children.  Those law-abiding citizens who are seeking a better, honest life, 

do so at their own risk and face the stigmas in broader society of coming from “this 

place” or “that place”.  But we say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that these are our 

people, they are our citizens, they are our constituents, and that they have been 
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overlooked for far too long.   

My colleagues opposite talk glibly about crime plans and the absence of a 

crime plan.  They sat there and did nothing, virtually nothing for 10 long years, 

allowing this country to descend into bloodbaths, seeing our grandmothers, our 

friends, our daughters, our colleagues brutally raped and murdered, and not lifting 

a finger.  We have brought the incidents of violent crime down to their lowest 

levels in a decade—   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—and we have done so within less than nine 

months of taking office.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we are not going back. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  There are many who see everything in this society 

from a lens of colour and race and would predictably attempt to bring that and 

those matters into this debate.  I would like to ask them today to try looking at 

things from the perspective of what is actually taking place.  They speak for 

themselves.  The numbers do not lie.  And you know what else cannot lie? The fact 

that every single digit, every single number, every drop by one percentage in these 

statistics refers to a life, many lives, many human beings, all citizens of this 

country, mothers, fathers, friends, children, grandparents, people that each and 

every one of us in this Chamber know.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, there are legislative precedents for what we seek to 

do tonight and there is, in this part of the world, a legislative precedent in the 

Commonwealth Caribbean.  The Law Reform Commission would have studied and 

considered similar legislation and they fastened on the Jamaica model.  The Bill is 
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based on the Law Reform (Zones of Special Operations) (Special Security and 

Community Development Measures) Act, Act of 2017, of Jamaica, and that piece 

of legislation has been seen by many as a valid and effective constitutional tool in 

the fight against crime, especially serious crime.   

10.00p.m.  

Now, if you look at the premise of the Bill that is before the House tonight, it 

seeks to balance the need for security operations to address serious crimes within 

defined communities.  Now, it balances that concern with the rights of our citizens.  

It aims to preserve fundamental rights and freedoms of persons residing in those 

communities.  Most significantly, the Bill also takes into account the need for 

social intervention and community development.  It contemplates measures which 

can turn at-risk communities around to preserve public order and to promote the 

rule of law.   

Members would have noticed that Parts II, III and IV of the Bill provide for 

enhanced security and enforcement measures.  That is achieved by proposing the 

establishment of Zones of Special Operations in a specified geographic area.  Part 

V of the Bill proposes a community development aspect.  The Schedule to the Bill 

establishes the structure of a Social Transformation Committee tasked with treating 

with the conditions which facilitate the breeding and perpetuation of crime in the 

affected areas.   

I wish to make it clear, the Bill does not seek to marginalize the citizens of 

any community in Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  That is not, and will never be, the intention of this 



220 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Government.  It is instead a demonstration of our recognition of these communities 

as deserving of better.  The Bill is a designed solution aimed at cleaning up crime 

in at-risk communities on the one hand, while addressing their specific 

socioeconomic problems that have been ignored and allowed to fester under the last 

administration and for the past decade.   

The Government, through this Bill, seeks to bring an end to entrenched 

cycles of violence sustained by poverty, despair and poor environmental 

conditions.  Persons in these communities would be given a chance.  A chance to 

be a part of the changes we seek to implement by providing opportunities for them 

to engage with the Government, civil society and members of the community at 

large.   

I should like to turn now to a clause-by-clause analysis of the Bill.  The Bill 

has 28 clauses— 

Mr. Padarath:  Go slow, so they will understand.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Yes.  I know, it is late at night— 

Ms. John:  And we do not want too much questions.  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—a lot of my colleagues are exhausted— 

Ms. John:  No. 

Hon. Members:  Not on this side. 

Mr. Padarath:  We are wide awake.  

Mr. Tancoo:  Not on this side 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—and I know at least one person on the other side 

who might be having a particularly difficult night.   
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Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I do not want him to have a particularly difficult 

time.  I am trying to get him home to bed at a decent time.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Part I contains clauses 1 to 5 and provides for 

preliminary matters in the Bill.  Part II, 6 to 9, for the establishment of zones of 

special operations.   

Clause 6 empowers the Prime Minister to make an order to declare an area a 

Zone when: 

“…there are reasonable grounds to believe that there is -  

(a) rampant criminality, such as murder, gang warfare, or high or 

escalating…violence; or  

(b) the…rule of law and public order…”—is under threat.   

 An Order made must clearly define the boundaries of the Zone.  A 

Zone cannot cover the entire country.  For that, there will have to be a state of 

emergency.  The Order will state the period for which it will operate.  It cannot 

exceed 180 days in duration.   

 Clause 7 allows: 

“…the Prime Minister in Council…”—and—“…after consultation 

with the Commissioner of Police and the Chief of Defence Staff…”—

to—“…amend...”—the boundaries or duration of a Zone.   

The duration of Zone may be extended in increments of up to 180 days: 

 “An Order made under this…”—section is—“… subject to affirmative 

resolution of…”—the—“…Parliament.” 

The Parliament has a say.  It is similar to the legislation in Jamaica.  Not identical. 



222 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Similar to the legislation in Jamaica.   

 Clause 8 requires the Prime Minister or the Minister responsible for 

national security to present a statement to Parliament within 14 days after a Zone is 

cleared.   

 Clause 9 allows the Prime Minister in Council to revoke a Zone at any 

time, either on her own motion or (b) based on the recommendation from the 

Commissioner of Police and the Chief of Defence Staff.   

Part III contains clauses 10 to 13 and provides for the administration of 

special operations within a Zone.   

Clause 10 provides that the Prime Minister can create a joint command, 

comprising two senior officers, one each from the police service and the defence 

force, to be jointly in charge of operations within the Zone.  The members of the 

joint force must have specialized training in human rights, use of force and 

community development.   

Clause 11 imposes: 

“…a duty on the Joint Command to submit a written report to the National 

Security Council every thirty days…”—while a zone is active.   

Clause 12 provides the Prime Minister with the power to (a) suspend 

operations within a declared Zone on her own motion or on the recommendation of 

the Commissioner of Police and the Chief of Defence Staff or change the members 

of the Joint Command under certain circumstances.   

The clause ensures the decision to pause operations is informed by senior 

security officials with direct operational knowledge and also provides flexibility to 

respond to emerging circumstances or unforeseen risk.   
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Clause 13 requires the Commissioner of Police and the CDS with the 

approval of the NSC, the National Security Council, to establish a method for 

identifying each member of the joint force operating within a Zone.   

Part IV contains clauses 14 to 24 and provides the powers of a joint force in 

a Zone.  Clause14 empowers the Joint Command and senior security officials to 

control movement within a declared Zone through cordons and the imposition of 

curfews.  Once established, a notice must be published and displayed in 

conspicuous locations to inform residents and those seeking entry that they are 

going into a Zone.  The notice would state, for example, the hours during which 

persons must remain in premises, the hours of the curfew, the boundaries of a 

cordon, et cetera.  Breach of the notice would be a summary offence.  Members of 

the joint force enforcing cordons or curfews will have the powers of a constable.  

Clause 14 ensures the security forces can control access and movement in Zones to 

maintain public order while providing formal notice, enforcement powers, and 

penalties for noncompliance.   

Clause 15 provides that the duration of cordons would be no longer than 24 

hours, and a curfew, no more than 72 hours.   

Clause 16 empowers members of the joint force to conduct searches of 

places, vehicles or persons within a zone without a warrant, provided there is 

reasonable suspicion that an offence is being, has been or is about to be committed.  

The member in charge of search must, as far as reasonably possible, ensure the 

presence of the owner, occupier, or person in possession, or their agent, during the 

search.  

Further, those persons present should be allowed to observe the search.  It 
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should be noted that female persons must be searched by female officers.  Officers 

may seize vehicles, articles or documents that could prevent or control public 

disorder or aid in criminal investigations.   

This clause provides for specified items to be protected from seizure, 

including tools of trade or business and materials subject to legal professional 

privilege.  A list of all seized items must be compiled, and as a consequence, 

receipts must be given to the owner, person in possession or their agent as soon as 

possible.  This clause balances the need for effective law enforcement in Zones 

with procedural safeguards to protect property rights, legal privileges, and 

transparency.   

Clause 17 governs the custody, storage, disposal and return of vehicles, 

articles or documents seized under clause 16.  Under clause 17, seized items must 

be secured in a location approved by an officer designated by the Joint Command 

while investigations, examinations or legal proceedings are ongoing.  Perishable 

items may be disposed of in a manner approved by the designated officer.  

In circumstances where a designated officer believes a seized item is no 

longer needed for controlling public disorder or as evidence, it must be returned to 

the owner, possessor or their agent with a receipt signed.  This clause ensures 

accountability, proper handling, and a legal mechanism for the return of seized 

property.   

Clause 18 provides the procedures and safeguards for arresting or detaining 

individuals within a Zone and sets out grounds for arrest or detention, together with 

standard criminal procedures, which will be applicable when an arrest is made.  

The arrested person must be brought promptly before a magistrate who will 
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determine whether the arrest or detention is justified.  It is different from a state of 

emergency.  There is no emergency tribunal.  The ordinary processes of the law 

kick in on arrest.   

Where a magistrate determines that detention is necessary in the interest of 

justice, the magistrate may: 

(a) remand the person in custody for up to 48 hours; or  

(b) require that after 48 hours the person be brought before a High 

Court judge for further proceedings.  

The person must be taken to a prison or police station immediately, with the 

event recorded in the station diary.  If the magistrate is not satisfied that detention 

is justified, the person must be released immediately.   

10.15 p.m.  

The power of arrest and detention also extends to persons fleeing the zone 

because such persons would be treated as if they were still operating within the 

zone at the time of arrest.  This clause ensures that arrest and detention in a zone 

are based on reasonable grounds, subject to judicial oversight and documented for 

accountability. 

Clause 19 seeks to create summary offences against the Joint Command or 

Joint Force such as to threaten, assault, obstruct or hinder any member of the 

command or force or anyone in performing duties under the Act.   

Clause 20 establishes oversight and safeguards for individuals held in 

custody where a person has been in custody for 36 hours without a magistrate’s 

order.  The officer in charge must inform a senior officer not below the rank of 

Assistant Superintendent and must record this fact in the station diary.  The senior 
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officer must investigate the circumstances and ensure that the person is 

immediately brought before a magistrate.  This ensures timely judicial oversight 

for anyone detained beyond 36 hours. 

Clause 21 sets out the rights and protections for individuals arrested or 

detained in a zone.  For example, all complaints by or concerning a detained 

person must be recorded in the station diary.  A detainee may receive visits as 

permitted by the prescribed officer.  A detainee is entitled to receive food, clothing 

and other items necessary for health and welfare and medical attention.  

Clause 21 emphasizes accountability, respect for human rights and access to 

essential support for detained individuals.   

Clause 22 provides for the use of body-worn cameras by the Joint Force 

during operations in zones.  Under this clause protocols and procedures to govern 

the use of body-worn cameras may be developed to cover: 

(a) when cameras can be used; 

(b) who can access the recorded data and under what circumstances; 

(c) how the data may be used;  

(d) rules for activating or deactivating cameras;  

(e) instances where members must inform the public about the recording 

and;  

(f) documentation of time and reason for deactivating cameras. 

This clause ensures accountability, transparency and the regulated use of recording 

devices during operations in zones. 

Clause 23 provides for the registration of: 

“Weapons…assigned to members of the Joint Force…shall be registered 
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with the Trinidad and Tobago Forensic Science Centre…”—before 

operations in a zone—“…unless the Chief of Defence Staff or 

Commissioner of Police…”—decide—“…otherwise.”   

This clause will promote accountability and traceability of weapons used in 

operations. 

Clause 24 which is the last clause in Part IV provides that Joint Force 

members may require anyone in a zone who identity is unknown to provide their 

full name and address if there are reasonable grounds to suspect the person’s 

involvement in an offence or to aid in investigation of an offence.   

It is a summary offence to fail to comply with such a request, unless the 

person has a reasonable excuse.  This clause ensures that the Joint Force can verify 

identities to support law enforcement and investigations within a zone.   

Part V is the last part of the legislation.  It contains clauses 25 through 28.  

Those clauses establish the Social Transformation Committee.   

Clause 25 provides that the Prime Minister must establish a social 

transformation committee within five working days after a zone is declared.  

Further, the rules governing the committee are set out in the Schedule to the Bill.   

Clause 26 sets out the functions of the committee such as to: 

“(a) assess conditions within the Zone… 

 (b) identify the threats to sustainable developments…” 

 (c) create a comprehensive—“development plan”—covering areas such 

as—“health, the environment, social…infrastructural…”— improvement—

“…education and economic development; 

The Committee…”—is required to—“…pay particular attention to vulnerable  
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persons…in the Zone….” 

Clauses 27 and 28 are the general provisions.  27 confers a 

regulatory-making power to the Minister responsible for national security.  In our 

case that will be the Minister who has portfolio responsibility for homeland 

security.  

Clause 28 provides for parliamentary review and oversight of the Act.  There 

is a Schedule to the legislation.  The Schedule sets out the Constitution of the 

Social Transformation Committee.  It also outlines the process of appointment of 

members of the committee including the chair and deputy chair, and establishes 

procedural rules in relation to the internal operations, management and meetings of 

the committee. 

Now, I am well aware that this legislation is ground-breaking legislation in 

Trinidad and Tobago. As I say— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—it is legislation that has been attempted with 

resounding success on the ground in Jamaica.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  My colleague, the Minister of Homeland Security, 

will give some statistics which reveal that homicides have essentially dropped off 

the cliff.  Woundings, serious woundings and violent crime have dropped off the 

cliff in Jamaica.  There are constitutional issues and I wish to turn to that now.   

The Government is well aware of impact this Bill has on our constitutional 

rights and freedoms.  This is evident by our insertion into the Bill of the 

constitutional preamble.  The clause expressing the Bill’s inconsistency with the 
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Constitution and the parliamentary certificate.  But it is a well-established principle 

that our Constitution is interpreted following a broad and purposive approach.  

There are several cases.   

In Attorney General of Trinidad and Tobago v Whiteman  1991, the Privy 

Council said that the language of a Constitution falls to be construed not in a 

narrow and legalistic way, but broadly so as to give effect to its spirit, and this is 

particularly true of those provisions which are concerned with the protection of 

human rights.   

In Suraj & Ors v Attorney General, the Privy Council held that 

constitutional rights have all an inherent limitation, and such limitation can be 

exercised where the public interest so requires.  We think that the public interest 

requires a limitation on the traditional rights given the realities which face us in 

this country.   

Importantly, Madam Deputy Speaker, in Suraj by a unanimous decision, the 

Privy Council reasoned that the fundamental rights including the right to life, the 

right to free movement and the like, can be infringed by ordinary or subsidiary 

legislation without the requirement of a special majority vote, once the legislation 

satisfies a proportionality test.   

This judgment further bolsters the earlier decision of the Privy Council in 

Suratt and Others v Attorney General; Trinidad and Tobago in which Baroness 

Hale famously said that: 

“It cannot be the case that every Act of Parliament which impinges in any 

way upon the rights protected in ss 4 and 5”—of which these are rights 

protected in 4 and 5 of the Constitution, if not—“for that reason alone 
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unconstitutional.  Legislation frequently affects rights such as freedom of 

thought and expression and the enjoyment of property.  These are qualified 

rights which may be limited, either by general legislation or in the particular 

case, provided that the limitation pursues a legitimate aim and is 

proportionate to it.”   

Then she says, these words: 

“It is for Parliament in the first instance to strike the balance between 

individual rights and the general interest.”   

We think that it is a matter for this Parliament to strike the rights between 

the individuals to be, to live in a manner which is free from gang warfare which 

threatens to envelope all of us and the rights protected by sections 4 and 5.  

Now, there is a case in the local Court of Appeal, Naidike v Attorney 

General of Trinidad and Tobago which concerns the unlawful detention and 

deprivation of liberty without due process.  Now, in his judgment Justice of Appeal 

Jamadar as he then was, he is now in the Caribbean Court of Justice, said these 

words.  He said:   

In my opinion the liberty of the person which is really their freedom, is one 

of the most essential of the fundamental rights.  It is therefore no accident 

that protection of liberty is the first right that is recognized and declared 

under section 4(a) of the Constitution.  Deprivation of liberty without due 

process is therefore one of the most serious of constitutional violations.  The 

court emphasized that any detention of a person must be reasonable, 

proportionate and subject to judicial oversight, and that any arbitrary or 

indefinite detention will be in breach of section 4(a) of the Constitution.   
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He went on to say that;  

For the reasons stated above, I say that an arrest or detention under this Bill 

will be reasonable, proportionate and subject to judicial oversight. 

I think that is him saying that or me.  [Laughter] 

10.30 p.m. 

The point that I wish to make is that we have sought to subject all of the 

powers which we have granted to the police and army in this new dispensation to 

judicial oversight.  There are limits on the amount of time that they can hold a 

prisoner for.  When they hold a prisoner, they must carry that prisoner to a 

magistrate, and thereafter to a judge.  We say that those— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General, you have four more minutes, 

okay?  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Sure.  We say that those are proportionate 

measures and that they are justifiable in a society that has a proper respect for the 

rule of law when faced, in particular, with the nature of the threat that we face.   

The Government acknowledges that the Bill breaches the freedom of 

movement guaranteed under section 4(g) of the Constitution, and clause 14 of the 

Bill empowers:   

“…a Joint Command…”—to—“…establish a cordon around or in the 

Zone…”—that that is a breach of the section 4(g) right.   

But we say that that is a proportionate and appropriate measure to treat with the 

difficulties which we now face as a society.   

At its core, this Bill is committed to safeguarding the right to life of every 

citizen.  In doing so, the Bill seeks to reinforce the authority of the State in all 
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communities and to prevent criminals from regaining the influence which they had 

a short year and some ago.  Therefore, the purpose of the Bill is to restore public 

order through enhanced security measures, whilst simultaneously addressing the 

root causes of crime through community development.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the proliferation of crime in Trinidad and Tobago 

in the past, and in the past decade in particular, demands immediate legislative 

intervention to adequately address and combat the flagrant acts committed by 

offenders against law-abiding citizens.  There is no singular approach to this 

problem which we face as a society.  In order to effectively and expeditiously deal 

with this multilayered and complex issue, the Government introduces this pieces of 

legislation as one of the tools to deal with the issues that give rise to serious crime 

in our communities.  The Bill is not intended to be a quick, conventional or 

reactive measure to crime.  It is a comprehensive tool that enables a coordinated 

strategy aimed at reducing crime, while protecting lives.  The Government took 

office with a number one priority.  That priority was to protect the lives of our 

citizens.   

We say that this Bill is a measure that does that.  It is designed to protect and to 

enhance the quality of life in our most vulnerable communities.  Its purpose is not to 

stigmatize these areas but to strengthen engagement to build confidence between citizens 

and the State.  Beyond the benefits to communities, this legislative initiative is envisioned 

to also contribute to the improvement of the procedures and protocols within the security 

forces.  All law-abiding citizens are encouraged to support the security forces to embrace 

this initiative and to embrace their roles as stakeholders in the new dawn, which we see in 

this country.  Madam Deputy Speaker, with these words, I beg to move.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, hon. Attorney General.   

Question proposed.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, the time is now 10.36 p.m.  We will take a 

break for 10 minutes.  So we will resume at 10.47p.m.   

10.36 p.m.:  Sitting suspended.   

10.47p.m.:  Sitting resumed.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Keith Scotland SC (Port of Spain South):  Thank you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we are not here to bring colour and race into 

this debate.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  We are here to bring reality to Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  And from the submissions made by the hon. Attorney 

General, it seems that the reality is that this Government really does not know how 

to govern Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I wish to caution this House against replacing one 

extraordinary security measure with another, under a different name, but with 

similar dire consequences.  Through this Bill, not only does this Government seek 

to curtail the right of the freedom of movement.  What about the right of 

enjoyment of property?  What about the right to due process?  All these arerights 

that we say will be affected by this legislation if it is passed in its current form.   
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Hon. Attorney General, for your information, in Jamaica, the Court of 

Appeal, in the case of Dayton Campbell v The Attorney General, did not hold that 

the provisions of the special Zones were constitutional.  In fact, it held the 

opposite.  It held that these provisions were unconstitutional, and that is something 

maybe you ought to take into account as you approach the implementation or the 

presentation of this Bill to this Parliament.   

As we end a state of emergency on January 31, 2026, timing is everything.  

We are told that this Government is now considering zones of special operations, 

modelled after the Jamaican experience.  This demands scrutiny.  Why now?  The 

first State of Emergency, if we do an analysis, was proclaimed by this Government 

in July2025, and it was based on an alleged prison-based criminal network 

threatening national security.  Subsequently, on two further extensions in July and 

in October, carrying us to the end of January2026, it was said to this Parliament 

that the law enforcement agencies requested the extension so they can continue 

their work.   

10.50 p.m.  

What now is the reason for this sibling of another state of emergency to 

continue, not just for three months but for a 180 days in the first instance with a 

further extension of for another 180 days.  Throughout this period that we existed 

under, law enforcement was granted, exceptional powers for extended searches, 

arrest, detention without any constitutional safeguards.  The Government 

knowledge ad nauseam that the State of Emergency was never intended to be a 

long term crime plan.  That is on the Hansard.  But a temporary response to 

intelligence that was gathered.  What has happened to that now?  That is a crucial 
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point, Madam Deputy Speaker, because Zones of Special Operations risk 

becoming permanent extension style of state of emergencies.  That is exactly what 

it is.  Long after the initially legal emergency has extinguished.   

The hon. Minister of Homeland Security, the hon. Attorney General had 

boasted about a 42 per cent reduction in homicides in 2025.  What they did not tell 

us is that three out of those months was a state of emergency under a People’s 

National Movement government which started that trend. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  It did not happen from April.  To be honest, it happened 

because the People’s National Movement instituted policies, real policies that led 

to that reduction that they are now laying claim to.  And that is something that we 

wish to put on record. 

But here is the real question, here is the real question.  Do we preserve those 

gains?  Let us give them credit for all the gains.  Take, take credit.  June to April in 

2025 never existed.  How do we preserve those gains mentioned by the hon. 

Attorney General?  By normalizing exceptional powers?  Or is it not by 

strengthening ordinary law enforcement within the rule of law?  On this side, we 

say strengthening ordinary law enforcement within the rule of law and not 

normalizing exceptional powers to make it now the reality of life in Trinidad and 

Tobago.  Zones of Special Operations come with serious far-reaching concerns and 

consequences. 

Firstly, there is the issue of civil liberties.  Zones of Special Operations by 

design permit heightened police and military presence, expanded stop and search 

powers, curfews, restriction of movements within designated communities.  And 
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here is the thing about Trinidad and Tobago and its communities as opposed to 

Jamaica.  The reality of Trinidad and Tobago is that in our communities criminal 

activities intertwined in same spaces where there are law-abiding citizens.  How 

does the law-abiding citizen who will be cordoned off in those areas avoid the 

stigma, avoid the harsh dire consequences when they have done nothing wrong?  Is 

that proportionate legislation, Madam Deputy Speaker? 

It means then, and this is our submission, that law-abiding citizens who 

already live in marginalized and stigmatized areas will now live under perpetual 

collective suspicion.  That is what is being created and the prejudicial effect of this 

legislation far outweighs any probative value that it may bring to this government.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Is it now, Madam Deputy Speaker, knowing that crime is 

ubiquitous, that we will all live in Zones of Special Operations?  Is that what is 

going to happen?  And are we all going to be living under collective suspicion?  

The proposed legislation runs the risk of eroding trust between the law-abiding 

citizens and the very institutions that were created to protect them.  That is 

something that has escaped the submissions of the hon. Attorney General.  

Secondly, there is the danger of mission creep, overkill and wanton 

disregard of the fundamental constitutional rights of law-abiding citizens.  When 

the State of Emergency was reintroduced in July, and it morphed in October based 

on the requests for an extension by the law enforcement agencies, we were told and 

we expected in Trinidad and Tobago something different.  That this phase will 

come to an end.  We will have a chance to breathe constitutionally.  But that 

expectation obviously is short-lived. 
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Now, even before this current state of emergency expires, we are debating a 

new framework that preserves many of the most intrusive features of a state of 

emergency without strict time limits, without parliamentary oversight and without 

any clear exit strategies. These Zones of Special Operation can quietly become 

mini states of states of emergencies.  Mini states of states of emergencies.  A rose 

by any other name is still a rose.  So said the indomitable Endell Thomas.  A rose, 

a state of emergency by any other name is a state of emergency.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  What about my third submission, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

of unequal application and inequality?  Zones and these zones are never declared in 

perceived affluent neighborhoods, you know.  That is a reality.  Never, and we 

have to grapple with that, you know, Madam Deputy Speaker.  They are imposed 

on specific communities often poor, young and already over police areas.  It raises 

a profound question about equality before the law and the social consequences of 

stigmatizing areas  as these hotspots.  And we have history to be our teacher in this 

regard. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, do you recall in 2011 there was a state of 

emergency declared by a UNC Government led by the hon. Kamla 

Persad-Bissessar.  And there were particular areas identified as hotspots throughout 

this country.   

Let me refresh your recollection as to the areas that were so designated in 

2011, of the cities and boroughs.  The City of Port of Spain; the City of San 

Fernando; the Borough of Arima; the Borough of Chaguanas.  Of the regional 

corporations they signal and they took out two, the Diego Martin Regional 
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Corporation, San Juan/Laventille Regional Corporation.  The specific areas 

identified as hotspots were as follows: Arima; Arouca; Carenage; Beetham; Diego 

Martin; Enterprise; Grand Couva; Hermitage; Icacos; Laventille; Maloney; 

Trincity; Morvant; Sea Lots; Pigeon Point. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, what is the common denominator in most of these 

areas that were signal and single out in 2011?  Can you do the math?  I would let 

the population do the conclusion on its own, but these were the areas.  Is it now 

that history is going to be repeated without just cause?  Let us see, time will tell.  

But we have the areas that were singled out as hotspots in 2011.  And today—and 

it was done by this Government.  Let us see what areas will be singled out as 

special zones under this incarnation.  

Many of our citizens, many of the constituents who I have the honour to 

represent already have to cope with stigmatization and the unfair effect pinned to 

their neighborhoods.  They cannot obtain employment just because of where they 

were born.  They have to get scholarships that individuals and people who are 

philan—they practise, you know, philanthropy in order for them to go and obtain 

education at other institutions, higher institutions that are not covered via, of 

course, the PNM government tried its best.  We could not pay for everything. 

They face challenges of obtaining assistance from financial and other 

institutions just because they happen to live in a certain area.  That is the reality of 

Trinidad and Tobago and no amount of mollycoddling could erase that fact.  What 

is to become of those persons now when their areas will be designated zones of 

special interest? 

Fourthly, we must confront the actual international evidence of the Jamaica 
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experience.  Because in Jamaica the experience was not all positive. It was not all 

rosy.  In Jamaica, the Zones of Special Operations produced short-term reductions 

in violent crime and gang activity.  But Jamaican civil society organization, legal 

advocates and even parliamentary committees raised concerns in the following 

way:  They complained of prolonged military deployment in civilian spaces.  Does 

that sound familiar, Madam Deputy Speaker?  Reports of abuse and excessive 

force used by the defense force apparatus.  Weak mechanisms for civil oversight 

and limited long-term socio-economic transformation once the zones were lifted.   

But more importantly, the courts in Jamaica raised concern and in the case 

of Dayton Campbell v the Attorney General.  The citation is 2025, JMFC Full 

Court 2.  A full court of the Court of Appeal in Jamaica in a landmark ruling in 

May 2025, the constitutional court of Jamaica declared that the government’s 

repeated and extended use of states of emergency as a routine crime fighting tool 

between 2018 and 2023 was unconstitutional.  

Let me repeat this, Madam Deputy Speaker.  In the Dayton Campbell ruling, 

contrary to what was espoused by the hon. Attorney General, the Jamaican Court 

of Appeal dealing particularly with the Constitution of Jamaica held that repeated 

and extended use of states of emergency as a routine crime fighting tool between 

2018 and 2023 was unconstitutional.  The court went on and found that this 

practice breached the doctrine of the separation of powers by allowing the 

executive to bypass necessary parliamentary approval for extensions, thereby 

usurping legislative authority. The court clarified and held, and it is now the law, 

the common law has now been codified, that a state of emergency is an 

extraordinary measure for an existential threat to the state and not a response to 
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crime and not a response to crime. 

I cite this case for the legal propositions and the learning that it provides as 

we do this debate and discuss this very serious issue.  In several Jamaican 

communities, crime displacement occurred.  Violence just moved from one area to 

another rather than disappeared.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, if you go on Facebook and all these other social 

media platforms, the putrid comments that are coming now on these platforms, 

“PNM cockroaches moving from one area to the next”.  You will close your 

phone.  It is creating more divisiveness in a society that is already on edge.  It is 

creating more division in a society than in itself does not need further division.  

And we cannot bury our heads in the sand and say, that all is well in the State of 

Trinidad and Tobago because all is not well.  Just for one minute, the Bill has not 

been passed as yet, and these are the comments coming.  People are saying now 

that they will use stand-your-ground and before you even come, they are dealing 

with you. 

11.05 p.m.  

Those are the comments.  I could not believe it.  Is this Government going to hide 

and bury its head in the sand and not acknowledge that this legislation may do 

more harm than good?  

And more importantly, in Jamaica, there was a heavy investment in social 

programmes.  This Government is not heavy in investing in social programmes, 

you know.  In fact, they are the opposite.  They are the opposite.  And another 

distinction, between Trinidad and Tobago and Jamaica is this, in Trinidad and 

Tobago we are merely 1,980 square miles, in Jamaica there are 4,400.  We have a 
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population of maybe 1.4 million.  Jamaica’s population is about 2.8/2.9 million, it 

is a bigger place where you can have these zones, because you do not have 

criminals and law-abiding citizens literally living in the same communities.  

In Jamaica, there are particular communities which you know, not side by 

side and that is a distinction that has not been taken into account.  If there is 

legislation on this side, we say it ought to be tailored, to be in consonance with the 

socioeconomic, geographical and historical reality that is Trinidad and Tobago.  

This legislation is not it.  In fact, it represents in our view here, the epitome of 

counter intuitiveness, counter productiveness, lazy and incompetent governance, 

which is bereft of any capacity to grapple with the uniqueness and the 

metaphysical subtleties that is crime in Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  It is a lazy piece of legislation.  Here is why I say this, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, and you know what, they try now to hoodwink us.  In 

local parlance, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is called mamaguy and let me take you 

to the mamaguy.  Let us go to the Bill itself, Madam Deputy Speaker.  On the one 

hand, this Government seeks to have the powers to declare particular parts of 

Trinidad and Tobago zones of special operation and give the hon. Prime Minister 

the powers, and by extension the State, sweeping powers.  And the rationale will 

be of course, that the people who reside in those special zones are criminals and 

are intent on committing criminal activity, okay.  Here is the disconnect.  Here is 

the mamaguy.  Here is the fly in the ointment.  More so, they seek to tell this 

country that clause 5, and they actually put the clause, you know.  Clause 5(f) and 

(g) speaks to the objects of the Act, clause 5, Madam Deputy Speaker, take a look 
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at clause 5, to: 

“facilitate the re-direction of young persons out of criminal activity;”   

That is clause 5, yes?  And subclause (g), to: 

“promote social and economic development in a Zone through the efforts of 

various Government agencies and civil society;”  

So, they want to promote economic development.  Hear how they are 

promotion to facilitate the youth.  They cut $45million in the funding for youth 

sector activity.  They reduced provisions for contract across the Ministries 

responsible for education, tertiary training and youth development.  No allocations 

for the agencies such as the National Training Agency, YTEPP or MIC.  How are 

the young persons supposed to redirect their energies out of criminal activity, when 

the Government is doing that?   

But let us just look at (g), (g) takes the cake:  To promote social economic 

development in these zones.  Hear how they are promoting social economic 

development: 336 CEPEP contractors, go home; 15,000 workers who live in those 

zones, go home; 35,000 URP workers, go home.  Every person whose great 

grandfather, uncle, cousin, resembles somebody who looks like a PNM, they fired 

them as a CEO.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  You hear that?  Every person whose great grandfather, 

uncle, cousin, looks like a PNM— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  They check your DNA.  They check your DNA and they 

fire you.  Yet they say, yet they say— 
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Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—yet they say, Madam Deputy Speaker, to promote social 

and economic development. From Hilaire at the Central Bank, right down, 

everybody fired— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—once you look and you smell like your great grandfather 

had a cousin who looked like a PNM, who attended church and school with you.  

That is what they bring here, and they say they want to promote, and here is what 

they do, just to make the mamaguy full, just to bring it to full fruition, they create 

committees.  But hear what the committee has, I checked it— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—they have (a) to (x).  “It fall in her gap.”  When you throw 

a stone— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—“only pig that get lash does bawl”.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, look at this.  They create a committee, in the committee if you check the 

legislation, the members go up to (x).  When I did X in the alphabet, I think X 

takes you to about 20, alright.   

Ms. Mohit: “Look Symon gone.”  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—alright, 20/22, right.  So, look at this, the committee— 

Mr. Young SC:  For each zone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—for each zone, will have about 22 people on it, (a) to (x).  

What is that committee going to do, Madam Deputy Speaker?  When the roll call 

finishes, the meeting is done, that is an hour just to the call the roll.  What are they 
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going to tell them, not to rehire the people who you fired?  That you must train 

young people to be gainfully employed under YTEPP or under MIC?  What is that 

committee to tell them, Madam Deputy Speaker, other than that, they want to do 

that.  So, my point is this, come clean, tell us— 

Mr. Young SC:  You are targeting PNM.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—you are targeting us.  “You doh care about we.” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Tell us that! Tell us that.  But do not mamaguy us with the 

Committee established under Section 23 and objects (f) and (g), that is what it is, 

objects (f) and (g) of the Bill.  I have just shown you how counter intuitive and 

how insincere that is by the examples I have given you of the actions of the 

Government and their words. 

Now, so it seems to my mind, Madam Deputy Speaker, that this 

Government incapacitated by a bankruptcy of ideas has just brought now a sibling 

to a state of emergency and has presented it as a plan that will attack crime.  In 

other words, they never had a plan for the reduction of criminal activity in Trinidad 

and Tobago, in the first place.  Let me be clear, the objection on this side is not that 

we must do nothing you know, it is an argument that says let us buckle down and 

do some intelligence-led policing.  Let us target warrants instead of blanket 

powers.  Let us do some proper resourcing as was being done by the People’s 

National Movement government.  The Ministry of National Security for years 

received the third or the second highest budget, every year, am I not correct, Sir?  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Third or the second highest budget because the resources 
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were there.  

Hon. Members:  [Interruption]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am hearing a bray.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I am hearing a braying, a braying, where is it coming from?  Who 

is braying? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  No, not a brain you know.  A braying.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, Standing Order 48(4).  This continued 

disgusting behaviour by the Member for Port of Spain South, 48(4), please.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I take great offence— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Hon. Member:  “Who you talking about dey?” 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South— 

Mr. Padarath:—will not be tolerated— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South, it is quite late at 

night.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  You have 15 minutes left, if you would like your 15 

minutes I do not wish to continue shouting for the remainder of the night.  

Member, would you like your additional 15 minutes? 
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Hon. Members:  “Nooo.” 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am very grateful. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk and desk thumping] 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(4).  The Member has to apologize 

and withdraw.  Who is he referring to as braying in the House?   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Padarath:  That disgusting behaviour will not be tolerated. 

Mr. Morris:  I am going to raise it.  I have it. I have it.  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous shouting]  

Hon. Member:  Sit down! 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Is anyone seeing me standing right now!   

Mr. Morris:  Standing Order 55(4) 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am short but I am standing. 

Hon. Member:  Yes. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, please refrain from your offensive and 

insulting language.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  And please withdraw the statement. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam, which statement do you want me to withdraw, 

Madam Deputy Speaker? 

Hon. Members:  All, all, all.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Which statement? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  The statement implying that a Member on the 

Government Bench—what word did you use?  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Braying? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I humbly and genuinely apologize 

for accusing any Member on the opposite side from braying— 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 55(4).  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—and I withdraw any concept of any Member from the other 

side of braying. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, [Inaudible]—in a statement you cannot use 

the same word that you used. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam I withdraw, I withdraw— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I withdraw, thank you.  Madam Deputy Speaker, as the 

state of emergency— 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker 55(4).  Might I draw your attention to 

55(4)? “Gross disorder: 

“Conduct shall be deemed to be grossly disorderly, if during the 

proceedings, the Member concerned—  

(b) uses or threatens violence against a Member…” 

He said, “I will deal with you”.  He pointed at the Leader of Government Business 

and said, “I will deal with you”.   

“55(4):  
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(c) acts in a manner that displays flagrant disobedient to rulings of the  

Chair;   

(d) acts in any other way to the serious detriment of the dignity 

or…procedure of the House.”   

Madam Speaker:   Thank you, Mayaro.  Member, please continue.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Thank you kindly.  Thank you kindly.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, as the State of Emergency comes 

to an end on the 31st of January, 2026, and we are going from emergency as an 

exception to an exception as permanence, I wish to caution Trinidad and Tobago as 

to the slippery slope that this Government is taking us down.  And because of this, 

I would like now to deal with what I call the nuts and bolts of this Bill to show how 

pernicious this Bill is. 

11.25 p.m.  

Madam Speaker, let me start with clause 3, which expressly declares:   

“This Act shall have effect even though inconsistent with sections 4 and 5 of 

the Constitution.”   

That is a troubling provision in and of itself, because what it tells you is that 

enshrined fundamental rights and freedoms of the people of Trinidad and Tobago 

are being affected.  The freedom of movement, protection from arbitrary search 

and detention, and due process, those are being affected.  And those are not 

conveniences, you know.  Those are constitutional guarantees.  Hard won; hard 

won by Eric Eustace Williams when this Constitution was proclaimed.  Hard won.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Nevertheless, to insist on a constitutional override sends a 

dangerous signal, and the Government wishes to immunize itself from any 

constitutional scrutiny, not because it must, but because it prefers to and it has no 

other alternative because of its incompetence.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is not good for law, and it is not good law-

making.  Excessive powers—and we look at clauses 6, 7, 9, and 12, which give the 

hon. Prime Minister sweeping authority to do the following:  Declare a Zone, 

extend its duration and geographical limits, suspend operations, change the Joint 

Command, revoke a Zone entirely. While clause 7 requires an affirmative 

resolution of Parliament for extensions, the initial declaration occurs under clause 

6.  So all Parliament is coming to do thereafter is to rubber stamp it and to extend 

it.  Parliament is merely being informed after the fact under clause 8.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, this House is reduced to a spectator, whilst extraordinary powers 

are activated on the ground. This is not parliamentary supremacy.  It is executive 

dominance, and there is a creeping disquiet about what is happening here.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, curfews and cordon off and collective punishment: 

Clauses 14 and 15 allow for cordons and curfews, backed by criminal penalties of 

up to $50,000.  These powers do not only apply to criminals, but to entire 

communities.  And remember, Madam Deputy Speaker, I told you about the 

peculiarity of life in Trinidad and Tobago.  It affects children.  It will affect 

workers, small business owners, and persons who have committed no offence but 

happen to live in these areas that have been declared Zones.  Where is the 

proportionality in this?  Where is the test that can make it past the rubric of the 
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Suratt and Suraj tests?  We say, it does not.  

The Bill limits the duration of cordons and curfews, yes.  But if you repeat 

short curfews, it can easily amount to a permanent condition of restricted liberties, 

especially in vulnerable communities.  And here is the main nut and bolt of this.  In 

a community, such as Port of Spain South, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is 

impossible to cordon off Block 8, without cordoning off Block 9, you know. It is 

impossible to cordon off Africa, without cordoning off John John.  How do you get 

there?  It is impossible to cordon off Canada, if you do not cordon off Foster 

Quavo.  Did they think about this, or is it that they really just do not care?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Is it that they really just do not care?  Warrantless search 

and arrest under clauses 16 and 18.  Members of the joint force are empowered to 

search without a warrant, and to arrest and to detain people, here is what, by 

reasonable suspicion.  Whilst we know that “reasonable suspicion” is a term 

learned and known in legal quarters, used by an officer on the ground, it can result 

in profiling, high risk of abuse and errors, particularly in marginal communities, 

where people have already been stigmatized.  The presence of the safeguards does 

not erase the reality that ordinary constitutional protections are being diluted in 

practice, even if they remain there on paper.   

And let us go to the afterthought, the social transformation.  If you want to 

transform socially, give people jobs, not take away jobs.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Sometimes I think they all think that we are stupid, you 

know, Madam Deputy Speaker.  They think that we are dumb.  You fired 35,000, 
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yet you apply—you have a committee to say what?  Not rehire these people 

because they are not working?  They have nothing to do?  What is it?  What am I 

missing, Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  A lot.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—that you have a committee here with 20 people?  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I say to you, respectfully, that the social transformation 

committee is just a ruse. It is an afterthought set up to try to mitigate the 

unmitigable.  So, in—Madam Deputy Speaker, how much more time do I have?    

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Seven minutes.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  “Ahh”, good, I am on it.  A lot of time.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, when you consider this Bill in its totality, it means that since this 

Government came into office in April, for almost the entire term, they governed 

under a perpetual state of emergency.  What about the crime plan that the hon. 

Member for Tunapuna got up here and mouthed?  You remember the crime plan?  

“He doin dis, he doin dat.”  None of that crime plan involved this, you know.  I 

wonder, where is the real plan that would divest the young people’s attention, their 

energies from criminal activity, make it less attractive, and send them towards 

more productive, law-abiding activities?  It certainly will not be this.  It certainly 

will not be this, when you lock down their areas and tell them that they are lesser 

than the other parts of Trinidad and Tobago.  All it will create is resentment.   

In concluding, I say that the constitutional override in clause 3 is unjustified 

and it is dangerous.  The Bill concentrates power in the hands of the Executive and 

normalizes extraordinary measures, and risks turning communities into control 

Zones, rather than partners in the national security, and the national society that is 
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Trinidad and Tobago.   

It does not seriously take into account the following: The constitutional 

framework of Trinidad and Tobago.  The Constitution represents the will and the 

aspirations of the people. Why are you taking that away from them?  Why?  It 

enshrines rights to liberty, security of person, security of movement, protection 

from arbitrary arrests.  Sections 5 and 4 of the Constitution are robust and 

historically, jealously guarded and defended. Not so now.  The infringement of 

those sections will become now 180 days by two.  And you know what got me 

when I was reading the Bill?  The hon. Attorney General spoke about the wearing 

of body cams.  You know what the rider to that that he did not tell the Parliament?  

That it is as available.  That was the rider to that.  And what got me to make—to 

just concretize it in my head that it is going to be a long-term measure?  Do you 

know that the time for review of the efficacy of this legislation is three years?  It 

means Trinidad and Tobago, for three years, “we goin and live in jail, yuh know.”  

Hon. Members:  [Interruption]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  “For three years, we goin to live in jail.” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  And the size and the demographics of Trinidad and Tobago 

is policing culture.  The history of emergency powers in Trinidad and Tobago, we 

have repeatedly experienced states of emergency and each iteration has shown that 

it becomes harder and harder to relinquish it.  This Government by its—it just 

cannot relinquish it, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

This is not an argument against action, you know.  Trinidad and Tobago 

must fight crime vigorously, but not by normalizing extraordinary powers and 
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turning entire neighbourhoods into Zones of suspicion.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

that cannot be the answer.  They can live in their ivory towers and say, “No, it is 

not so,” but it is so.  And the security and liberty, they are not mutually 

incompatible entities, you know. They are not mutually exclusive.  Sacrificing 

constitutional safeguards for short-term calm, risks long-term harm, and that is my 

submission before you.   

As the state of emergency ends in January 2026, this Parliament must resist 

any temptation to move from emergency to exception, and then exception to 

permanence.  Let us strengthen the rule of law instead of doing that for these 

reasons, Madam Deputy Speaker, intellectually, jurisprudentially— 

Mr. Alexander:  I beg to move. 

Mr. Manning:  Your turn coming up, you know.  Go ahead. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I will give Tunapuna a headache just now with these words.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  It is impossible to support this legislation because of where 

and how it is geared towards. We have put before the Hansard the communities 

that were designated in 2011.  Let us see as hot spots.  Let us see what emanates if 

this legislation passes in both Houses.  We on this side caution against it, and we 

caution not in a way that is meant to gaslight any situation, but we caution in a 

measured way. We think that this Government ought to rethink its approach before 

it takes us down that slippery slope of constitutional infringement being the order 

of the day.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I wish to thank you— 

Mr. Alexander:  I beg to move. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 
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Mr. K. Scotland SC: Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank you, and with those few 

words, these are my respectful submissions against the implementation of this 

legislation.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for 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, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  For the second time for the day, I have to bring back 

some level of logic and common sense and soberness to this particular debate, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  I listened in silence—   

Mr. Scotland SC:  You listened in silence?   

Hon Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  I have it out for you.  

Hon. S. Hosein:  I do not indulge myself in your kind of behaviour.  Short, stocky 

men.  You know your name was called, eh?  “Leh we do not go down there.”  

Mr. Scotland SC:  “No, leh we go.”  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Right, Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South, you have just 

finished talking and you are seated.  Please let the Member for Barataria/San Juan 

start his contribution.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, when we thought we could not get 

worse than Fitzgerald Hinds, we have Port of Spain South.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  For a Senior Counsel— 

Mr. Scotland SC:  Which you will never be.  

Hon. S. Hosein:—his submissions were bereft of any legal logic whatsoever.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  He cannot understand basic constitutional principles and he 

comes into this Parliament as though he is some level of authority when he knows 

nothing about what is before him.  His preparedness was lacking, his analysis was 

poor, and he could use all the big words because I do not know if he even 

understands half of them.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, as a former Minister of National Security— 

Mr. Scotland:  [Inaudible]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, it is getting a bit tiresome to listen to 

the Member for Port of Spain South while I am trying to contribute.  And I do not 

want to go down any road with him because we will have serious difficulties here 

this evening, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, as a former Minister of National Security, he has 

done absolutely nothing to bring down the crime rate; nothing. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  Nothing. Nothing.  “He get what yuh call ah corbeau sweat in 

football.”  He was Minister for a few days, driving around in a nice Prado, and that 
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is it, did nothing; did absolutely nothing.  “Not one bandit dey ketch.  Not one 

murder dey stop.”  Madam Deputy Speaker, we were able to reduce the murder 

rate in 2025, our first few months in government, by 42 per cent.  The lowest in a 

decade.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein: The lowest in a decade.   

11.35 p.m. 

They had a state of emergency with curfew, locked down the entire country, 

and they could not have brought down the murder rate to what we did in just eight 

months.  I want to congratulate the Member for Siparia, the Member for Tunapuna, 

and the Attorney General— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:—for their very hard work in coordinated approaches, in serious 

policies, in bringing definitive laws in order to tackle the criminal situation that 

they left us in for the last 10 years.  That is what they left in.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, you would think that they would come here with responsible submissions, 

but tonight, I have no qualms in calling out the contribution of Port of Spain South 

by trying to introduce racism into this debate.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible] 

Ms. Ameen:  Sit down. Which Standing Order are you on?  Which Standing 

Order? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What point of order?    

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  
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Hon. S. Hosein: Madam Deputy Speaker, “when de criminal come in yuh home, 

dey doh care who yuh look like, what yuh look like.  Dey coming for yuh 

possession.  Dey are coming yuh life.”   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  So, this issue that we are dealing with here does not deal with 

someone’s colour.  So, when Port of Spain South did that, I was exceedingly 

disappointed because it is a dangerous narrative that he has introduced to the 

parliamentary record   

Mr. Scotland SC:  I rise on Standing Order 44(8):   

“A Member who has spoken on a question may again be heard to offer 

explanation of some material part of his speech which he claims has been 

misrepresented…” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I never once—  

Hon. Members: [Interruption] 

Mr. Scotland SC: I never once—Madam Deputy Speaker, I never once mentioned 

race or racism in my contribution.  And I ask— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South, overruled.  In your 

first sentence, you can check the Hansard.    

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am standing.  You can check the Hansard. 

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible]  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am standing.  You mentioned the word “colour” and 

in context, Member for Barataria/San Juan, continue, please. 



258 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Hon. S. Hosein (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Thank you very much.  Madam Deputy Speaker, you see when 

you speak truth in this House, “how dey get jumpy?”  When you call them out on 

their nonsense and hypocrisy, it is a dangerous narrative.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  It is a totally dangerous narrative. 

Ms. Ameen: What is your Standing Order?  Sit down and— 

Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I stand on Standing Order—

[Inaudible] 

Ms. Mohit:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on Standing Order—  

Hon. S. Hosein: Madam Deputy Speaker, this is an abuse— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Overruled, Member, overruled.   

Ms. Mohit:—55(4)(a).  That Member is creating continuous actual disorder in this 

House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  The Member for Barataria/San Juan did not have a 

chance to complete one paragraph.  Member for Port of Spain South, I give one 

warning, and that is all I am going give.  I do not want to have to ask you to take a 

walk.  So let us let the Member continue, please.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  The Member 

for Port of Spain South was so wrong with his interpretation of the law.  You 

know, he is quoting a case from Jamaica about the repeated states of emergency, 

and that is the case of Dayton Campbell v The Attorney General of Jamaica.  This 
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dealt with repeated states of emergency being extended over a five-year period; a 

five year period.  And what the court said was, in fact, that that was 

unconstitutional.  The court said, you cannot continuously repeat it like that.   

What this Bill is doing is not doing that.  This Bill is saying, declare a 

particular geographical area as a Zone— 

Mr. Alexander: Not the whole place. 

Hon. S. Hosein:—not the whole country, and when that Zone is declared as a 

particular area, it is declared for not more than 180 days.  So, oh gosh, this is not 

even getting into the analysis of the law.  This is just basic English language; basic 

English language.  You mean to tell me that Port of Spain South is a Senior 

Counsel and he could not understand the distinction between that Court of Appeal 

decision in Jamaica and the Bill before us?  The only silk he has is a silky smooth 

paratha.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  It cannot be Senior Counsel.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the 

Member for Port of Spain South was so wrong in his interpretation of this 

particular matter.  The case is clearly distinguishable from what we have here.   

When the PNM was in power for the last 10 years, you know what they used 

to do?  They used to bring legislation to this House, trampling on sections 4 and 5 

of the Constitution, breaching human rights, breaching fundamental constitutional 

rights, and you know what they used do?  Remove the special majority; remove it.  

Then they jump up here, “Suratt, Suraj, Surrat, Suraj.”   

We took a decision as a Cabinet that we understand that the Bill, and the 

effects of the Bill, will, of course, breach sections 4 and 5 of the Constitution—it 
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says that very clearly—but at the same time, we implemented provisions in the Bill 

that it is a proportional piece of legislation, where the legislative aim and the 

measures taken on the Bill are proportional. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  This Bill, almost every clause will give you some sense of due 

process.  I will go through this with you, Madam Deputy Speaker, because the 

Member for Port of Spain South did not.  “Rather than talking about how ah PNM 

does look all dem kind ah nonsense, Madam Deputy Speaker, we are not engaging 

in dat kinda talk.”  We want to ensure that the people of Trinidad and Tobago feel 

safe.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  And if we have to take decisive, strong action and measures, we 

will do it.  They have been totally against this Government when it comes to 

fighting crime, and we must ask ourselves why.  We must ask ourselves why.  

Because when we brought the State of Emergency extension in November, you 

know what they did?  They voted against it.  You know, when we brought the 

home invasion, stand-your-ground law, you know what they did to that?  They 

voted against that.  Do you know when we brought the AJIPA, the amendment to 

the Administration of Justice (Indictable Proceedings) Act, you know what they 

did?  They voted against that also, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

So, every time we are bringing legislation to this Parliament to lock up the 

criminals, to make our citizens feel safe, you have the PNM Bench saying no to 

that.  Why are they protecting criminals?  Why are they not lending us that 

support?  Why are they not engaged in bipartisan support to ensure that we can 
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lock up the criminals?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Look today, Madam Deputy Speaker, we brought a piece of 

legislation.  For the whole of Christmas, instead of singing parang, they are talking 

about fines.  When we brought legislation to say, “No insurance, pay X amount of 

fines; no driver permit, pay X amount of fines,” they said we should not do that, 

because they are encouraging the lawlessness, Madam Deputy Speaker.  They are 

encouraging it. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  This piece of legislation, a progressive piece of legislation, a 

piece of legislation that will ensure that citizens can feel safe at night, even the 

same people, the law-abiding citizens who may live in these Zones, may welcome 

this legislation because they know that at that point in time, they can go to sleep 

comfortably, knowing that they are safe in their own homes.  What is wrong with 

that?  Why can you not support that?  Why can you not support that?  Because they 

have ulterior motives to play politics with crime-fighting.  That is what they are 

trying to do.  If you all think that you all could get back in office somehow by 

doing that, think again.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Reflect on what happened on Monday; reflect.  Part of the major 

reasons why you all were voted out of office in April last year was because of 

crime, because you could not do anything about crime.  You could not do anything.  

That is why we can, as an administration today, boast that we took crime and 

murders down by 42 per cent. The lowest ever in a decade. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  That is why we could boast of that.  That is why we could boast 

that the amount of gang-related murders has decreased significantly from the 

period 2020 to 2025, and I will give you the numbers.  In 2020, there were 130 

gang-related murders; 2021, 189, it went up; 2022, 244, it went higher; 2023, 261, 

it went higher; 2024, 273, it went even higher.  That was their last full year in 

government.  Remember that figure, 273.  In 2025, eight months into the 

government, we sent it down by 108 gang-related murders. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. S. Hosein:  Part of that was because of the tangential benefits we got because 

of the State of Emergency, and we were able to do that without a curfew.  It is 

business as usual, you know, for the law-abiding citizens, but not for the criminals.  

Think about it, you know.  Have your lives been disrupted for Christmas?  Have 

your lives been disrupted for this period?  No.  But the criminals’ lives are being 

disrupted.  Why do you not join us in helping us disrupt the criminals and their 

activities?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, one has to understand why they do not 

want that.  Then you are telling us that, “Oh, because CEPEP, URP, whatever”—

all of that happened.  We got rid of all of the ghosts.  We are starting to incorporate 

most of these individuals through the Ministry of Works and Infrastructure, in 

terms of giving them proper jobs, and the Ministry of Rural Development and 

Local Government, with decent pay.  They could get a loan.  They could buy a car.  

They could get financing, and so on.  Have you seen a spike in crime or any 
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correlation between those two programmes— 

Mr. Manning:  Because you have an SOE?   

Hon. S. Hosein:  Hold on—between those two programmes?  And the crime 

actually reduced. The crime has actually reduced.  So, you cannot say that there is 

a correlation between that.  You cannot say that.  You cannot, at all, say that.  You 

see, this Government is a lawful government, a government engaging in 

constitutional exercise.  “If the Opposition, if yuh name man, and yuh want to 

show off your silk, it is simple, yuh know, go to court and test the legislation. If 

you have all dis submission to make in here, all of this case talk about in Jamaica, 

go tuh court, put on yuh robe, and test it, simple.”   

The Government’s duty is to make the citizens feel safe, and if we believe 

this is one of the measures to do it, then the Government in the House has the 

majority in order to do that.  We were elected here to ensure that we make people 

feel safe, and this is one of the measures we think will work, and we are going pass 

it tonight. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  So, Madam Deputy Speaker, with all of that I had to say, in 

terms of these additional issues, I want to get into some of the other matters in the 

Bill itself because I promised you, I will go through the various clauses of the Bill.  

You see, when you look at clause 6 of the Bill, the Member for Port of Spain South 

made it sound as though that the Prime Minister on her own volition will act, and 

the Prime Minister on her own volition will say, “Okay, I am going to declare the 

Red House a Zone.”  No.  Just read.   

The legislation says the “Prime Minister in Council”. What is the Council?  
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The “Council” is defined in the legislation.  The “Council” is defined as—and if 

you look at the clause, you will see “Council” is defined as the National Security 

Council. It: 

“…means the Prime Minister presiding as chairman of the National Security 

Council;”  

That is where the Prime Minister and members of the National Security 

Council receive sensitive information, intelligence on national security.  Therefore, 

the Prime Minister will act in accordance with the advice and the intelligence 

received at those meetings.  But if the Government or the Prime Minister in 

Council wants to extend the period, what has to happen?  You cannot do it just so.   

It goes on to clause 7. It says, the Order for the extension shall be subject to 

what?    

“…affirmative resolution of the Parliament.”   

What does that mean?  It means that you have to summon the whole Parliament, 

bring the Order before the Parliament, and every single Member of Parliament will 

have the opportunity to debate it.  It is as simple as that.   

Now, there is a level of laziness across there, and I could tell why.  Because 

if I am not mistaken, the fines and the fees, and so on, in the Motor Vehicles and 

Road Traffic Act were subject to negative resolution.  You know, not one of them 

brought a Motion to negative it after all that noise?  But what we have done here is 

we, as a government, could have said “negative resolution”.  We could have said 

that.  

11.50 p.m.   

But what we did to balance it for transparency, for justification, for public 
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debate, is to bring the Order for any extension for affirmative resolution—of 

what?—the Parliament.  Not just the House.  When you have to extend an SOE, 

what happens?  You have to come to the House only.  That is not a matter for the 

Senate.  We are saying any extension of the zone comes to the Parliament.  And 

yet you have a problem with that?  There is a check and balance built in within the 

legislation.   

Then it does not stop there.  If you look at clause 8, it then says:  

“Where an Order is made under section 6…” 

So Prime Minister and Council says we are going to zone an area.  What has 

to happen?  The Prime Minister or the Minister assigned with responsibility for 

national security has to come to the Parliament and make a statement within 14 

days of making the Order.  So that is another check and balance.  So the Prime 

Minister must inform the nation, through the Parliament, or the Minister; listen, we 

have declared a particular area to be a zone and therefore, we give the reasons, and 

so on, based on the statement.  Transparency, a level of check and balance, we 

operate within a democracy.  When you come for an extension or so on, you do not 

need to give a statement, on an SOE, sorry, you just lay the Motion for that.  

Then: 

“During the period that a Zone is declared”—at clause 11—“the Joint 

Command shall submit a…report to the National Security Council every 

thirty days.”   

So there is constant reporting that has to take place now.  So therefore the 

Joint Command cannot go out and do what they like, how they please.  They are 

still bound by the four corners of the law and now they must report to the National 
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Security Council, listen, I have done this X, Y, and Z.  Another check and balance 

built in with the legislation.  So when we are looking at rights that may in fact be 

infringed upon, the right to liberty, you also now have a check and balance on the 

measures that you are taking when you limit those rights.  Not every citizen, you 

know.  It is not every citizen.  It is not every citizen.  

You cannot just go on any volition and declare a zone.  Public and 

administrative law do not work so.  Any public official acting in any capacity must 

be acting in a manner that is reasonable, basic, basic constitutional law.  You must 

be able to justify your decision.   

Then, when you look in terms of custody or disposal or arrest and detention 

of clause 17 and clause 18. 

“Where a person”—for example—“is arrested or detained in a Zone” 

and I am looking at clause 18(2), that person shall at: 

“(a) at the time of his arrest or detention, or as soon as reasonably 

practicable, be told, in a language which he understands, of the reason 

for his arrest or detention, unless circumstances are as such that the 

person should know; and  

(b) immediately, or as soon as is reasonably practicable, be taken before a 

Magistrate who shall determine whether or not there are reasonable 

grounds for the arrest or detention.”   

So again, a person is detained, so therefore you have to first give what?  The 

reasons for the detention or the arrest, and secondly, immediately take that person 

before where?  A court of law.  Again, you deprive a person of his liberty with 

cause, but you are affording them the process of, you are giving them their due 
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process.   

“(3) Where the Magistrate is satisfied that the arrest or detention of the 

person in a Zone is reasonably required in the interest of justice he may, 

having regard to such further investigations…order that— 

(a) the person shall be remanded for…” what?—“not exceeding 

forty-eight hours; and 

(b) at the expiration of the period of forty-eight hours”—he shall 

do what?—“shall be taken before a Judge…” 

A higher level of the Judiciary.  Check and balance, proportionality, due 

process.  So I cannot understand when my colleagues across the floor, they 

are saying that this thing is totally draconian.  It is not.  There are avenues. 

I could also tell you, Madam Deputy Speaker, that a writ of habeas corpus 

lies.  Yeah?  In a state of emergency you do not have that remedy.  Once a state of 

emergency is declared you are detained, you have to go before the emergency 

tribunal.  In these cases, you go before what?  A court of law, a judicial officer.  So 

therefore, there are inbuilt checks and balances within the law.   

Then this is a very progressive clause, and I want to commend the Attorney 

General, because you do not see this in legislation.  At clause 21, it talks about the 

treatment of the persons arrested or detained, very important.  As a Government, 

we have taken a decision to legislate and give that statutory right in terms of 

treatment of the persons detained.   

My friend from Tunapuna will tell you that they will look at the police 

standing orders, and so on, for the treatment of prisoners.  In this case, we are 

putting it in primary legislation, and I think that deserves commendation by the 
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Attorney General.  Because this talks about the security and safety of the person.  It 

gives, in terms of persons’ request for a registered medical practitioner of his 

choice, other than one provided by the State.  And the person shall be responsible 

for his expenses, of course, and so on.  And gives indication of records that have to 

be taken in terms of the welfare, the reception of various articles, and so on.   

The use of body-worn cameras.  I heard the Member for Port of Spain South 

say, well, that is subject to availability.  In the law, we have legislated that they 

have to use the body cameras as far as possible.   

But I want to tell you something, Madam Deputy Speaker, because when 

they bought the body cameras, you know what they did?  You know what they did, 

Madam Deputy Speaker?  They bought body cameras, you know, “but yuh know 

what dey do?  Dey forget to buy the charger.  Dey forget to buy the charger.  I 

cannot make this thing up.  De man who buy the body camera, I think he sleep 

away.” 

And then the Member for Port of Spain South bought not a single body 

camera and has the gall to come today to tell us that it is subject to availability. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  You see, sometimes, Madam Deputy Speaker, “de ole people 

does say, dog eat yuh shame.”  And in this case, this is a clear example of dog “eat 

yuh shame.”   

Madam Deputy Speaker, it then goes on at Part V of the Bill that a social 

transformation committee must be established.  So therefore, while we take the 

hard approach towards crime fighting, Ms. John will tell you, that you also have to 

take the softer approaches, that you now have the engagement of the community.  
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And if you look at the makeup of the committee, because it has a statutory 

mandate, you have: 

(a) the Minister assigned responsibility for national security…;  

(b) the Member of Parliament of the constituency within which the Zone 

is…located …;  

(c) the Mayor or…the…or Chairman…;  

(d) the Chief of Defence Staff or his nominee;  

(e) the Commissioner of Police…;  

(f) an Attorney-at-law of not less than seven years standing;  

(g) a representative of the Ministry responsible for social security;  

(h) a representative of the Ministry responsible for national security;  

(i) a representative of the Ministry responsible for health; 

(j) a representative of the Ministry responsible for economic growth;  

(k) the director of the Town and Country Planning Division…;  

(l) the Chief Medical Officer…;  

(m) a representative of the Ministry responsible for social development;  

(n) a representative of the Ministry responsible for national works and 

infrastructure;  

(o) a representative of the Land Settlement Agency;” 

Well I will be present.  My Ministry will be present. 

“(p) a representative of the Ministry responsible for public utilities;  

(q) a representative of the Ministry responsible for education;  

(r) a person who the Minister is satisfied is a representative of a bona fide 

community group active in the Zone;  
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(s) a person who the Minister is satisfied lives or works in the Zone;  

(t) any other person who, or agency that, in the opinion of the Minister, 

can assist with the work of the Committee;  

(u) a representative of the Children’s Authority…;  

(v) a member of the Joint Force, trained in sensitivity to matters relating 

to gender based violence; 

(w) a mental health professional; and  

(x) a representative of the National Centre for Persons with Disabilities.” 

Progressive.   

Madam Speaker:  Member, would you like your additional 15 minutes?   

Hon. S. Hosein:  Yes, please, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Madam Speaker:  Okay.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  And these meetings, Madam Deputy Speaker, have to take place.  

The law is being placed that these meetings have to take place.  “Ah could tell yuh, 

it eh hah no Burkie go be on dat committee.  Right?  It eh hah no Burkie on dat 

committee.”  It will be ensured that we have responsible people and not a talk 

shop, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Because when you go into those zones, you “doh 

just want to take out the criminals alone.”  You want to ensure that persons who 

may be afflicted because of social displacement, because they may not have 

means, that these persons are properly assessed.  So, therefore, we get into the root 

causes of what may be criminality or delinquency.   

You would be surprised to know that I went into a school, I am not going to 

disclose the school, for a visit, not when I was in Government, when I was in 
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Opposition.  And I am told that there are students in that particular school before 

the court for criminal offences.  And we cannot have that happening.  We really, as 

a Government, and when I say Government, as a Parliament, we have to take this 

issue seriously.  You all have the whole evening to provide amendments, provide 

suggestions, tell us what you think we can change in the legislation.  It may or may 

not be accepted.  But at the end of the day, this fight against crime, this landmark 

piece of legislation, will ensure that we can bring down the criminality even more.  

We have already made a major dent disrupting the criminal syndicate.  At this 

point in time, we do not want to lose those wins.  We do not want to lose those 

benefits.  

Because when we win, in terms of fighting crime, your constituencies win, 

our constituencies win, and Tobago will win.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  We will win.  Everybody will win.  Everybody will win.  And 

you have to understand that the criminals have become so complex in terms of 

their operations that it cannot be business as usual as normal policing.  We have to 

have the technology.  We have to give them the laws.  We have to give them a 

fighting chance to ensure that they have the necessary tools in their arsenal, be it 

the legislation and be it the resources, to attack and arrest this criminal situation, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the objects of the Act are clear.  You can see it is 

spelt out at section 5 or clause 5 of the Bill.  The declaration of the zones, as I told 

you, it is not going to be any decision taken lightly.  Section 1 spells out the 

grounds.  It says where the zone has rampant criminality such as murder, gang 
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warfare or high or escalating levels of violence or the threat to the rule of law and 

public order, that is where the zones will be declared.  That geographical area will 

be declared as a zone.   

So, in conclusion, Madam Deputy Speaker, we as a Government, we have 

taken very serious legislative measures in the last eight to nine months as a 

Government.  Those measures have been working.  We have seen the benefits.  We 

have seen that the tangential benefits of the state of emergency is to bring down the 

criminal activity and behaviour in Trinidad and Tobago.  We take note of the 

concerns our friends have opposite with respect to the constitutional issues.  The 

Attorney General would have explained very comprehensively those particular 

matters.   

I was able to distinguish the difference between this legislation and the 

Campbell case that came out of the Jamaica jurisdiction, one being a repeated 

SOE.  This is not a repeated SOE.  This is the declaration of a zone for a limited 

period of time with the necessary checks and balances within the legislation.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, while we agree.  While the legislation has declared 

that we may be tripping some rights in accordance with section 4 and 5 of the 

Constitution, we believe the legislation is proportional and will pass that test to be 

a constitutional piece of law when passed in this Parliament.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Government is not abdicating its responsibility 

when it comes to fighting crime.  We will never have a Minister of National 

Security that will go on television and tell the nation that his job is not to make 

citizens feel safe.  We will never have a Prime Minister who will say that his job is 

not to fight crime, “dat is de police wuk.”  We have a Prime Minister who is 
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leading from the front.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. S. Hosein:  We have a Minister of National Security or Homeland Security 

that is awake at all times.  We have a Minister of Homeland Security and a 

Minister of Defence who works exceedingly hard to ensure that law enforcement 

has the support. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

12.05 a.m. 

And most importantly, we have an Attorney General who knows the law. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. S. Hosein:  In fact, he even passed Math.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. S. Hosein: So, Madam Deputy Speaker, this particular piece of legislation is 

a progressive landmark piece of legislation, and we call upon all right-thinking 

citizens in Trinidad and Tobago to lend us the support, so that we can put the 

criminals behind bars, and establish Trinidad and Tobago as a safe zone once 

again.  I thank you very much. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Laventille West. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Kareem Marcelle (Laventille West):  Good morning, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  I rise in this House this morning, at this very early morning, as the 

Member of Parliament for a constituency which would have some serious concerns 

based on the trajectory, based on the history of Members opposite, but before I get 
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into the trajectory of the Members opposite, I want to take you directly, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, to a Selwyn Ryan report of 2013:  “No time to quit: Engaging 

Youth at Risk”.  I want to define using the committees, a very experienced and 

distinguished committee led by Professor Selwyn Ryan, and a team of respected 

intellectuals in this country.  This committee defined a hotspot as, and I quote:  

“A crime hot spot is generally defined as an area containing dense clusters of 

criminal incidents.  It may extend to an area adjacent to one where criminal 

activity is geographically concentrated and incidents occur on a frequent or 

relatively regular basis.   

Identification of hotspots helps public safety institutions allocate resources for 

crime prevention activities.  The geographical analysis is usually made based 

on crime pin maps of reported crime events over a certain period.  During the 

State of Emergency in August 2011, Prime Minister, Mrs. Kamla Persad-

Bissessar announced a 9 am to 5 pm curfew in certain hot spot areas which 

she identified in the City of Port of Spain, the City of San Fernando, the 

Borough of Arima, the Borough of Chaguanas, the San Juan/Laventille 

Regional Corporation and the Diego Martin Regional Corporation.”  

—as it then was.  

Mr. Sturge:  He get permission—?  

Hon. K. Marcelle:  I was quoting—[Laughter] 

Mr. Sturge:—[Inaudible] 

Mr. de Nobriga:  “Grow up nah man, Toco.” 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I bring this to this honourable House’s 

attention to put into context the foundation of my raising my serious concerns not 



275 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Mr. K. Marcelle (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

on behalf of any Member opposite or any Member on this side, but on behalf of a 

constituency that I represent, and I am extremely proud to represent.  I hail from a 

community called Beetham Gardens, and during the last—  

Hon. Member:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  “Doh worry about that, nah”—[Laughter]   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:—and I will say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that these concerns—

and you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would not be sidelined or distracted by 

crosstalk, this is serious business that affects the rights of my constituents.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  It is no laughing matter here tonight, and I intend to be serious 

and ignore the likes of St. Augustine, and her colleagues.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  This is serious business.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we have 

explored thoroughly, explained and looked at this Bill in its present form.  And this 

is not the first time that this Bill is before the population of Trinidad and Tobago 

for consideration.  You see, some people have a short memory, because I have in 

my possession, apart from the Jamaica Bill that was referred to, but this Bill was 

also considered in 2017, and was originally drafted by the Office of the then 

Attorney General, Mr. Faris Al-Rawi.  It was sent to, in August of 2017, to the then 

President of the Law Association, Mr. Douglas Mendes SC, for comments and 

consideration.  It was also sent to the Members opposite for consideration.   

When this very same Bill—the only difference between the Bill brought 

here today by the hon. Attorney General, and the Bill then, is that the major 
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difference is that instead of giving the Prime Minister the authority to declare a 

zone of special operations for 180 days as is documented in this Bill, is that when 

you look at the original draft Bill, it was 60 days, and of course 60 days extension.  

But upon proper consultations, and serious concerns raised by the Law 

Association, and serious concerns raised by the Members then opposite, and then 

when it reached to Cabinet, the Cabinet rejected it.  So, to come here and to play 

Christopher Columbus of this Bill that you come for the second time with it and 

you discovered it, and you must get commendation, is hypocritical.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  But I can tell you that even if in terms of the drafting I can say 

without a shadow of a doubt that it was nonsense then, and it is nonsense now.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  It was dangerous then, and it is dangerous now.  I will tell you 

some of the concerns, because you see, sometimes these are just clauses to some 

persons, but these are lived realities for my constituents, because you see, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, before we even get to the local analogies and examples, I want to 

take you to a place and a country where this exact legislation has been 

implemented, which is Jamaica.  I am going to draw your attention to a US 

Department of State human rights report that was generated in 2021, and the US at 

that time examined what were the consequences; what were the realities lived in 

Jamaica relative to the implementation of this legislation.   

With your leave, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am going to draw your 

attention, and I quote: 

“There were numerous reports during the year that government security 
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forces committed arbitrary and unlawful killings, and there were hundreds 

of complaints of abuse of wrongful harm.  The Jamaica Constabulary Force 

was cited in most reports, in its roles both as an independent agency and as 

part of joint military-police activity.  There were several reported incidents 

involving the Jamaica Defence Force.  Overall, the total number of 

fatalities involving security forces, justifiable or otherwise, increased, with 

123 reports as of December9”—2021.  “Police fatally shot a taxi driver in 

September after he failed to obey an order to stop.  A passenger was 

wounded in that same event, which drew significant community protests.  

In 2020 the government reported 115 fatal shooting incidents and 92 

nonfatal shooting incidents involving security forces, an increase from the 

number of incidents reported in 2019.   

Charges against members of the security forces took years to process, 

primarily due to investigatory backlogs, trial delays and appellate 

measures.”   

I am going to go as well to speak about—and to look at in this report some further 

serious allegations in relation to how this special operations zones operate:   

“There were allegations of cruel, inhuman, and degrading treatment or  

punishment of individuals in police custody and correctional facilities.”   

The US Department of State went on to speak about:  

“Cases against security forces were infrequently recommended for criminal  

trial and often saw substantial procedural delays.”   

There were reports of an unlawful arrest for which officers were not punished or 

disciplined.  This report—and the Member for Barataria would appreciate that 
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when I come here, I do my research, and I prepare, and I use the Parliament 

laptop—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:—and I use the resources and I came well prepared.  Because 

you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, these are the real concerns that face persons in 

communities where the special zones are instituted.  When we look and we do not 

have to look very far, Madam Deputy Speaker, in Trinidad and Tobago, we are in a 

state of emergency, we have spent more than—in terms of from the last state of 

emergency under the last administration, this State of Emergency, and the 

extension, almost a year in a state of emergency where person’s rights and 

constitutional rights were suspended and affected.  As Members of Parliament, we 

come to this House and we must do a balancing act.  We understand the issues of 

crime plaguing our society, we understand that we must unite in the fight against 

crime, but that must also be balanced, as well as to our society, and how these 

legislative agendas may affect our constituents and our citizens of this great 

republic, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

So, in looking at this Bill, and even as the news broke in terms of the UNC 

press conference, and the roll-out of the communication strategy ahead.  It is not 

by chance that at 12.18, that we are in this Parliament on a Friday into a Saturday 

morning in the midst of Carnival, discussing this serious agenda, this legislation 

that would have serious implications to the citizens, but you want to discuss it and 

debate it when citizens are asleep.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  But I will tell you that they could bring it in the morning, the 
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night or in between, we will stand in defence of the citizens this Republic of 

Trinidad and Tobago.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. K. Marcelle:  We will speak, and we will spread the message that is 

necessary for citizens to understand what is taking place in their house, because 

whether you call it is a special zone, whether you call it a hot spot, whether you 

call it an at-risk community, whether you call it a ghetto, whether you call it a 

hood, whether you call it “behind the bridge”, whether you call it impoverished 

communities, we see through the dog whistle, and we know which communities 

will be affected greatly, and the most by this.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

12.20 a.m. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  And I am not, Madam Deputy Speaker, limiting what I am 

saying to any Member opposite.  But we live in a society—and the Member for 

Barataria/San Juan got up a while ago and inferred that the Member for Port of 

Spain South was inferring some sort of racism in relation to his remarks.  And I 

want to reject that, because not because—we live in Trinidad and Tobago, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, and in Trinidad and Tobago, it is the most beautiful twin-island 

Republic in any part of the world you can find.  But we are not perfect.  And it 

does not mean that we cannot call, and look in the mirror, and look within our—in 

terms of our different sectors in the society, and point out the true and real issues 

that are plaguing our society.  And guess what?  In 2026, racism and classism and 

discrimination and stigmatization, all of these things exist in Trinidad and Tobago, 

whether we want to admit it or not. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  So, when I stand here, I stand here in defence of the vast 

majority of my constituents who are law-abiding, decent, hard-working members 

and citizens of this Republic who will be affected by this legislation, where a 

Prime Minister can declare—and if we watch in 2011, and we are to mirror any 

aspect in terms of where these Zones would be allocated, I can say without a 

shadow of a doubt that if that is the same approach from 2011, every single 

constituency, every single community within my constituency, every single street, 

every single track, every single hill, every single road, every single house in my 

constituency will be affected by this legislation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  So, I stand here in defence and to speak up on behalf of not—of 

not anybody who is engaged in any wrongdoing, because I want the police to 

attack them with full force.  However, Madam Deputy Speaker, we also have to, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, understand the rights, the freedoms, and what are the 

realities that are going to be faced and what are the risks as the US Department of 

State outlined it. The US Department of State outlined the risks associated with 

this legislation, and I hope that we can do better, but these are the realities. So, is it 

that we ignore this?  Is it that when we stand up in defence of our constituents, that 

we are going to be accused of pulling the race card?  If I have to be persecuted for 

that, then stamp it on us — 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:—because we are in defence of every citizen of this country, 

regardless of their creed, color, or race. 
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Ms. Mohit:  “I doh think Stuart and de Nobriga pleased with yuh right now”. 

Hon. Member:  “Hush, nah”. 

Ms. Mohit: “Dey watchin yuh cross-eye”. 

Hon. Member:  Hush. 

Mr. Des Vignes:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 53(1)I and (f), the Member for 

Chaguanas East is consistently throwing words behind the Member.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I have heard the Member for Chaguanas East speak 

once.  Member for Laventille West, kindly continue. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  I would not be distracted, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I am on a 

mission and I am here, because according to Barataria/San Juan, I did my research 

and I came here prepared to stand in defence of every single constituent of mine 

that are law-abiding. 

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill that came to Parliament with two 

days’ notice has the potential of trampling upon the constitutional rights of every 

single constituent of Laventille West.  I am duty-bound to stand up in defence of 

the vast majority of my constituents who, as I said, are law-abiding.  This Bill, 

undoubtedly, is an attempt to place our country in a permanent state of emergency.  

It is even, in some of the cases, Madam Deputy Speaker, more dangerous, 

dictatorial and restrictive than a state of emergency, and I would explain why very 

soon.  

This Bill offends every principle of fairness, equality and due process in this 

country, Madam Deputy Speaker.  It is a direct attack on the rule of law and the 

separation of powers without any constitutional safeguards in place. 



282 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Mr. K. Marcelle (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Hon. Member:  None. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K Marcelle:  None whatsoever.  So, this Bill will establish a Joint Force to 

operate within these special Zones, Madam Deputy Speaker.  The Joint Force will 

include not only police officers, who are trained, who are familiar with the judges’ 

rules, who are familiar with the Constitution, who are familiar with AJIPA, who 

are familiar with the Police Service Act, and the Offences Against the Person Act, 

the Summary Offences Act, et cetera, and certain training, but it also includes 

members of the Trinidad and Tobago Defence Force.  And clause 14(2) of the Bill, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, gives soldiers, coast guards, air guards, et cetera, the 

power of arrest and the same powers as police officers within the special Zones 

when curfews are imposed or where areas are cordoned off. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, in case Members were not paying attention, I am 

going to repeat that very dangerous—that very dangerous provision in clause 14(2) 

of this Bill.  It empowers not only police, it empowers—the Joint Force is made up 

of not only police officers, it is made up of soldiers, who we are giving the powers, 

the same powers as a police constable:  The power to enter your home without a 

warrant.  The power to arrest you without a warrant. 

You see, sometimes when we speak about these things here, you know, 

people—some Members who have not lived it, have not experienced it, think, “Oh 

gosh, they are exaggerating.  What are they so concerned about?” But I know it all 

too well.  Because in 2011, I was a Form 5 student of Trinity College, Moka.  “De 

best of the best, Symon, ah sorry to say dat.” [Laughter] But I was a student at 

Trinity College, Moka.  And even when I took off my school shirt, and I was 
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home, I was personally affected by a state of emergency, where police officers 

came on the block—they may consider it a block, we were playing in the street.  I 

am talking about the police officers—and wrapped up a whole set of young men, 

15 years, 14 years, 16 years, 17 years, and took us down to a police station, 

questioned and then released us.  It was the wrong set.  It was supposed to be a 

different street. 

So these are the realities when we are saying in a state of emergency, it is 

cause for serious concerns.  And it is not by “vaps” that we are pointing to these 

serious concerns.  My friend from Barataria/San Juan said, you know, if we have 

recommendations that we should bring it and he will consider it—they will 

consider it or not.  If this were the case and you really wanted true consultation, 

true and meaningful consultation, would it not have been better if we had met on 

this before— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K Marcelle:—if we had consulted in a bipartisan manner, so that we can raise 

the concerns?  Is it that it was not relevant to tap into the different stakeholders in 

this country?  This Bill threatens the very fabric of our society.  A prime minister 

declaring a community or a constituency if she feels like, or a municipal 

corporation if she feels like, including—you could imagine going into a local 

government election and a prime minister could put a curfew as to when and how 

and where members of a particular municipal corporation can leave their home or 

not, that could attend a meeting or not, that could protest or not.   

I am not imputing that the hon. Prime Minister will conduct herself in that 

manner, but I am saying that this Bill gives an unfettered discretion to the Office of 
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the Prime Minister, an elected politician, to determine whether my constituents can 

come outside at night, or whether Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West’s 

constituents can come out at night, or whether any PNM municipal corporation can 

come out at night.  That is a recipe for disaster.  That is, in no way, upkeeping the 

rule of law and respecting the principles of the separations of power, Madam 

Deputy Speaker.  So these are things that we must look at. 

Further to which, each special Zone will have a Joint Command overseeing 

the Zone.  The Joint Command pursuant to clause 10(1) would include a senior 

police officer and a senior member of the defence force.  There is no indication as 

to who will have the power over whom when it comes to decision-making.  You 

put a senior police officer, you put a senior member of the defence force.  No 

indication in that clause as to who has the real power within the district once a 

special Zone is implemented. 

I have seen during a state of emergency that police and soldiers at war, in terms 

of—I have seen, Madam Deputy Speaker, that vehicles assigned to the Trinidad 

and Tobago Regiment patrolling in some communities, and soldiers taking off the 

number plates and putting on masks and beating people left, right and centre, going 

in what house they want, doing what they want.  Are there any regiment 

complaints authority?  What are the disciplinary functions in place?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K Marcelle:  What are the safeguards in place? Are the members of the 

defence force, Madam Deputy Speaker, trained in policing? Are they trained to 

investigate, arrest and prosecute?  Are soldiers taught and trained to interact with 

civilians?  Are soldiers trained to use reasonable force, or are they trained to use 
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deadly force?  Are soldiers trained to exercise restraint or to attack with full force?  

Are soldiers familiar with the CPR, with the judge’s rule, any of the common law 

guidance, in relation to how an officer is supposed to have reasonable cause to 

suspect?  What is the process that members of my constituency would be able to 

raise concerns concerning soldiers’ brutality?  Are there any?  And this goes back 

very hand in hand with what the US Department of State has reported, that what 

was transpiring in certain parts in Jamaica, with the very same implementation. 

So you have a widespread police killing, widespread defence force killing 

and you cannot—that is one of the major findings of the report, that when persons 

report it, where it is believed to be extrajudicial killings, that there is not a timely 

disciplinary matters and/or that the members of the regiment are not being held 

accountable in a timely fashion, in terms of whether it is arrest and/or conviction or 

prosecution. 

So these are real concerns, Madam Deputy Speaker.  These are true concerns 

that we must raise.  Further, by way of clause 14(1)(a), the Joint Command can 

cordon off any community—they said any geographical area, which means that it 

could be any community, any constituency, any municipal corporation, any 

geographical location that the Prime Minister or the Joint Force determines that 

they want to, meaning that persons will not be permitted to leave or enter that 

particular cordoned-off Zone unless authorized in writing by a member of the Joint 

Force who is in charge of the special Zone. 

12.35 a.m. 

And again, you have a senior police officer, you have a senior member of 

the defence force, no indication—  
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, would you like your additional 15 minutes?  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  In defence of Laventille West, most certainly, please, Madam 

Deputy Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  This special Zone, in terms of cordoning off, can last up to 24 

hours.  There is no restriction in that clause, Madam Deputy Speaker, in terms of 

how often you can be cordoned off.  You can have it today, cordoned off for 24 

hours, and decide that next week again, and you keep going.  You can have 

curfews for three days, a break for one day, and start back again. These are 

dangerous precedents that will go unchecked, and we must stand in defence of that, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Bill empowers the Commissioner of Police and 

the Chief of Defence Staff to impose a limitless curfew.  In this Bill, there is  no 

indication as if the curfew can only be at night.  There is no indication.  They can 

say that a curfew is from 2.00p.m. to 2.00 a.m., or 2.00 p.m. to 6.00a.m.; no limits.   

This requires us to have proper consultation on these matters, to have true—we are 

led on this side by an Opposition Leader and a political leader that is a leader 

extraordinaire.  She puts country first every single time.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Marcelle:  We have demonstrated this time and time again that when good 

legislation comes to this House, we on this side, we support it, and we gave you an 

example just today.  We have supported and joined with our friends in order to 

support and to give greater autonomy to Tobago.  And every single time we close 

off the year—I remember, as a parliamentarian, it was such a refreshing moment to 
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end 2025, when I could have seen bipartisan and respectful coordination in the best 

interest of the country between the Opposition and the Government.   

We supported their legislation.  We gave recommendations, and every single 

time that this Government comes and proposes any Bill that we believe is in the 

best interest of Trinidad and Tobago, and that we have some concerns—although 

that may be the case, but we have certain concerns, we are duty-bound to raise 

them, and that is what we have been doing.   

So if the hon. Attorney General wishes, as the Member for Barataria/San 

Juan signalled, for some level of consultation, then the proper thing to do—and I 

am seeing that the Attorney General is signalling “no”.  I am seeing that the 

Attorney General is signalling “no”, but we too will signal “no”, and we ask 

Independent Senators, when it reaches, to signal “no” as well, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  But you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, some citizens may 

wonder who are these likely communities to be affected by these measures?  And 

there are no Schedules attached to this Bill to identify the possible communities or 

zones that will be affected.  This Bill ought to be data-driven, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  We need to know, in terms of the numbers from the Trinidad and Tobago 

Police Service and so on, as to which are the potential Zones that may be affected 

by this.  It is not that it will be implemented, but the possibility based on the data to 

suggest which Zones are likely to be affected.  Because it cannot be that it is only 

one type of community, one type of crime, and one type of small fish that they 

would use this opportunity to go after, whilst the others run free.   
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Madam Deputy Speaker, I am asking, although the hon. Attorney General 

has signalled “no”, that this requires meaningful dialogue and meaningful 

consultations.   

And it is just an attempt—and, Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to put this in 

context as I wrap up, because this legislation is brought on the heels at the end of a 

state of emergency.   

During this State of Emergency, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Government 

has taken, as is the Government’s right, some very harsh social and economic 

decisions over the last nine months.  That is a fact.  Everywhere you go, whether it 

is on Charlotte Street, Independence Square, the Dial, or Harris Promenade, the 

ground in Trinidad is rumbling.  People cannot wait until the end of this month.  

They are dusting off their matching shoes because they want to tell the most 

unpopular Government in the history of Trinidad and Tobago that they had enough 

of them.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  And this legislation—this Bill, Madam Deputy Speaker, is an 

attempt to further tell citizens, “Aye, behave yuhself.   Not ah dog bark.  Doh raise 

yuh voice, because if we want, we declare in front de Red House and all a Zone 

with no limitations”.   

Hon. Member:  None. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:  And I would say, most certainly, Madam Deputy Speaker, that 

it raises serious, serious cause for concern.  And as a responsible Opposition, as the 

watchdogs of democracy, as the watchdogs against constitutional supremacy, as 

the watchdogs against the rule of law, the separation of power, and the 
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constitutional rights, Madam Deputy Speaker, we stand in defence of the vast 

majority of the law-abiding citizens of this country to say that like in Animal Farm, 

we know that some animals are not equal as they deem.   

Hon. Member:  Some animals are more equal than others. 

Mr. K. Marcelle:   

“All animals are equal, but some animals are more equal than others.”  

Right?   

And in light of that, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am asking, most respectfully, 

that we pay close attention to our brothers and sisters in Jamaica, that we learn 

from their mistakes as we look at the US Department of State report, in terms of 

the incidents and the risks associated with it.  And we are warning this 

administration that there are serious causes for concern.  Let us look at it, and let us 

come up with the right strategy, in terms of a bipartisan approach, in terms of 

ensuring the safety and security of all citizens of this great Republic.  With that 

few words, Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank you very kindly for the opportunity to 

contribute to this debate.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Tunapuna.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, we thank you for the opportunity and the privilege as Minister of 

Homeland Security to contribute to this so important Bill this morning.  This Bill 

seems to be one that has the persons on the other side so caught up that they seem 

to forget.  So let me start helping them very early.   
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Port of Spain South and Laventille West, those are the two areas where joint 

patrols started in Trinidad and Tobago.  “Allyuh aware of dat?”  Joint army and 

police patrols started there.  I spent 32.5 years of service to the people of Trinidad 

and Tobago, and attained the rank of senior superintendent.  One of my 

responsibilities was the Port of Spain division, among other operational teams.  So 

when my colleague on the other side spoke of how the operations are at those 

areas, I tend to disagree.  Because look at this, if we were targeting areas that he 

mentioned, why is he sitting here today as a representative, and we did not target 

him? 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Why is he sitting here today and able to represent the good 

people of the Beetham?  I want to also tell him this. I, too, know that there are 

good people there.  Look at you, and you, Port of Spain South, my colleague.  

There are good people there too.  But he must remember the base from which this 

joint police patrol started, it was in those two areas, Madam Deputy Speaker.   I 

also want to go this far.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I recall in the last 10 years, my colleagues and I 

waited.  We tried, we tried, we tried, we tried, over and over, to treat with crime 

and criminality in Trinidad and Tobago.  And while we waited, I saw persons on 

the other side, who were on this side sitting, some of them standing, some of them 

sleeping, but no legislation and no laws to assist law enforcement and the 

protection of our citizens.  Madam Deputy Speaker, sometimes it disturbs me to 

hear them speak now because when you compare me to them, I was here for years 

fighting the good fight, and I know what they did not do.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  As I stand here this evening, I want to thank the men and the 

women of all the agencies under the Ministry of Homeland Security for their 

bravery, their devotion to service, willing to give their lives in the protection of our 

citizens.  And also, I would take a piece of my colleague from the Ministry of 

Defence. I want to commend the members of the Trinidad and Tobago Defence 

Force and the Trinidad and Tobago Coast Guard.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  They continue to put their lives on the line in defence of this 

nation.  Their selfless display of gratitude and productivity continues to show the 

type of individuals we are.  It does not matter where we come from.  And I want to 

tell Port of Spain South that there is no other person on this side that can grow an 

afro other than myself and the AG.  We can grow afros.  So when you talk about 

the PNM lookalikes, and you indicated in your statement what they look like, well 

then, you are seeing persons here.  I might even have to call on Tabaquite and our 

representative we call “Double J”.   

Hon. Member:  “Double J” growing an afro?   

Hon. R. Alexander:  And there are not much persons here, but you know what we 

did?   This Bill does not see race.  This Bill sees the protection of our citizens.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

12.50 a.m.   

We stood here in this Parliament for the whole day and I am telling you, it is 

confusing sometimes to hear some of you speak.  You continue to make statements 

and I wonder where you were all these years.  There are times, Madam Deputy 
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Speaker, when we stood here as Members—I used to look at persons on the other 

side making comments in this House, this honourable House, and that is when I 

knew for sure that all they had for their crime plan was a programme they probably 

had called “Crime Watch”.  The PNM “Crime Watch”, because for years all they 

did was watch crime happen time after time, week after week, month after month, 

year after year, watching crime while the public trembled, afraid to walk out of 

their homes.  As my colleagues say, every time that we come here before this 

House and present something meaningful in defence of the people, they never 

support.  They do not want to support, as if to say “who dead, dead”.  That is a 

statement they would have made some time ago and they are supporting that 

statement.  We are hoping, Madam Deputy Speaker, that good sense will prevail in 

this situation and allow things to flow.   

The joint army patrol has already created the platform for this Joint 

Command.  It is nothing new and we are hoping that members of the public 

understand.  When we look at the phones, there are persons in your constituency, 

your constituency, your constituency and your constituency already asking for the 

Zones of Special Operations to be the first place to deploy.  And to ensure that we 

do not have any race attached to that, the Prime Minister’s constituency might be 

the first one.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  But let me also bring to the attention of this honourable 

House what my colleague was just mentioning a short while ago:   
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This Bill does not seek to marginalize or target any specific community by 

law enforcement simply because of crime is more prevalent in these areas.  

This is not the Government’s intention.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  So if you read the Bill, if you took a little read of the Bill, 

you would have seen that we would have discussed this early.  There are key 

features of this Bill.  Port of Spain South, he said, we are only targeting certain 

areas.  But let me ask you this.  Port of Spain South, I wonder if you went to Moka 

fete over the past week.  And if you did, the only persons who are affected by the 

SOEs that we are having and the Zones of Special Operations we intend to have 

are the criminal elements.  You all are free to go about your lawful business.   

Ms. Ameen:  “Like yuh bounce him up in the fete”.   

Hon. R. Alexander:  Yeah.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  But again, nobody is stopping anybody’s freedom— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:—with respect to the Zones of Special Operations.  Time and 

time again, we come to this House and we hear the same thing over and over.  I sat 

here for almost five, six hours and everybody just repeating themselves, repeating 

themselves, the same old storyline over and over.  Nothing new attached to it, but 

we still have to sit and listen.  Port of Spain South said that we are causing 

unemployment because the Zones of Special Operations require some social 

involvement, and we are causing unemployment. However, we are causing 

unemployment because we want persons to have an honest day’s work for an 
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honest day’s pay.  So when you see persons no longer employed, it is because the 

fraud and chaos that you all caused while you were in office—and let me just send 

something down my friend’s way here.   

The night before election, persons in your community—a dark man—were 

making some utterances to overthrow the Government.  A person in your 

community also sometime before, engaged a man who was in possession of some 

contraband and they were supporting each other.  I am wondering if the People’s 

National Movement continues to support the criminal element.  Every effort that 

they make, every effort that we bring continues to be a fight down and an embrace 

of the criminal element and their behaviour.  Every time we bring a crime plan, 

they want to hear about the crime plan.  But the funny thing is, none of the crime 

plans presented by the past regime have worked, none, not one.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  But yet, they come here this evening and talk about, “we 

need to see the crime plan and we need to see this”.  The crime plan that you had 

resulted in 624 murders.  Before that, 500 and some, and before that 400, and 

before—and so we were going, that is what your crime plan presented to the 

people of Trinidad and Tobago.  This Government under the Prime Minister of 

Trinidad and Tobago, Mrs. Kamla Persad-Bissessar, we are coming differently.   

In July of 2025, my Prime Minister sent me to Jamaica, where I met and 

spoke to the National Security Minister, Mr. Horace Chang.  He presented a 

number of initiatives, one of them the Zones of Special Operations and explained 

to me in detail how they approached that situation.  Educating the forces on the 

ground together with the civilian population, that is one way how they have 
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managed to achieve their goal.  A massive reduction in crime and criminal activity 

in every area where the Zones of Special Operations were conducted.  Every single 

area.   

Before the Zones of Special Operations, Jamaica could not even count their 

murder rate. And now, after nine years or more according to the Minister of 

National Security, they now have some level of control as to crime in Jamaica.  If 

you listen to that, does that not speak volumes if you are coming from a country 

that is heading in that same direction?  They are not alone, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  We have areas like “Baileys”, we have Ecuador, Honduras, Peru, all 

these places— 

Ms. Ameen:  “Bay-lize?”   

Hon. R. Alexander:  Yeah. 

Hon. Member:  Belize. 

Hon. R. Alexander:—yeah, that have the same type of operations— 

Hon. Member:  I know is Belize not “Baileys”. 

Ms. Ameen:  “Keep quiet and listen nah, yuh go learn some ting”. 

Hon. R. Alexander:—with the same results in terms of the deduction in serious 

crimes all over these countries.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, it was also mentioned by my colleagues that 

the power of the Prime Minister will determine where the Zones of Special 

Operations are to be kept.  What I did not hear my colleagues mention is that the 

Prime Minister makes the determination if the Commissioner of Police and the 

Chief of Defence Staff agree.  So, she is not making it in a vacuum.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Hon. R. Alexander:  They must give her in writing that the areas should be so 

declared.  “So, when yuh make de statement dat de Prime Minister cud get up ah 

morning and say, ‘dat Zone there, and dat Zone there and San Fernando East’”— 

Ms. Ameen:  “Yuh fadder use to do dat”? 

Mr. Manning:  All of us. 

Ms. Ameen:  “Yuh fadder use to do dat”? 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Hon. R. Alexander:—that is unthinkable.    

Ms. Ameen:  “Yuh saying de Prime Minister cud just get up—[Inaudible]”  

Hon. R. Alexander:  There are responsibilities placed on everybody in order to 

achieve their goal.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  “Eh”. 

Mr. Scotland SC:  You are supposed to stand in your usual—he is not in his usual 

place.  Stop it!   

Hon. R. Alexander:  “So wah place I in”?   

Mr. Scotland SC:  Tell him the right thing for once “nah”.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  “Ah tink you all tired, you all start to behave strange”.  

Hon. Member:  “Listen to Stuart, nah man.” 

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 53(f).   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  53(f). 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Madam Deputy Speaker, as I stand here I also want to 

mention my constituency of Tunapuna.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Ms. Ameen:  Correct, correct. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  The constituency of Tunapuna has become, in the space of 

eight months, a model community.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

1.05a.m. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Only last year, I suggested that they could come and get 

some ideas as to how to govern their constituency.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Madam Deputy Speaker, last year—in fact, 2024, 24 

murders; in 2025, four. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Madam Deputy Speaker, before I came to Tunapuna, the 

constituency, and I was elected, rapid report of crime and extortion.  I spoke to the 

young men in the area, you know now what we are benefiting from in Tunapuna, 

an increase in investments by the opening of new businesses all over Tunapuna. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  So when we are talking criminal and criminality, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, we often make efforts.  We did not sit by and watch, like my 

colleagues on the other side.    

The Prime Minister told us we have to find solutions, that is how I ended up 

in Jamaica, and that is why I came back, and now the AG has this Bill before this 

honourable House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. R. Alexander:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the police service, members of the 

defence force, they are ready to take up whatever responsibility is placed on them 

because they too have the vision of a better Trinidad and Tobago.  All they need is 

the support that they already have from the Government of the day, and, hopefully, 

from the other side, and the citizens who understand what is necessary to ensure 

their protection and they can walk safety and go about their normal business in and 

around Trinidad and Tobago.  That is what they want, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

and that is what we intend to give to them. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  No small talk on that side, no noise and no pointing of the 

fingers, and all of that, will erode us.  We will stay right on track with respect to 

our intentions, which are to ensure that crime and criminality goes down, and 

persons who intend to disrupt must feel the full brunt of the law, and that fear of 

crime must leave the thought of every citizen, knowing that the Government of the 

day will stand with them and not against them.   

They have already seen it by the various laws that we have put before this 

Parliament successfully.  So going forward, Madam Deputy Speaker, the 

Government of Trinidad and Tobago, the Ministry of Homeland Security, we will 

stand up with our citizens and defend them with every drop of blood and air left in 

us to ensure that they are safe and secure.  Thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West):  Thank you very 



299 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Mr. S. Young SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the seriousness of this 

piece of legislation is what has the House here at 10 minutes past 1.00 on Saturday 

morning, and it is not a single Member on this side who will shirk his or her 

responsibility to the citizens to highlight the importance of this historic piece of 

legislation.  Because, you see, the first question that arises when debating a piece 

of legislation such as this, and looking at a piece of legislation such as this, that 

affects our fundamental entrenched constitutional rights, and the question that 

needs to immediately be answered is why the things that they require to be done, 

cannot be done under the existing law, when we already have very extensive laws 

on our books.  One only needs to look at the State of Emergency that we are 

coming out of now, that we have been in for six months, and the measurement is 

how many charges have been laid against those persons who have been 

incarcerated without their constitutional rights and protection, including, for 

example, a social media blogger, who the important phrase of public order was 

used to detain her under a preventative detention order.    

What Trinidad and Tobago needs to understand, respectfully, is states of 

emergency require specific constitutional ticking of boxes to get there, including 

that you must come to Parliament.  You must justify to the population through the 

elected Members of Parliament, albeit via a simple majority, why you require a 

state of emergency.  I want to put the population on notice immediately, this Bill 

that we are looking at, at this hour in the morning, is a Bill that empowers the 

Prime Minister as Chairman of the National Security Council to declare any zone, 

an geographic zone in Trinidad and Tobago as a special zone under this legislation 

to achieve and to give powers to the police and the defence force to cordon off 
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areas and to have curfews.  That is what this legislation is about.   

The difference that this legislation puts in place now, is it is directly putting 

on the Executive, and, in particular, on the highest office of the Executive, the 

Prime Minister, serious liability, serious liability for which there is no protection.  

So it was the Member for Barataria/San Juan who said, “Put on your robes and go 

to court”, there will be a lot of putting on robes and going to court under this 

legislation, because every single time a zone is declared, it is now open to judicial 

review of the Prime Minister and the National Security Council.  Every single time 

one can challenge the reasonableness, the rationality of the decision, the illegality 

of the decision when it is so declared.   

What is stark and concerning, despite what we have heard of the speakers on 

the other side and what they want the population to believe, is there is no 

parliamentary oversight in the initial declaration of a zone, none.  It gives the 

broadest possible powers to the Prime Minister: 

“Where there are reasonable grounds to believe that there is- 

(a) rampant criminality, such as…”— 

So it means not limited to: 

“…murder, gang warfare, or high or escalating levels of violence; or  

(b) the threat to the rule of law and public order,…”  

It is that (b) that gives you the widest possible scope to declare a zone.  

When you look at this legislation, it is the implementation of it that has us on this 

side concerned, and you heard the previous identification from speakers before me 

of that word “hot spots”, a word that was avoided in the last 10 years because of 

the type of stigma that it paints on persons in that area.   
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I can tell you, as the representative for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, 

how difficult the implementation of this will be when you cordon off zones, 

because when you get to the notice provisions, as we all know—and the Member 

for Tunapuna who knows this very well in his previous role, where he traversed 

areas in Trinidad, he would know that there are persons who cannot cross from this 

street to that street in very, very small confined spaces, and that has us particularly 

concerned.  As we heard previous speakers say, when you cordon off a 

neighborhood and an area, it is not every member in that area who engages in 

criminality.  In fact, it is a minority.   

You know what is the immediate failure of legislation like this, which has 

been seen in Jamaica, which is a very, very different jurisdiction, the same Dr. 

Horace Chang that the Member for Tunapuna referred to, the Deputy Prime 

Minister and Minister of National Security in Jamaica, someone I have constant 

communication and conversations with.  Population of Trinidad and Tobago, 

Jamaica’s success in bringing down an astronomical murder rate over years is not 

based on the ZOSO Act that came in place in 2017.  They have spent billions of 

dollars in high-tech technology, and I am sure he told you about that.  He may have 

even taken you to the buildings where they have it.  Assets, air assets, fixed-wing 

aircraft, rotary aircraft, rotary-wing aircraft, and all sorts of money spent, but also 

the geography of Jamaica is extremely different.   

The Member for Port of Spain South touched on it.  In Jamaica they had 

zones which were garrisons, garrisons that the armed forces, including the defence 

force could not go into.  That does not exist in Trinidad and Tobago.  I am sure that 

in his previous role the Member for Tunapuna could have gone in any area in 
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Trinidad and Tobago, along with his colleagues.  We are going down a very 

dangerous road here, because also what we are doing, is we are giving the police 

and the defence force, who we have high respect for and we support in their lawful 

activities, we are giving them the ability to cordon off areas, neighbourhoods, and 

to put them under curfew. 

It is not public notice or notification, you know, all they have to do when 

you go to the legislation that is before us, which has me very concerned, and you 

see it at clause 14(1)(b), that says: 

“the Commissioner of Police and the Chief of Defence Staff –” 

—and that power can be delegated by them to the rank of an Assistant 

Commissioner of Police or Lieutenant Colonel in the defence force.  It is them 

who: 

“(i) may impose a curfew in the Zone, between such hours as may be 

specified, requiring persons within the Zone to remain within their 

premises during the hours so specified, unless otherwise authorized in 

writing by the member of the Joint Force who is in charge of enforcing 

the curfew; and” 

—this is the notice provision:   

“(ii) shall, as soon as reasonably practicable after the curfew is imposed, 

cause a notice of the imposition of the curfew to be to be published by 

any means and displayed in such one or more conspicuous locations in 

and around the Zone…” 

There are geographic areas in some of the areas that will be targeted, the 

neighbourhoods that, where are you going put these notices, notifying those 
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citizens who live in that area you are cordoning off, of the curfew, because the 

person in this street cannot walk across to that street, and to get to this street, you 

have to pass that street, which is on the outskirt.  So if you put it on that street, the 

notice—and notice what the language is, “by any means”, what does that mean in 

today’s day and age?  How are you going to cordon off this area?  How are you 

going to notify all of us in the neighbourhood that you have now put us under a 

curfew?  What hours they are, that the curfew can only be for a specific period of 

time before you reverse it and you come back again, and you are confining us to 

our homes?   

It is not legislation that can be easily imported from a very different jurisdiction.   

1.20 a.m.  

And if you go to the Jamaican experience, it was passed, first of all, in 2017.  

It faced a lot of issues, which led to Dr. Horace Chang piloting 17 amendments by 

2023.  Now, looking at it, I will say that the Attorney General and his staff did take 

into consideration—looking at it—some of what the case law talks about.  But it is 

not sufficient.  It has not gone far enough.  And what they said is they passed this in 

July2017, and as a previous speaker, the Member for Laventille West alluded to, 

we had looked at it.  We had sent it to the then Opposition for their comments when 

Jamaica came out with it.   

But when we studied it, and the constitutional provisions, and the breaches, 

and the imposition only on certain Zones in Trinidad and Tobago, we felt it was not 

proportional.  And I personally was one of the main advocates against it.  And the 

reason is a simple one:  I do not believe that we must suspend persons’ 

constitutional rights when we have sufficient laws on the books.   
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And the challenge, unfortunately, to the police service, who constitutionally 

are the body that must engage in law enforcement with the support of the Defence 

Force, yes, but even with the joint patrols, the Member for Tunapuna spoke about, 

there are safeguards there.  Defence Force personnel are trained for war and very, 

very different to urban and civilian settings.  And this piece of legislation now is 

giving them wholesale the powers of a constable, a police officer.   

We have heard first-hand experience from one of our Members saying what 

he has witnessed with abuses under states of emergency, and now we are putting in 

place legislation that allows this to happen without the oversight of Parliament.  

The case that has been referred to by two previous speakers from the Supreme 

Court of Jamaica, and I was correcting my friend from Port of Spain South when he 

sat down, because they have a very different court system to us.  So even though it 

was three judges that decided the case, it was not the Court of Appeal.   

There are important utterances in the decision out of this case that held the 

rolling of states of emergency was unconstitutional and, importantly, a breach of 

the separation of powers.  And the breach of the separation of powers was that the 

Parliament has to be involved.  The first involvement of the Parliament having 

oversight in this, oversight meaning that you can question, you can debate, and you 

can propose changes to those who are in charge, that they may or they may not take 

on board, is after six months of a zone being in place. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  That is the first oversight we have.  It is only on the extension 

that you have to have an affirmative resolution of Parliament for an order extending 

a zone.  And there are going to be simultaneous zones all over Trinidad and 
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Tobago.  So when you talk about the resources that are required to properly man 

this, but let me stick to the Jamaica case first because it is very important some of 

what was said in this case.   

Three judges looked at it, and this case was brought by the Opposition in 

Jamaica.  I want go to paragraph 69.  And this is what the court said: They were 

addressing the unconstitutionality of regulations.  And they said there was no need 

to address it because that had already been determined in a previous case.  And this 

is the important part, the courts held: 

“…that states of public emergency, by their very nature, involve 

infringement of citizens’ rights.”  

So they are cautioning about that, something we say so loosely here.   

They went on to say:   

“It is now well established that any action of the state which violates a 

constitutional right must be tested by the principle of proportionality.” 

The Attorney General touched on this in his piloting:   

“This means that the state’s interference with one’s constitutional right must 

go no further than is necessary to achieve the desired goal.” 

This Bill that we have before us today is going to infringe on the rights of 

many people in society.  But, unfortunately, it is going to be people in the society in 

neighbourhoods that may have very little say.  And that is why it is incumbent upon 

us to advocate for them and to ensure that their rights are protected, and to ask the 

question, why?   

Why is this piece of legislation necessary?  Why is it necessary for a Prime 

Minister to declare any area in Trinidad and Tobago a zone?  And a zone where 
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police officers and defence force officers decide of their own volition where to 

cordon off, where to have curfews and in those areas, suspend our constitutional 

rights in that they can search us, they can search our property, our vehicles, et 

cetera, without warrants?   

And yes, I heard the Member for Barataria/San Juan talk about safeguards 

and provisions but when you are in that cordoned off area, under curfew, eventually 

hoping to get to court, it is not going to be a nice situation and scenario.  And you 

know what is the biggest problem and the biggest weakness of this legislation that 

has shone to happen in Jamaica?  And we do not even need to go to Jamaica, 

because I am sure the Government, when they speak to the intelligence services 

will say, from the time you put heat on one area, all the criminal element does is 

they migrate to another area.   

So, you lock down this neighbourhood, they literally migrate outside of the 

cordoned off zone, outside of the curfew zone, and they operate elsewhere; happens 

all of the time.  But the law-abiding citizens living in that area are having their 

rights, their freedom of movement trampled on, and they may not even know 

because until they fall foul of the law because they had not seen the notice.   

And the Jamaica experience talks about that, and they cautioned, and they 

moved away from expanding the zones in Jamaica.  You know what they said?  

The Government has yet to graduate a single zone.  Is that what we want?  So, in 

Jamaica, in the six zones that they used, they have not yet graduated a single zone 

out of being a cordoned off area under curfew.  That is going to be the experience 

here in Trinidad and Tobago.  That is going to be the experience with our citizens 

in Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, in Diego Martin North/East, in St. Ann’s 
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East, in Port of Spain South, in Laventille West, Laventille East/Morvant, the areas 

that we know they are quick to say are crime hotspots, never graduate out of a 

Zone; it just keeps rolling and rolling?   

The Government stood here in this exact House and Chamber, and told the 

country that the state of emergency is not their crime plan.  The evidence and 

history has proven it to be untrue.  It is their crime plan.  And today, we are here to 

pass legislation that is taking away even the protection that the Constitution 

provides in a state of emergency.  And we are giving persons without oversight, the 

ability and the power to just lock down areas in Trinidad and Tobago.   

My colleague from Diego Martin North/East uses a phrase, and I want to put 

it on the Hansard here today, and I hope it does not come to pass, but listening to 

the experience of others, it has.  Are we becoming a police state?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  In Jamaica, they talk about difficulties.  They say that the 

security forces squeeze the spaces with checkpoints, 24/7 patrols, constant 

surveillance, and this creates three specific types of displacement.  Spatial 

displacement/geography:  Gang members simply move their operations to the street 

immediately outside the Zone boundary.  Residents often report that while their 

specific block is safe, the adjoining community has seen a spike in shootings.   

Temporary displacement:  criminals change when they commit crimes.  If 

patrols are heavy during the day, activity shifts to the very early morning or during 

shift changes of the security forces.   

Tactical displacement methods:  Gangs switch from high-profile activities 

like open street warfare to quiet crimes that do not trigger a massive military 
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response, such as cyber-crime, lottery scamming, extorting businesses via digital 

messaging rather than in-person intimidation.  The criminals migrated to rural 

parishes.  The border effect in Westmoreland, and Savanna-La-Mar, ZOSO 

significantly reduced murders within the town, but the surrounding communities of 

Grange Hill and Morgans Bridge experienced retaliatory violence as gangs pushed 

outward.   

This, they are going to have economic fallout as well, potentially, in these 

neighbourhoods and in these zones.  This is what was felt.  While big businesses 

benefit from stability, the informal or night economy often suffers due to security 

restrictions—the curfew crunch they call it—loss of revenue for small shops, pan 

chicken vendors, bar owners, for us, that is the parlours, the small businesses in 

some of these neighbourhoods will suffer.  Concerns were the warrantless searches, 

et cetera.  And, of course, the legislation found that there was a breach of 

separation of powers. 

Turning back to the Jamaican experience and their Supreme Court:  

“While we accept that democratic rights may be limited or restricted in 

order to ensure public safety, and maintain public order, the restrictions 

should be temporary so that affected rights are impaired as least as is 

reasonably possible.  It is unquestionable that constitutional rights of the 

members of certain marginalized communities will be disproportionately 

affected as there is increased policing of such communities.” 

That is exactly what will happen here.  Our marginalized communities will be the 

ones affected.  They are the ones who are going to suffer once again.   

The Attorney General, in piloting said, that during the state of emergency, 



309 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Mr. S. Young SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

they have identified the areas, they have identified the members, et cetera, so why 

can we not, under the current legislation, and in particular the anti-gang legislation 

target those persons, those individuals now, hit them hard and put them where they 

need to be; off of the streets and out of communities?  Why are we now going to 

declare zones and lock down law-abiding citizens of Trinidad and Tobago?   

They go on to say:   

“There is likely to be an erosion of public trust in government.  There will be 

negative implications for social and economic stability.  The executive’s or 

legislature’s assertion that they are solving something so important, that 

fundamental rights and freedoms can be trespassed upon is not sufficient.  

This is the ultimate logic of constitutional supremacy.  A naked assertion by 

the legislature and/or the executive without tangible evidence is not likely to 

be sufficient in many cases.” 

1.35 p.m. 

We can learn from their experience and the caution and not make the same 

mistakes.  That is what we are supposed to be doing here this evening, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, and to get—sorry.  Correct.  This morning, early this morning.  

To get now to the specific Bill in front of us.   

The Bill is named, the “Act may be cited as the Law Reform (Zones of 

Special Operations)—and then we see the insertion and the spin, and the PR spin—

(Special Security and Community Development Measures) Act, 2026”.  That is not 

what it is.  The committee that they have referred to as the special committee as 

was pointed out to me by my friend from Diego Martin Central, the Social 

Transformation Committee where it is from (a) to (x) or whatever.  All it says is: 
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“The Committee shall be comprised of at least ten persons selected…”   

So it does not mean that the MP will be selected.  It is 10 persons out of that, 

and as we all know, any large committee is not going to be efficient and effective.  

What is the committee going to do?  They have no say over the cordoned off 

zones.  They have no say over the curfew.  They have no say over the breach of 

rights taking place within these zones.  Looking at the legislation and you get to 

the “Objects of Act” at clause 5, it starts by saying to:   

“(a) empower the Prime Minister in Council to declare an area as a Zone;”   

Why are we putting the Executive in that position?  Why are we putting the 

Prime Minister in a position that now she will have to be swearing affidavits for 

judicial review to justify illegal zones that they have put in place.  You are not 

going to be able to claim national-security privilege here, because a court is going 

to have to judge whether the decision you have taken is a legal decision; whether it 

is a rational decision; whether it is a reasonable decision.  It goes on to talk about 

upholding: 

“…the rule of law while protecting the fundamental rights and freedoms of 

persons who reside, raise families, work or conduct lawful business in a 

Zone;”   

So, you are accepting that the: 

“…rights and freedoms of persons who reside, raise families, work or 

conduct lawful business in a Zone;” 

—their rights are the ones that are going to be affected disproportionately. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, would you like your additional 15 minutes? 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Yes please, Madam Deputy Speaker.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  Then you go on to say: 

 “conduct law enforcement activities to rid a Zone of all illegal 

activities, firearms, weapons, ammunition and other contraband;” 

When I read that I thought to myself, is that not what you are already 

supposed to be doing?  So why do you need this piece of legislation to do that?  

That is your job.  The caution from the Member for Laventille West is a real 

caution, because it is the Executive that can declare a zone and then send in the 

police and the defence force to lock it down without coming to Parliament.  

Suppose now that is abused and misused?  Suppose now that is used in political 

settings strategically for local election and other things? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  It is very easy especially in a marginal constituency to identify 

which areas are the supporters of the Opposition party, and then to say, well, that is 

where the criminality takes, as has been said.  We sit here, even yesterday and 

today, listened to the Member for St. Augustine making these wild aspersions 

about criminality in programmes.  Not a single charge.  Not a single charge. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  Is that what is going to happen?  Is this legislation being put in 

place to prosecute, persecute and to abuse the rights of citizens, to marginalize our 

citizens more, to divide our society more?  Because that is the type of legislation I 

am concerned that we continue to see.  The same thing with the stand-your-ground 

legislation.  We warned about it.  You go on.   

So it is the Prime Minister declaring in the first instance an order under 
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subsection (1), this is clause 6(2):   

“(a) shall specify the geographical limits of the Zone; 

 (b) shall not exceed one hundred and eighty days;” 

Six months.  Six months you are in curfew, you are locked down, you “cah 

come out your neighborhood”.  Right?  And you just come, make a statement, say 

this is what I have done.  Right?  It is only, parliamentary oversight only comes in 

at 7(3) when an order is made to extend.  Right?  After six months.  Correct.  All 

they are required to do, listen, all the Prime Minister is required to do or the 

Minister assigned with the responsibility for national security, is make a statement 

to Parliament within 14 days of the date of the order.  You hear the types of 

statements?  Right now the Standing Orders say the Speaker must approve the 

statement after the Minister gives the statement on the open Floor of Parliament, 

we are supposed to get a copy of the statement.  

Mr. Imbert:  “We never get.”   

Mr. S. Young SC:  We have not gotten a single copy. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. S. Young SC:  In nine months.  Worse yet, what applied in 10 years of 

practice in this Parliament that I am a Member of, where you could not drift 

outside of a single word in your written statement, we see the injustice taking place 

here of people making it up, just saying, stopping in the middle of something 

because something took off in their head and they just utter it— 

Mr. Imbert:  And we do not get a copy.   

Mr. S. Young SC:—and we still have not gotten a copy.  I am sure the email 

would not say what the Prime Minister was saying today.  I could guarantee you 
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that.  Right?   

Hon. Member:  [Interruption] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  This is not “boy”.  Save your “‘boy’ for down de road”. Right?  

The next thing is, of course, the order declaring a zone maybe revoked at any time 

by the Prime Minister on his Motion on the recommendation of the Commissioner 

or the Chief of Defense Staff.  Then they talk about the designation of a Joint 

Command.  A Joint Command has to be someone from the defence force, as well 

as the police service.  We all know it.  The Member for Tunapuna will know it.  I 

know it as a former Minister of National Security the difficulties you have even in 

IATF operations, but worse yet when you are trying to put together joint patrols 

that the police will say, well, the defence force “aint” contacting them or the 

defence force will say that the police not contacting them.  When they go on 

patrols it is a very different methodologies of operation.  Defence force officers are 

on patrol.  Police have a shift system.  So when there is a change of shift with the 

police or the police getting overtime, it becomes a problem with the defence force 

officers.  All of these are the realities.   

Then if something goes wrong on that joint patrol because they talked about 

this written accountability and reporting system.  Listen to what it says, the 

legislation.  Clause 10(5):   

“A person who fails to comply with subsection (4)…” 

And you know what subsection (4) is?   

“The Joint Command and every member of the Joint Force shall comply 

with the written accountability and reporting system that is referred to in 

subsection (3).” 
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Right?  It is a written accountability and accounting system as specified by the 

National Security Council.  If you breach that, this is what it says.  You are liable 

to disciplinary action.  What does disciplinary action mean in legislation like this?  

Even with the police service, what does it mean?  You just put “disciplinary 

action”.  Sloppy legislation and by whom and in what order?  Right?   

“(1) During a period that the Zone is declared, the Joint Command shall 

submit a written report to the National Security Council every thirty 

days.” 

So is that going to be discoverable?  Is that going to be discoverable?  What 

is the protection for the population?  Because I am sure if you request that under 

FOIA, the first thing they will do is to issue a national security certificate saying 

that “yuh cah” see it.  So where is the protection?  As I say, this is placing direct 

liability on the Prime Minister.   

Then it talks about the powers of the Joint Force in a zone establishing the 

cordoned off around the areas, publishing a notice and putting it in a conspicuous 

location.  As I say, that could be missed by 90 per cent if not more of those 

affected, and their rights affected.  They say the notice they have to prescribe these 

forms.  They have to specify the boundaries, the hours of the curfew.  Of course, 

duration of the cordon and the curfew at clause 15:   

(a) A cordoned off area—“shall endure for a period not exceeding 

twenty-four hours;”   

What that means is that you can lock down an area for 24 hours.  Nobody in.  

Nobody out on 24-hour periods.  It does not mean you cannot do it continuously.  

You take a break, so from 12.00 midnight the next day and you start at 1.00 a.m. 
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the following day, how are the children going to go to school?  How are 

law-abiding citizens supposed to go to work?—businesses are supposed to operate. 

The legislation attempts, and this is, I assume, for expected litigation, 

meaning the constitutional challenge here to put in place certain safeguards, but 

they are undefined safeguards.  These are safeguards that do not apply when you 

are in the zone in the cordoned off areas.  It is if you are arrested, if you have to be 

brought before a magistrate 48 hours after arrest, et cetera.   

Of course, the Social Transformation Committee, a complete waste of time.  

Because a committee of that size and nature for every zone could never be 

effective and efficient.  This cannot be this country’s crime plan.  The trampling 

and continued trampling on our constitutional rights and marginalizing the most 

vulnerable societies in Trinidad and Tobago could never be democratic.  It could 

never be upheld as being proportional.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, we on this side express serious concern, and it 

is not being obstructionists.  It is literally, genuine concern for our constituents  

who we know will be affected.  Knowing the terrain and the ground in which we 

operate and they operate, how difficult it will be to implement this without serious 

issues and breaching of people’s rights. 

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, at this hour, early hour in the morning, I 

express my reservation.  I ask the Government to press pause, maybe send it to a 

joint select committee, let us sit and work and see what can really be done.  But we 

will not support this legislation in its current form.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Toco/Sangre Grande.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

(Hon. Wayne Sturge):  Madam Deputy Speaker, let me start before I address my 

friend from Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West.  Let me start by addressing a 

statement that was perhaps a Freudian slip on the part of the Member for Laventille 

West.  Because the Member for Laventille West towards the end of his 

contribution said that the Opposition is a watch dog against the rule of law.  That 

speaks volumes, because what I have heard here today suggests that this 

Government does not want any government to succeed on crime.   

Hon. Members:  Opposition.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Sorry.  Right.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

1.50 a.m. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Well, it is 10 minutes to two.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  It is 10 minutes to two, and I was watching the former Prime 

Minister, and that is why I said this Government.  So maybe I should have said 

“small pin”.  But it is quite clear, and let me tell you why the PNM does not want 

any government to succeed on crime.  Because they hold the records.  Let me tell 

you what the records are.   

For the last 10 years, the rule of law was out the window.  The criminals 

were in charge.  The last 10 years were a reign of terror.  And their record on 

crime—let me start, if crime were an Olympic race, they have the first eight lanes.  

The highest murder rate last year was 624, 605, 577 in 2023, 550 in 2008, 539 in 
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2019, 518 in 2018, 509 in 2009, 497 in 2017.  That is their record.  This year, we 

cut that by 42 per cent.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  So when it comes to murder, they filled all of the top eight 

positions.  Their record again, they were the first to cross 300 murders a year.  

They were the first to cross 400 murders a year.  They were the first to cross 500 

murders a year, and the first to cross 600 murders a year.   

Mr. Young SC:  Standing Order 55(1), tedious repetition.  Every speaker on that 

side has spoken about crime statistics coming down and what it was in the past, 

every single one.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, we have been debating on this for a while.  

Member, let us move on, please.   

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yeah, I will move on.  “I will move on because I know it hutting 

dem.  That is the reason I will move on, because it hutting dem.” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  So they want us to fail, but you see the thing is there is 

something called a rule of law, and that is specifically mentioned in the Bill.  That 

is specifically mentioned because, according to 5(b), as one of the objects of the 

Bill, it is to:   

“uphold the rule of law while protecting the fundamental rights and 

freedoms of persons who…raise families, work or conduct lawful business 

in a Zone.”  

So all of these scare tactics, which the former Prime Minister, one-day Prime 
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Minister, corbeau sweat, “small pin”.  This— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. W. Sturge:—yes, so— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Des Vignes:  Standing Order 48(4) and 48(5), Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Imbert:  Disgusting.   

Mr. Young SC:  You have to withdraw it.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Toco/Sangre Grande, please withdraw that 

statement.   

Hon. W. Sturge:  I withdraw.  I will move on.  

So the short point is this:  They have serious challenges with crime.  They 

have serious challenges with anybody who is trying to ensure, as a government 

should do, that the law-abiding citizens enjoy the constitutionally enshrined rights 

as guaranteed by 4 and 5.  Because right now for the last 10 years, for the last 10 

years, the citizens have not been enjoying their rights.  So all of these scare tactics 

that the former speaker just alluded to, every time he spoke, he said in essence that 

the law-abiding persons would be affected.  The objects of the Bill make it very 

clear.  It targets certain zones where there is rampant criminality, where there is 

high and escalating crime, where there are serious incidents of murder, and the way 

it is going to be carried out, there are safeguards in the Bill.  So when my learned 

friend from Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West said, “Anybody could be targeted.”  

That is not true.  Because when you read the Bill, there are safeguards.   
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If you are in the zone, the police and army simply cannot target you.  There 

must be a basis, and the basis in the law, the Constitutional due process guarantee, 

is that there must be a reasonable suspicion.  So if you are  law-abiding and in the 

zone, you are protected.  I will go through in a little bit all of the protections as set 

out in the Bill.  So let me go now to the freedoms because what the former speaker 

said is that certain freedoms will be affected, you would not have freedom of 

movement, and so on.   

Hon Member:  The previous speaker. 

Hon. W. Sturge:    The previous speaker.  And you would have to be locked down 

in your house, you will have a curfew imposed on you for certain hours.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, for the last 10 years persons in those zones, those hotspots, have 

self-imposed curfews because of the rampant criminality.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Persons in those zones do not have freedom of movement as 

constitutionally guaranteed.  I do not know if my friend knows from Laventille 

West.  I am sure he must have heard “‘order, order, doh cross the border’, that is 

right on the Beetham.  Right in his constituency, if you live on one street, you cyah 

go in the next, that is freedom of movement”.  They have a problem when it is the 

Government trying to uphold the rule of law, and it is the Government limiting the 

movement of the bandits.  They have a problem with that.  But they do not have a 

problem with the law-abiding who cannot move from one place to another.   

I grew up, Madam Deputy Speaker, in the place called Serraneau Road, 

Belmont, and for a short period I also lived in Belleau Road, and what connects 

Belleau Road to Serraneau Road, Belmont is steps, and what also connects 
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Serraneau Road to Belleau Road is Mc Shine Lane, so it is a road connecting.  But 

persons from Belleau Road cannot go Serraneau Road, and persons from Serraneau 

Road cannot go Belleau Road, and they run parallel to each other.  That is not 

freedom of movement that already exists based on their 10 years.   

In fact, that existed under them for such a long time that it became normal 

that when you jump in a taxi, when you take a taxi by Queen Street corner, Queen 

and Henry, or Queen and Charlotte.  You have to ask, and you say, “‘Look, I going 

Serraneau Road’, and the driver say ‘Well, I have to pass in Belleau Road to drop 

somebody’, you cyah take that taxi”.   I am sure he knows, my friend from 

Laventille West, of several instances.  You would have read cases, seen it on the 

newspaper, that a taxi just passing to drop somebody in another zone that the 

passenger, who happened to be in a different zone just two streets away, was shot 

and killed because the taxi was in the wrong zone.   

So these people had their freedom of movement limited because the PNM 

failed to do nothing with respect to crime.  In respect of crime, they failed 

miserably— 

Hon Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:—but they have the gall to come here and say “Doh do 

this, doh do that, doh do de other” when they did absolutely nothing.  That is why 

they have the top eight places.   

But it is two o’clock in the morning now.  I do not wish to be long, but I 

want to deal with something, the so-called elephant in the room, that I was hoping 

it would not have come up in this debate.  I saw it rampant on social media and 

rampant among bloggers who support the People’s National Movement.  When 
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you look at the comments of the people who everyday comment on these bloggers, 

they view this as targeting a certain ethnic group.  They have brought race into this, 

and that is so unfortunate.  Let me tell you why.  They made reference, several 

times to say the Prime Minister could declare a zone and Prime Minister could 

declare a zone.  The Prime Minister, when she declares a zone is declaring that 

zone whilst in her capacity as the Presiding Officer of the National Security 

Council.  So it is not the Prime Minister by herself declaring a zone, so let us get 

the race out of the way.  Because let me tell you another safeguard, and why there 

is no race in this.   

When the Prime Minister declares a zone, it is based first of all on data.  It is 

based on information.  There must be a basis.  It cannot be the Prime Minister 

waking up one morning and saying let me declare a zone.  When the Prime 

Minister in the National Security Council presiding in the National Security 

Council declares a zone, then the other persons in the National Security Council, 

and let me go through all of them, because I had to write it down, because it kept 

going on and on and on.  So let me put this race bogey to rest.   

The National Security Council is made up of the Attorney General, a black 

man.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  The National Security—a proud black man from Belleau Road, 

Belmont—is also made up of my friend “Zander”, Roger Alexander, Member for 

Tunapuna, a proud black man.  My friend Sean Sobers is a Member of the National 

Security Council— 

Mr. Alexander:  “He black?” 
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Hon. W. Sturge:—a proud black man.  Right, and then I am also on the National 

Security Council.  I am black, in features and fixtures.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  The Commissioner of Police, who has to attend—unlike San 

Fernando—the National Security Council and make representations, is a black 

man.  The Chief of Defence Staff, who has to attend, is also a black man, a little 

fairer, so in Trinidad they call him a red man, but he is a black man.  The 

Commanding Officer of the Trinidad and Tobago Regiment is a black man.  The 

Commanding Officer of the Air Guard is a black woman.  The Commanding 

Officer of the Coast Guard is a black man.  So what are you saying?  That all of 

these black men and women would get together and just say, “Let us target black 

people?”   

Hon Member:  Yes. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  You see, they are using this race thing, and they started it with 

the stand-your-ground legislation, and they try to bring it here, and they are doing 

it again.  We had to tell them that stand-your-ground is in another country where 

black people are a minority, where the police are in the white majority, and that is 

not going to happen here.  So the majority of the TTPS, majority of the TTDF 

happen to be black people.  So are you saying that they are racist to against their 

own?  We need to put that to rest, because those are the scare tactics they rely on.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yeah, because we are all in this country, black and brown.  In 

any event, we are all checks and balances on each other, and in my event, as the 

previous speaker said, decisions of the National Security Council are subject to the 
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scrutiny of the courts by way of judicial review.  It is scrutiny by the courts, not a 

safeguard, it is.   

The declaration of the zones, if they would bother to read it, has to be on the 

basis of intelligence.  It has to be on the basis of things gathered that suggest there 

is a high crime rate, there is rampant criminality, the murder has escalated, and 

things of that nature.  It is not whimsical.  It is data-driven.   

2.05 a.m.   

So I would ask my learned friends when they go out to i95.5 FM and these 

other stations next week to parrot their narrative in the hope of, one said they are 

going to try to convince the Independent Senate, the presidential Senators, I would 

ask them to leave the race bogey out of it, because that is just scaring people.  And 

our mandate is to remove the fear, because in these communities, right in 

Toco/Sangre Grande, just recently, let me give you an example.  Right in 

Toco/Sangre Grande on the Toco Main Road, people have to pay tax, they have to 

pay tax.  Imagine they have to pay $3,000 a month in tax, not to the Government, 

you know, to the gangs if they want to continue running their shops.  And this 

group of people, a family of 15, they could not pay the tax.  The tax is $3,000 a 

month, the little parlor did not make the $3,000.  And you know what?  “They bun 

down the people house.”  Does the rule of law exist up there?  And that is not the 

only place.  There are many other places like that, where the criminals basically 

run rampant, where the rule of law does not exist.   

Just today we got information about a group of criminals who decided they 

are going to take over somebody’s house in Toco/Sangre Grande and take over 

their business and that had to be sorted out.  That is what we are dealing with.  And 
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when we come to sort it out, if we have to lock down a defined area, we are not 

locking it down for 180 days, it is a zone.  And in that zone a cordon will be 

established for 24 hours.  Is that really so intrusive?  And contrary to what the 

previous speaker said, it is not that you cannot leave during the 24 hours or you 

cannot come in, you can.  Of course you will be subject, once there is reasonable 

suspicion that you should be stopped and searched or detained, then of course the 

law has to do what the law has to do.   

This thing about a curfew, right in Toco/Sangre Grande there are several 

communities, Bois Bande, Cocal, the list could go on, where there is no electricity, 

“dut road”, no water and the residents have to get in there by a certain hour 

because the bandits have imposed a curfew.  So what are we to do as a 

government?  A government is responsible for upholding the rule of law.  And if 

the Government cannot uphold the rule of law, then it is the democratic right of the 

electorate to get rid of them.  And that is why the PNM government is there.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  And they came here, and if you notice, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

everything they have said is scare tactics; they predict this would happen, they 

predict that would happen.  Let me start—let me give you two examples of 

predictions.  They predicted that when the war starts in Venezuela that we would 

be bombed and so on.  Did that happen?   

Mr. Alexander:  “Somebody get bomb across dey.” 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Somebody got bombed and then when he went to the States and 

the indictment was unsealed, some people got blamed but the media did not want 

to interview them at all and they stopped giving press conferences.  But let me go 
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next to another prediction.  They said “doh” put police in schools.  “Doh” put 

police in the schools.  “De police go want to have sex with de people chirren, to 

track de yung gyal an dem.  De police an dem is part ah gang too.”  They say all 

kinds of things about what is going to happen when the police reach in the school.  

What is it that happen now?  Any of that happened?   

Hon. Members:  “Nooo.” 

Hon. W. Sturge:  And now all—listen, we had a problem with school violence.  

What are we to do as a government?  Listen to them who failed?  Never.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  We took the initiative.  It was one of the initiatives in our 

manifesto, our 60-point crime plan.  We took the initiative, we put the police in the 

schools, although there were some teething problems as is expected.  Now, do you 

see mass school beatings?  How often do you see that?  I used to see that every 

day.  Every day I had to use that—“meh son going to sit Common Entrance” or 

whatever you call it now, and I had to show him, look at this video and say this is 

Mucurapo or “dais Tranquil”, “dey” is where you want to go?  Get off the TV and 

go and study.  But you know what, I cannot even use the schools as an example 

again.  You know why?  Because of the initiative that we have put in— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:—“you eh see no school fight again”.   

Hon. Member:  The schools are on fire. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  “Oh God, doh tell me dat.”   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes.  I do not want to stay— 
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Ms. Mohit:  “Doh act like yuh never tell somebody that.  They does act like saint.”   

Hon. W. Sturge:  “Yeah, they does act like saint.”  I want to address some other 

issues that were raised.  I really, you know I came here with a totally prepared 

point form speech, but when I listened to them I got an entirely new speech.  I 

heard so much nonsense on that side, I could not believe it.  Imagine, and let me 

address something one time.   

The previous speaker said the efficacy of a state of emergency is measured 

by the arrest at the end of the SOE or the arrest during the SOE or something like 

that.   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Charges, the charges.  Thank you.   

Ms. Mohit:  “Yuh listening, boy, Stuart.” 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes.  And one has to understand the dynamics of an SOE, 

particularly one like this one and the nature of the threats that were involved and 

the nature of the intelligence gathered.  And one must understand the efficacy of it, 

because what we were faced with, a few gang leaders, some out of prison, the rest 

of them in prison, communicating freely as if they were all outside.  Calling hit 

upon hit, upon hit, killing people at will from the inside, some from the outside.  

And based on the intelligence intended to do something on a mass scale.   

So the State of Emergency was meant to address those issues and what was 

issued would be or would have been the preventative detention orders.  And those 

orders existed to prevent certain occurrences from taking place, inclusive of 

preventing them from communicating further hits to other people outside.  You 

know the minute we take them out of the jails, which they had 10 years to secure, 
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which they had 10 years to prevent TVs from coming in, they had 10 years to 

prevent Xbox and all these things from coming in and phones, nada, zero, zilch, 

waste of time.  That is what they did.  They wasted 10 years.  And during these 10 

years, hit upon hit, upon hit.  So you know what we did?  The Attorney General 

had to be inventive, he turned Tetron into a prison and Staubles into a prison.  And 

now all of a sudden no hits, no hits.  The murder rates gone down.  Why you all 

could not think of that?   

So, the achievement of the SOE is not only that we prevented murders on a 

mass scale, but by getting these Preventative Detention Orders we save lives, by 

half, by almost half, 42 per cent.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  And let me dispel something because they are going to say the 

SOE was not effective.  It was and they are going to say why people were not 

charged.  Let me tell you why.  If the evidence we are depending on to charge them 

would be intercepts of hearing them talking about who they are going to kill and 

when to kill, where to kill and all that, and we have Preventative Detention Orders 

that now prevent them from killing, then the evidence dries up.  Now, we are 

deprived of the evidence, but what we have done, the balancing act is depriving us 

of the evidence enabled us to save lives.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  So let me go through, because I promised I would go through 

some of the safeguards in the Bill.  Now, “Objects of Act”, the objects are set out, I 

do not need to regurgitate them.  But right in clause 5 you will see several times 

that the arrest without warrant has to be on the basis of reasonable suspicion.  
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Reasonable suspicion is not only common law but a constitutional safeguard to 

prevent unlawful arrest or arbitrary arrest.   

Now, what they did not tell you is that the present law, if you want to say 

that is a constitutional breach, the present law in Trinidad and Tobago allows for 

arrest without warrant already.  There are certain situations in which the police can 

arrest you without a warrant.  But it is quite clear here that there must be 

reasonable suspicion that you have committed an offence, that you are in the 

process of committing an offence, or that you are about to commit an offence.  And 

only in those situations the police would arrest you.   

So this scare tactic the previous speaker went into about, you know, you are 

going to work and they are going to arrest you.  “Ah ole tanty going to clean the 

house in West Moorings, she leave from Grande, and she come out in the zone, 

dey go arrest yuh.”  They would not arrest you unless they have reasonable 

suspicion that you, tanty, are hiding guns.  There must be reasonable suspicion.  

Oh God, the whole thing is in purple because it is reasonable suspicion and 

safeguard upon safeguard.   

“6(1) Where there are reasonable grounds to believe that there is— 

(a) rampant criminality, such as murder, gang warfare, or high or 

escalating levels of…”—crime.   

So the Declaration of the Zone is not arbitrary.  It is based on reasonable grounds 

set out on in section 6.   

“6(2) An Order made under subsection (1).” 

It basically specifies the time period.  It is a very short time period.  Then it goes 

on to the parliamentary scrutiny at: 
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“7(3) An Order made under this section shall be subject to affirmative 

resolution of Parliament.”—as opposed to negative.   

Because we all know what happened with the negative resolution, do we not?   

There was a negative resolution where they could have stood up and argued 

against the doubling of the fines, but laziness, one of the seven deadly sins, seems 

to be running through the PNM.  And they missed the boat, and now we had to 

come here today and try to give people a reprieve.  And you are saying, they came 

here to say we stood up to save the people of Trinidad and Tobago when you had 

the opportunity to do it before.  Affirmative resolution is here.  Safeguard.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, would you like your additional 15 minutes?   

Hon. W. Sturge:  Not much of it, but yes, thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Revocation: 

“…by the hon. Prime Minister on…”—her—“own motion or on the 

recommendation of the…”—CDS or—“the Commissioner of Police.”   

Where she deems it is necessary or where there is a basis for doing so.  That is a 

safeguard.  So it does not go on indefinitely.  The rank of the officers in certain 

rights here and the written accountability, all under section 10, safeguard, 

safeguard after safeguard.   

“10(3) Every Zone shall have a written accountability and reporting 

systems…”—safeguard, disciplinary actions, safeguard.   

And hear what the previous speaker wanted us to do, say exactly what the 

disciplinary action must be.  I have never seen that in any legislation, because there 

already exists standing orders for breaching people’s rights or breaching orders, 
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standing orders in the Trinidad and Tobago Defence Force, standing orders in the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.  Right.  Next one.   

Method of identification, that is another safeguard, under section 13.  

Section 14 with respect to the cordon.  Let me go.  Again, right here, search and 

seizure without a warrant.  And you know what the statute says?  That the search 

or seizure without a warrant must be on the basis of reasonable suspicion.   

“…that an offence is in the course of being committed or has been 

committed or is about to be committed.”   

If your property is seized, right here, the standing—right here, they basically 

give you an opportunity to go before a magistrate and make representations as to 

why your property should be returned.  That is access to the courts.  Is that not a 

safeguard?  You cannot seize tools of trade or business, documents subject to legal 

professionals, privilege, that is safeguards.  The handling of property seized, how 

you can keep it, the grounds for keeping it, and so on, right here, again, safeguard.   

2.20 a.m.   

If it can no longer assist, it has to be returned.  It stipulates how and the process for 

doing so, the application before a magistrate, safeguard.  Everything here, this 

whole page, page 15, safeguards.   

The minute you are arrested or detained in the zone on the basis of 

reasonable suspicion, you are immediately brought before a magistrate.  That is a 

court, that is a safeguard.  The magistrate can then order your detention, if she is 

satisfied there are reasonable grounds for doing so, that is a safeguard.  If she is not 

so satisfied, she releases you.  Is that not a safeguard?  If she does not release you, 

you can go before a judge in chambers and the judge will determine whether your 
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detention is lawful and reasonably necessary, that is a safeguard.  This is akin to 

when you get arrested and you go before a magistrate and you get blanked, you go 

before a judge in chambers.  We set that out here, safeguard.   

So, it is not as if my friend who spoke before me would have you believe, 

that you will get arrested, you go down a rabbit hole and we would not see you for 

180 days, it is not that at all.  Once you get arrested you are promptly brought 

before a magistrate, and if you not, there are also mechanisms for senior officers to 

ensure that you are and then if the magistrate says you will have to stay, a judge 

can determine if the magistrate was right or wrong, safeguard.  Those who—to 

deal with what they say, that what criminals do when they hear that they are 

coming to lockdown the zone, they move to a next zone.  Well, right here in the 

Bill deals with that.  So, that if you are moving to a next zone and maybe you 

happen to get outside of the zone where you are supposed to be, and run into a next 

zone, you cannot come and say “Well, alyuh was too slow, I done outside the zone 

so yuh cah arrest me.”  It says in essence, if you are fleeing the zone, you are 

subject to the zone. 

Right, it is spelt out, access to a lawyer, what you have access to, access to 

medical attention, all of these things are spelt whilst you are detained.  That you 

have right to food, medical attention, all of this.  Bodycams to be used, that is a 

safeguard.  I heard someone earlier made reference to the deactivation of the 

bodycams and so on.  We all know, those who practise criminal law, that people 

who are providing information do not like to talk on camera, that is one of the 

instances, where at the request of the person, it will be lawful to turn off the 

bodycam.  I have seen many cases where people will prefer, they will give their 
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statement, even when they are going to be charged, they will give a confession 

statement, they are bold because they know they could challenge it in court.  But 

the minute the camera comes out, nobody talks on camera.  All of these protection 

as safeguards exists right here in the Bill. 

Again, for those who feel that there could be abuse—I do not know on what 

basis they say that we should be afraid of the Defence Force because they are 

trained for war and they would kill indiscriminately and all of that.  We had several 

SOEs for decades, have they ever killed anybody?  

Mr. Hosein:  And they called SOE too.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  You all called SOE.  You all called SOE, “alyuh did not think 

about that, that the soldiers would have killed people?”  Or you just coming to 

make that up as a scare tactic?  That is all that is because there is no basis for 

saying that the soldiers would kill you just so and in any event, another safeguard 

right in the Bill, section 24, ballistics signature at the Forensic Science Centre, so 

that we can track who used what bullet to shoot whom if that happens.  We have 

gone to great lengths, we have gone to great lengths.  We have looked at the other 

models, we have looked at Jamaica.  And you know, the students companion say 

that “wise men learn from the mistakes of others.”   

Thankfully, the Jamaicans went first, they had their teething problems, they 

had all of the issues, we have looked at it and we refined our Bill, so that we do not 

make the mistakes they made.  We anticipate that there will be teaching problems, 

obviously.  We anticipate that there will be resistance.  We anticipate that when we 

go down to lock down Sealots that the “‘alyuh wicked’ woman would come out 

‘alyuh wicked, alyuh wicked, alyuh wicked’” we expect her to come out— 
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Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. W. Sturge:—because the one thing—you know it is a trademark in 

Trinidadian society and you see it with the fines.  You know the one thing is, 

everybody wants law and order.  Everybody wants the murder rate to go down, 

everybody wants the road to be safe.  But when you put things in place to alter 

behaviours to make sure that it is safe, they have a problem with it.  Yeah, the law 

is very everybody else but them.  So—and that is what is happening in our country 

now.  We have a small criminal class who believe that the rule of does not law 

apply to them, and we have come—it is our mandate, we have come to say the rule 

law applies to everybody, including the PNM— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:—and their followers.  But this Bill is two-pronged, this Bill is 

two-pronged.  I did not get to say all that I wanted to say, but I want to make this 

point that this Bill is two-pronged, because I heard two Senators in a previous 

debate, the stand your ground, lamenting about the Bill does not treat the root 

causes of crime.  So clearly has and I realize that in this Parliament, a lot of people 

do not know that in treating the root causes of crime you generally cannot use 

legislation.  What you can use legislation to do, is to treat the proximal causes of 

crime.  And you treat the proximal causes of crime in the short term and the 

medium term.   

What are proximal causes?  Guns kill, guns loaded with bullets kill.  People 

who like to use guns with bullets kill.  So, you either remove ammunitions, so you 

will have a gun that does not fire.  So, if you get all of the ammunition off the 

street, you will get rid of a proximal cause.  If you get the guns and the amination 
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off of the street, they will have to go back to bottle fight and big stone, that is a 

proximal clause—cause, sorry.  If you reduce the manpower, these select few 

people who feel they are above the law and recruiting people, you treat with a 

proximal cause.  And this Bill goes further with the Committee that was set up that 

the previous speaker tried to make fun of.   

If you look at the Bill and you look at the Social Transformation Committee, 

who it consists of and what they are required to do.  They are mandated to assess 

the conditions in the zone, physical infrastructure, health, environment, land 

tenure, identify threats within the zone, factors that are hindering sustainable 

development in the zone and they are mandated to create a sustainable 

development plan for persons in the zone to ensure equality of opportunity, in 

terms of education, health, economic growth; to provide interventions, to ensure 

compulsory school attendance. 

I am sure—do they know, there are persons in Grande who have no money 

to go to school?  They have no money, they are living hand to mouth.  In fact, 

some from certain zones cannot pass by other zones to go to school, that is where 

we have reached to.  Coordination, to see how we can implement these social 

interventions, this part of the second part of the second prong/ part of the Bill, the 

Social Transformation Committee.  So it is not that we are going in and making 

war with the criminals, we have to.  They are at war with us and we are going to 

show them that we are at war with them.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  The criminal elements, whether they vote red or yellow or 

whoever they vote for, we are going for them.  And when we go for them, the 
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people who they have advantaged, the people whose children they forced to smoke 

weed, and then to smoke coke, and then to go and rob, and then to go and rape, and 

to home invade and murder, we are going to deprive the criminal networks and the 

criminal gangs, we are going to deprive them of manpower.  You know how? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  We are going to root out the heads and put them away for a long 

time and the young people coming up, they are not going to look at the gang 

leaders as people who they should idolise and follow after.  We are going to ensure 

with these social interventions, that they have clothes to wear to go to school, 

shoes to wear that they have their books that they have lunch when they go to 

school, that they are fed in the morning, that they have breakfast and they could go 

to a homework centre in the evening.  We are going to ensure that there are 

sustainable jobs.  Not URP jobs that are being managed by the criminal element. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  And I want to take this opportunity to thank the hon. Prime 

Minister, for taking that bold step which was one of our crime initiatives very 

early, very early, to get rid of that URP Programme. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Because not only was it ghosts— imagine you have to go and 

work and the criminal who does not work, you have to give him half or 75 per cent 

of your salary while you work and he does nothing.  Those days have come to an 

end.  The rule of law, when we are finish with Trinidad and Tobago, the rule of 

law will prevail. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. W. Sturge:  So, you can cry, you can oppose, you can get on bad, you can 

find every excuse why it would not work, we intend to wage war against the 

criminal element and we will be victorious.  We are confident.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Madam Deputy Speaker, let me end by saying, we are confident.  

We know that we will win because we are confident in the victory of good over 

evil.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you Member for Toco/Sangre Grande.  Member 

for St Ann’s East.   

Dr. Nyan Gadsby-Dolly (St. Ann’s East):  Thank you Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is a privilege to rise in the House, albeit, it is 2.32a.m. 

to contribute to such an important debate as we speak about this piece of 

legislation.  

I want to start by saying that it is indicative of the way the Government 

operates, just like when they brought the increase in fines, the draconian increase 

in fines in that they just sprung upon the population on the night of Christmas.  At 

this hour, of the morning, when the population, most of the population is asleep, 

we are here to debate such an important piece of legislation that will have an 

impact on so many thousands of people in this country and the Government saw it 

fit that this is time that we should be here to discuss that, when the population that 

should be giving scrutiny to this discussion, it is in their bed and not able at this 

time to pay attention.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 
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Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  So, I want to condemn that first move the Government, 

again, because it is again, sleight of hand in— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:—bringing legislation and that would impact the lives of the 

citizens and doing it in a way that the citizens do not have the opportunity to 

scrutinize.   

I want to summarise the contribution of the last speaker, the Member for 

Toco/Sangre Grande.  I want to use a quote that he said, and I am quoting him 

verbatim to express how I felt and I think most of us felt about his contribution. He 

said “I heard so much nonsense, I could not believe it” and that properly and 

accurately summarises a lot of what he said.  Imagine at 2.34 a.m. discussing a 

serious piece of legislation that will affect so many thousands, we have to be 

hearing about fixtures, fixtures, bringing to mind the element of photographs that 

we have seen all over social media with fixtures in Superman’s outfit.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Madam Deputy Speaker, in a serious discussion, I heard so 

much nonsense I could not believe it.  We have to stay here, at this hour debating 

serious legislation to hear, another Minister stand to speak about the crime plan, 

one who has a penchant for blowing in bags to speak about— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:—crime going down in his constituency, the constituency of 

Tunapuna, because “he talk to the youth man and dem”. 

2.35 a.m. 

So clearly, the crime plan we are here discussing, because this is part of the 
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crime plan—we did not need to do this, because if all he needed to do was to go 

and speak to your constituents, then the crime should be over in Trinidad and 

Tobago.  We are here at this hour discussing that and that is a serious contribution 

coming from the Member for Tunapuna.   

Hon Member:  [Interruption]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  And of course we are here to hear that regardless of all of 

the work done over the years, especially since our students came back from 

COVID and that whole two-year experience when they were home, that traumatic 

experience and all of the things put in place: increase in the number of school 

social workers, increase in the number of guidance counsellors, after school 

lessons in all of our 80 primary schools, singling out 106 schools, giving them 

more resources, putting learning resource assistants in the schools to give them 

more supervision so that they do not have time on their hands to play the fool; all 

of that was done and the UNC will want us to believe that they came and put police 

in schools, in 50 schools, in less than a year and all the school violence finished, 

giving no credit to all the work that was done before.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Again, I heard so much nonsense, I could not believe it, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I could not believe it.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  At this hour of the morning.  But you see, we also have to 

be listening to protests and it reminds me of when people say, thou dost protest too 

much, because we are bringing the legislation that has its root in something that 

happens in Jamaica, but we are not considering—or they know but they do not 
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want us to believe that it is something different.  Jamaica’s society is much more 

homogenous in terms of race than Trinidad and Tobago’s.  And by trying to keep 

putting and saying there is no race going to be involved by the very nature of our 

society, there will be geographic discrimination.  There will be people of a 

particular race who are more affected and that is a fact.  Thou dost protest too 

much.  Speaker after speaker standing here to try to pretend as though there will be 

no effect on race or geography and that, Madam Deputy Speaker, is just not so.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  When I leave here at this hour tonight, I go home to 

Sunshine Avenue in San Juan.  I live, I grew up in a hot spot area and I still live 

there and therefore— 

Hon Member:  That is your MP?   

Mr. Gonzales:  Yes, that is my MP there, and so therefore I want to represent not 

just the feelings of my own family and my own community but also the feelings of 

my constituency of St. Ann’s East, which is why even at this hour, I cannot sit 

down.  I have to stand and represent the interests of my constituency and my 

community.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  The Member for Toco/Sangre Grande spoke about children 

not having money to go to school and not being able to go.  After you fire 30,000, 

more than 30,000 people in vulnerable communities, you will stand to say that?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Gonzales:  Again, I heard so much nonsense, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I 

could not believe it.   
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I hope the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande also knows that there are 

communities such as the one I live in.  When I was doing SEA, the teachers were 

telling me—I went to school in San Juan SDA.  They were telling me to put a 

different address on your SEA slip because there is geographic discrimination.  

Even in that time, there was.  So when you now denote communities, zones of 

special operation, what do you expect for the people in that community and how 

they will feel and for more of that geographic discrimination to take place?   

I want to bring to your attention, I grew up in that area in Sunshine Avenue, 

San Juan.  I still live there and people who grow up in areas that are depressed 

areas or areas that are low socioeconomic areas, when they remain in those 

communities, it is a powerful statement to those who are still there.  It gives 

inspiration to children living in those communities that they can also aspire and 

they can also attain.  When you do something like this, the effect that will have for 

many people is that they will seek to move out of those communities into 

communities where they feel their children and their families will not be 

discriminated against.  That will remove that element of inspiration from inside of 

these communities.   

So do not tell me it will have no effect.  Do not tell me that it will not affect 

these communities negatively when you denote them as these zones.  And do not 

tell me that people like myself, who are law-abiding, will not be affected if my 

community is denoted as a zone because I will also be a part of the many law-

abiding citizens in the community who will be affected by the few.  So do not act 

as though it is foolishness to say that.  Many of you can act that way because you 

do not live in these communities, but I do.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  I am not going to be long, but I am going to speak about 

the Social Transformation Committee because you see, there are enough reports.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker on a point of order, Standing Order 

53(1)(f) and (g).  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, Government Bench, let us let the Member speak 

in relative silence, please.  Thank you.  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Mr. Hosein:  [Interruption]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Saddam, let your constituents speak in peace.  I am 

speaking on your constituents’ behalf too.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to 

speak about clause 5 and I want to speak about putting the cart before the horse, 

and I want to speak about putting the most important part of the legislation at the 

bottom of it, giving it the least attention and making it the most vague part of it.  

You see, when we are speaking about the crime plan it is one thing to deal with the 

punitive and a lot has been said about the punitive in this legislation but the 

transformative aspect of it which is dealt with in just clause 25 and then in a bit in 

the Schedule, and even being dealt with this in the Social Transmission 

Committee, it is vague.  It has been brought to the attention before of how large the 

committee is.  It is very vague how many people can be on the committee.  There 

is no funding and I want to deal with that aspect because you see, I have been a 

Minister for 10 years, so I understand that you could put whatever on a piece of 

paper. If you have nothing in place to fund anything, then it is all just cosmetic.   

Look at this, in clause 25 it speaks about what the committee shall do:  
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“assess conditions within the Zone…  

develop a sustainable development plan… 

recommend social interventions… 

co-ordinate the implementation of social intervention programmes…”   

With what money?  This is something that just came out of the blue.  We are in the 

middle of a budget cycle.  We are already seeing the Government floundering with 

respect to monthly payments, all late, grants late, pensions late.  Yes, if you are not 

an MP, maybe you do not know, but my constituents keep speaking to me about 

these things.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  I am not lying, right.  We are already seeing that TTUTA 

cannot get their back pay.  We are seeing that the 10 per cent that was promised 

has been kind of half paid and still not paid properly.  Promise made promise not 

kept.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  So we are seeing definite issues with money.  So, 

therefore, this assessment plan and that development plan, where is the money 

going to come from?  And in addition to that, it takes time.  It takes time to 

develop these things and if you have the zone being denoted in six months, are you 

trying to tell me that in six months you are going to develop an assessment plan 

and implement it?  You have no money assigned.  You have a very, very vague 

and large-looking committee that we know is non-productive.  So really, really, 

who are you trying to fool by putting this on this paper, pretending as though you 

are going to transform somebody when you have no money and no real plan to do 



343 

Law Reform (Zones of Special Operation)  2026.01.16 
(Special Security and Community Development  

Measures) Bill, 2026 
Dr. Gadsby-Dolly (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

it?  This is all about the punitive and a crime plan cannot be centred on the 

punitive.  It must be centered on the transformative and that is why the Minister of 

Education is now reaping the benefits of the transformative work done for the past 

couple of years to change school violence.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  And therefore, this plan that is here before us, it is going to 

have a racial effect, it is going to increase the geographic discrimination and it is 

going to affect very severely the lives of many— 

Mr. Sturge:  Tedious repetition, tedious repetition, tedious repetition.   

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Superman, Superman.  

Ms. Ameen:  Standing Order 48(1).   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Standing Order 48(1) is related to relevance.  Member, 

I believe you have also already spoken about this.  So I ask you to continue, please.   

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I wish for clarification.  I am 

speaking about the geographic discrimination that will be imposed upon the people 

of my community based on this.  This is my contribution.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, you have been speaking about that for over 

or about 15 minutes.   

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Deputy Speaker, I have been speaking about punitive 

versus transformative.  I have been speaking about education and what we have 

done, which is why the transformative has helped and now the police in schools are 

getting the benefit of that.  I have been speaking about children who have no 

money to go to school because the Government has fired their parents, the 30,000 

people.  I have been speaking— 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  But this contributes to the repetition.  I have heard you, 

and you said it just a short while ago.  So I ask you to move on, please.   

Dr. N. Gadsby-Dolly:  Yes, thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  So, as I was 

making my contribution about the fact that the Special Transformative Committee 

is vague.  There is not enough detail here.  There is no funding to afford any of the 

plans that are written here to be implemented and I am saying that this means that 

this is simply cosmetic and what is going to happen is that it is going to have a 

punitive effect on these communities including the community in which I live.  

And therefore, we as the Opposition are saying that we cannot support this Bill.  

We cannot support what will be a discriminating Bill against the people of our 

communities, including myself, who lives in a community like this.  And we are 

saying that we have made certain suggestions.  One, that this can go to consultation 

with the even a joint select committee.  We are saying that even a consultation with 

the public would be very useful to hear and get some information about how this is 

going to affect persons.   

That is very important, very critical and I am here representing St Ann’s 

East and speaking about what St Ann’s East needs.  And they have put me here to 

do that, Madam Deputy Speaker, and I will make sure to do that.  I am also 

representing the community that lies in Barataria/San Juan because that is where I 

live.  And Madam Deputy Speaker, it is very, very difficult to sit and to hear 

persons who are not living in these communities contribute as though they are, 

because it is clear that not enough thought has been given to how this will really 

affect the lives of the citizens, the law-abiding citizens who live in these 

communities.  So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank you for the opportunity and the 
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privilege which I have been elected to do, which is to contribute on a Bill as 

important as this, even at 2.48 a.m. in the morning.  Thank you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General. 

 [Mr. Imbert stood]   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Hon. Member:  Sit down.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, I am on my legs.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk desk thumping] 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible]    

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, I am on my legs, please sit down.  I request 

all Members please sit down and I need silence in the Chamber right now. 

Hon. Member:  “He feel he is de boss.”  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Silence please, I am asking for silence from everyone 

here and I am on my legs right now.  Both of you did get up.  The Attorney 

General got up just a little bit before you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

2.50 am 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I would like to invoke Standing Order 52(1), page 32, 

for clarification of all.  

Dr. Moonilal:  Well done. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, we have been here for—
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is it 14 hours? Just about 14 hours today.  I would just like to remind the House—I 

was just hoping that some of us might slip out.  I would just like to remind the 

House, Madam Deputy Speaker, of the Bill that I rose about six hours ago to— 

Mr. Hosein:  “Go and point [Inaudible] Doh point at the Deputy Speaker like dat.” 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, we have been here for 14 hours.  This is 

very unnecessary.  Please, do not disrespect the Chamber.  Please, do not 

disrespect me.  Please, let the Attorney General finish his closing statement. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I thank you so much.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the 

Bill that I rose to pilot, this, well— 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Hosein:  He is using obscene language.    

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for Diego Martin North/East is 

using obscene, insulting language in the Chamber.  For a very seasoned 

politician— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Hosein:  48(4)— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin North/East—  

Mr. Imbert:  He told me about something with my wife.    

Hon. Members:  What?  What?  

Mr. Imbert:  You did not hear that part?    

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  There is a manual— 

Mr. Hosein:  I could tell you what I said.  I said, “Doh point up de Deputy Speaker 

like that is your daughter, go and go home and do that.”    

Mr. Imbert:  That is not true.    

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  There is a manual on the House of Representatives.  If 

you turn to the middle page in that manual, there is a table with words that are not 

allowed in this House.  That word is not in the table.  I ask you to refer to that 

manual, Member.  I would ask you to withdraw what you said and apologize.    

Mr. Imbert:  I apologize and withdraw.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, for the third time, when I 

rose to pilot the Bill before the House, about seven hours ago.  I had read the long 

title of the Bill.  Just for the benefit of my colleagues, the long title is:   

“An Act to provide for special measures…” 

Now, I just want to repeat that, just in case some of us did not hear, “An 

Act”.  It is an Act, okay?  This is not the Constitution.   

“It is an Act to provide for special measures for upholding and preserving 

the rule of law, public order, citizen security, and public safety within certain 

geographically defined areas of Trinidad and Tobago, and for other related 

matters.” 

That is the long title of the Act that is before us.  Now, right away, 

beginning with my distinguished colleague, Senior Counsel, Mr. Scotland, the 
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representative for Port of Spain South.  And, continuing thereafter, because Mr. 

Scotland stands above most of his colleagues in terms of his position on the Bench.  

But Mr. Scotland carried me straight to a case, and the case was the case from 

Jamaica.  On purpose, I did not go to that case.  You know why?  Because that case 

is a case on a constitutional provision, and that provision is analogous to section 8 

of the Trinidad and Tobago Constitution. 

That is an exercise that we are in, right now, and which was before the 

court—not the Court of Appeal—the court in Jamaica, a Full Court; three judges, 

not the Court of Appeal.  Now, section 8 of the Trinidad and Tobago Constitution, 

it is not an Act per se.  It is the Constitution.  As all the Constitutions in the region 

do, section 8 is a provision which deals with states of emergency.  What does it 

say?  It says:   

“Subject to this section, for the purposes of this chapter, the President—as 

she did in Trinidad a few months ago—“…may from time to time make a 

Proclamation, declaring that a state of public emergency exists.”  That is 

8(1).   

Section 8(2):   

A Proclamation made by the President under subsection (1) shall not be 

effective unless it contains…”—so and so, et cetera.   

Now, we are here this morning because the State of Emergency declared by Her 

Excellency the President in July of 2025 is coming to an end.  This Government 

will not go back to a position where the criminals run the country.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  We have decided to pass an Act.  This is not a 
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constitution.  It is a piece of legislation.  But, my friend, and all of his cronies, on 

the front Bench, or on the back Bench, referred me to the case of Douglas, Everton 

et al v The Minister of National Security, the Commissioner of Police and the 

Attorney General of Jamaica.  Now, cases are important things.  If I could just—I 

know it is late, but if I could just have a minute or two of your time to carry us 

through just a few sentences in the case to illustrate a point.  At paragraph two, that 

is just after paragraph one.  The judgment which is given by Mrs. Justice 

McDonald-Bishop says this:   

“The Government’s utilisation of states of public emergency...” 

What is she talking about?  She is talking about a state of public emergency.  

How do we know that?  Because she says so.  She is talking about a state of public 

emergency.  There was nothing in anything that I said when I piloted the Bill that 

said that I was talking to you about a state of emergency this afternoon.  As a 

matter of fact, I have forgotten state of emergency behind me.   

I have a piece of legislation in front of me.  I do not know, there is 

something called—I know that I have some colleagues who are doctors on this side 

of the Bench.  I see one at the very end of the Bench.  There is something called, I 

am told by my medical friends, folie à deux, and then there is something called 

folie à village”.  Well, I am told.  I am not a doctor, that folie à deux, it is the kind 

of madness that takes place when two mad people— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—speak to each other, and they have a 

conversation.  They alone know what they are talking about.    

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  
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Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  But they carry on a conversation, and then they do 

all sorts of things.  And then, folie à village, is where a group, not two, of people— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. Member:  A caucus.   

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Yes, something like that, a caucus.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  And a group of people sit, and they convince 

themselves that they are talking about something that the rest of us, you know, 

well, we sit and say, well, “We doh know what is going on here.  We doh get 

involved.”  I have sat here this evening for six hours.  Now, I am a patient man, but 

I have sat here for six hours this evening, and I have heard:  States of emergency.  I 

have heard, discriminatory states of emergency; I have heard about 

disproportionate states of emergency; I have heard all sorts of things about states of 

emergency, and my friend from Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West actually 

carried me to a paragraph in the case.  He said it was 62.  As a good student, I am 

looking at 62.  But, I think, it may have been paragraph 70. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Now, I think so, I am to subject correction.  So, if 

he is correct and I am wrong, then I am prepared to say 62.  We will not fight over 

that.  So, I think it begins at 70, but it could be 69.  I heard 62.  Now, what it said is 

this—and he went on to discuss—he said it was, my friend from Port of Spain 

North/St. Ann’s West, he said, he was talking about detention orders.  But I saw 

detention orders written about in paragraph 74, sorry.  At that point in time, again, 

I just read the first two lines, because I know it is late.  The judge says:   
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“It seems pertinent to note, as a starting point, that in evaluating detention of 

an individual within the legal framework of a SOE.”  

Mr. Alexander:  State of Emergency.  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  State of Emergency.   

Mr. Scotland SC:  Wait, Tunapuna, you got it?    

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  One cannot— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  So, if I could just—it is late, and I, you know, it is 

bedtime for some people.  So, he says:   

“…in evaluating detention of an individual within the legal framework of a 

SOE, one cannot divorce the legality of that detention from the 

constitutionality of it.”   

But, what I have to say, colleagues, is that wherever we were for the last 

couple of hours, let us try, on this side of the Bench of the House, that at any rate, 

to purge our minds of that, and to go back to the Bill, the long title of which I read 

for you at the very beginning.  So, there are a couple of differences between a state 

of emergency and the zones, which form the subject of the legislation that is before 

us this afternoon. 

3.05 a.m.  

The first one, and I hate to start at what I describe to be building blocks, you 

know, those alphabet blocks that you see, A, B, C, and so on.  But, really, a state of 

emergency is constitutional.  I think I said that already.  The zones that I came here 

to talk about this afternoon, well, those are statutory.  And that is why there is a 

piece of legislation before us.  It is legislation, an Act.  That is what I started with.  
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Now, there are a couple other things.  The states of emergency, because they are in 

the Constitution, the Constitution provides for national-level states of emergency.  

The zones that I thought I brought here this afternoon, well, they only focus on 

specific communities and specifically defined areas.   

Now, in the case that my colleague referred to, AG v Douglas, what the 

court—first of all, the decision had absolutely nothing to do with zones.  So let us 

just get that out of the way.  So when they brought the case up, let us just describe 

that as part of that thing that I spoke about, the “Foley thing.  Foley, a-village, or 

Foley, en deux, or trois, or quatre, or whatever it is.”  So when they looked at the 

AG v Douglas, that case held, and it held this and this alone, that the repeated use 

of what states of emergency as a normal crime-fighting tool is unconstitutional.  

That is what the decision of the court was.   

Now, the Court of Appeal, well, it is a full court, three judges, but different 

court system, they are not in the Court of Appeal.  But they have not ruled that the 

use of zones is unconstitutional.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  So—and I dislike coming to the Parliament of 

Trinidad and Tobago and in essence carrying on a class that I have carried on for—

I mean, the rest, all of my life, I have been trying to run away from the University 

of the West Indies teaching law.  I mean, I had a teacher, a teacher sitting next to 

me.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I think my teacher knows that I was pelting away 

from the Faculty of Law.  But here I am this afternoon, tonight, this morning, 
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trying to teach the difference between a piece of legislation, the Constitution, a 

decision on the Constitution, and the fact that there is no decision on a statute.  So 

colleagues, I just want you all to understand that for us to begin, right?   

Now, just one more point, if you all will indulge me.  The comment was 

made that the Constitution, the Bill, whatever it is they describe it as, that its 

provisions breach the separation of powers.  And that is because my colleague said, 

well, it is the Executive declaring the state of emergency.  Well, I think the lawyers 

on this side, the Prime Minister just sent me a note to remind me, I am sure the 

Member for San Juan/Barataria, the Member for St. Joseph, the Member for 

Tabaquite, and others, just some of us might know that the Executive is in our 

system comprised of yes, the President.  But all of us who sit— 

Ms. Ameen:  [Inaudible] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  I did not want to put it like that.  I am just trying to 

get us out of here at a decent time.  But the Member for St. Augustine is saying 

something which I think is correct, okay?  So that the Prime Minister is part of the 

Executive when she sits as the Head of the Cabinet, as is the President.  The 

President is the head of the Executive.  The Prime Minister, I do not think, has 

decided a case in the High Court.  I do not think that she sits above the High Court 

or Court of Appeal judges.  Let us just try to do it by process of elimination.  She is 

not the head of the Judiciary.  I think we have a head of the Judiciary.  I think I 

read that somewhere in the newspaper that there is a new Chief Justice.  I might 

have seen that somewhere.  And that is called the Judiciary.  

The Legislature is another arm and then there is the Executive.  So to say 

that well, the state of emergency that the President is okay to issue, to sign off on, 
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that for some reason or the other a piece of legislation which says the Prime 

Minister is not okay to sit and say, well, okay there is a problem in this community 

because of a separation of power is a nonsense argument.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Now, so we are back to the constitutionality of the 

Bill and I say the Bill not the Constitution.  So we are not dealing with the 

constitutionality of the Constitution, which is a nonsense in itself; the 

constitutionality of the Bill.  I have given the arguments.  The law now is Suratt 

and Suraj, proportionality.  We did not need to stick a special majority certificate 

on this piece of legislation.  Minister Hosein is saying yes.  And that is true.  

Because the Privy Council now says to us, and Mr. Al-Rawi was one of the 

architects of that.  Every second word out his mouth is Suratt and every third word 

out his mouth is Suraj, only two cases.  Two separate cases.   

But in those cases Baroness Hale said listen, govern yourself.  Just do it in 

proportional terms.  But you know what?  We stuck a special majority certificate 

on this piece of legislation.  Because we want them to agree with us and to pass the 

legislation.  We want this to be their only crime-fighting tool in the last 10 years.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  Because really and truly all that they have done 

this evening, tonight, this morning, is to tell us why this will not work.  And you 

know what?  They went as far as to say that they drafted a Bill, a Bill this time.  

Let us forget the Foley A, whatever.  They drafted a Bill in 2017.  They drafted a 

Bill in 2017 to deal with localized states of emergency.  And one of my colleagues 

on the other side said well you all should not take any great pleasure from that.  
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We did it first.  I have news for him.  That has been kicking around for about 20 

years.  Because I happened to have been Attorney General before and I saw in the 

National Security Council precisely that sort of legislation.  And you are looking 

now at 2005/2006.  

Okay?   

So that is a Bill to declare parts of Trinidad and Tobago, areas where you 

need special attention.  After riots, sometime under their tenure, they set up a study 

group led by Mr. Watkins.  I think the Member for Port of Spain South might be 

familiar with that.  There was a recognition that certain parts of Trinidad needed 

certain specialized attention.  Now I am not saying that for a second that that 

specialized attention extended to the type of attention that we think it requires.  But 

I make no apologies for piloting this piece of legislation.  It is hogwash to  say that 

there is anything that is racist about this.  I would never, the Member for 

Toco/Sangre Grande said he would never be a part of anything that discriminates.  

And the Prime Minister who is sitting on my left, I know the Prime Minister for 

over 30 years, would never be a part of any legislation in this country that 

discriminates against any group of people.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  All that we are determined to do, and we said it on 

the campaign trail, all that we are determined to do is to return to Trinidad and 

Tobago law and order.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:  And that is not old talk and reasons why this 

Constitution thing might not work and reasons why this might be difficult.  And 
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reasons why this—no.  We do the difficult things precisely because they are 

difficult and hard and because they need to be done.  It is not going to be easy to 

fix this country.  It is not going to be easy to turn this country around from a 

decade of cozying up to the criminal elements in every institution of the State, in 

the URP, in the CEPEP and in their own private dealings— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Sen. The Hon. J. Jeremie SC:—where every Monday morning they were hopping 

on a train on an airplane going God alone knows where, to do whatever to break 

sanctions.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Bill before the House is the Government’s 

attempt to establish zones and those zones will be the zones in which we will 

concentrate to eradicate the scourge of violent crime in this community.  With 

those few words, I beg to move.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

3.20a.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 to 28 ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

Schedule ordered to stand part of the Bill.  

Preamble approved. 

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

House resumed. 
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Question put:  That the Bill be read a third time and passed.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  This Bill requires a three-fifths majority.     

The House divided:  Ayes 27   Noes 11  

Padarath, Hon. B.  

Persad-Bissessar SC, Hon. K.  

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.   

Morris, Hon. W.  

Benjamin, Hon. M.  

Sobers, Hon. S.  

Watts, Hon. P.  

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R.  

Kesar, Hon. E.  

Elder, Hon. C.  

Sam, Ms. S.  
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Narinesingh, H.  

Roopnarine, Dr. N.  

Gosine, Dr. C.   

Thomas, D.  

Sampson, J. 

NOES 

Gonzales, M.  

Beckles, P.   

Imbert, C. 

Gadsby-Dolly, Dr. N.  

Young SC, S.  

Scotland SC, K.   

de Nobriga, S.  

Manning, B.  

Marcelle, K.  

Des Vignes, H.  

Romain, D.  

Question agreed to.  

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Members, we are now reverting to an earlier matter. 

PAPER LAID 

Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amendment to the Ninth Schedule) (No. 4) 

Order, 2025.  [The Minister of Public Utilities and Minister in the Office of the 

Prime Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath)]  
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UNREVISED 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Leader of the House.  

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Madam Deputy Speaker, it will be remiss of 

me if the Government does not recognize your first solo stint of presiding over the 

House.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]    

Hon. B. Padarath:  I thank you, and congratulate you for presiding with such 

alacrity, decisiveness and strength.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I beg to move that 

this House do now adjourn to a date to be fixed.   

Question put and agreed to. 

House adjourned accordingly. 

Adjourned at 3.33a.m.  

 


