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Leave of Absence  2026.05.08 

 

UNREVISED 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, May 08, 2026 

The House met at 1.30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Sampson, the Member for Tobago West, who has requested leave of absence from 

today’s sitting of the House, that leave which the Member seeks is hereby granted.  

PAPERS LAID 

1. Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations, 2026. 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath)] 

2. Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Fixed Penalty Payment Method and Payee) 

Order, 2026.  [Hon. B. Padarath] 

3. Submission to the Competent Authority of ILO Convention No. 192 and ILO 

Recommendation No. 209 concerning Biological Hazards in the Working 

Environment.  [Hon. Barry Padarath] 

4. Audited Financial Statements of the Export-Import Bank of Trinidad and 

Tobago Limited (EXIMBANK) for the year ended December 31, 2025 [The 

Minister of Finance and Minister in the Ministry of Planning, Economic Affairs 

and Development (Hon. Davendranath Tancoo)] 

Paper 4 to be referred to the Public Accounts (Enterprises) Committee 
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JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE REPORT 

Social Services and Public Administration  

Special Report on the Prevalence of Non-communicable Diseases in Trinidad 

and Tobago 

(Presentation) 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for San Fernando West. 

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Mr. Speaker, I have 

the honour to present the following report: 

Special Report of the Joint Select Committee on Social Services and Public 

Administration on an Inquiry into Trinidad and Tobago’s response to the 

prevalence of Non-communicable diseases with a specific focus on Diabetes, 

Cardiological Diseases and Cancer, First Session (2025/2026), Thirteenth 

Parliament.  Thank you. 

PRIME MINISTER’S QUESTIONS 

Disruption in Service at Licensing Offices  

(Reasons for) 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

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

Can the Prime Minister give reasons for the widespread disruption in service that 

impacted thousands of citizens at the Licensing Offices? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

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

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  I am advised by The Minister of Transport 

and Civil Aviation, that on Monday morning, May 4th, 2026, the Licensing 
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Division’s data centre provider, experienced technical difficulties. I am further 

advised that the issues was resolved and offices began reopening nationally from 

11.00 a.m.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

World Press Freedom Index  

(Trinidad and Tobago’s Standing) 

Madam Chairman:  Member for Diego Martin Central.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Symon de Nobriga (Diego Martin Central): Thank you Mr. Speaker.  

Question to the Prime Minister:  

In light of Trinidad and Tobago’s recent decline in the World Press Freedom 

Index, can the Prime Minister indicate what measures are being taken to improve 

Trinidad and Tobago’s standing in the future? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

The Prime Minister (Hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC):   Mr. Speaker—thank 

you all very much.  May I take this moment to wish everyone Happy Mothers’ 

Day.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Mr. Speaker, my Government, both previously 

and presently, has remained committed to ensuring press freedom— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—and operating with the highest level of respect 

and freedom of expression within the confines of the existing law. Our style, that 

of my Government, has never been to insult, denigrate, bully, or mislead the 

media.  That is not our way. 



4 

Prime Minister’s Questions (cont’d)  2026.05.08 

 

UNREVISED 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Therefore, I can assure all of Trinidad and Tobago 

including media practitioners, that my Government supports fair, accurate, 

transparent, responsible and non-partisan reporting. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

URGENT QUESTIONS 

Shooting of Police Officer in Longdenville  

(Update on Investigation) 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

the Minister of Homeland Security.  Can the Minister provide an update on the 

May 5, 2026 shooting of a police officer in Longdenville?  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, I 

take full paternity for all the questions asked today and also— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter and desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  And, Mr. Speaker, at this time, the investigation that is 

taking place with respect to that shooting in Longdenville continues.  The officer, 

however, was off duty, but that does not change the landscape of the investigation.   

Additional patrols—the officers were advised to pay more attention while on 

duty and off duty.  Mr. Speaker, intelligence-led operations continue in the 

Longdenville area at this time.  Other parts of the operation, Mr. Speaker, in fear of 

national security, I want to say no further on it, Mr. Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 



5 

Urgent Questions (cont’d)  2026.05.08 

 

UNREVISED 

Mr. Speaker:  Arouca/Lopinot.  

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much.  Supplemental questions to the Minister.   

Minister can you indicate, without breaching national security considerations, 

whether anyone has been arrested and/or is being questioned in relation to this very 

serious matter?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister, can I invite you to limit your answer to the arrest 

part?  The questioning part I think is not permissible, and you know why.  So, I 

will just ask you to limit your answer to that and whatever you can say with regard 

to that.  

Hon. R. Alexander:  Mr. Speaker, this investigation is at a sensitive stage and we 

do not want to divulge too much information as it relates.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Arouca/ Lopinot.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr.  Speaker.  Supplemental question to 

the Minister.  Minister can you indicate whether any specific measures of being 

instituted by the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service to improve security among 

law enforcement officers in Trinidad and Tobago?  

Mr. Speaker:  That is a different question that does not arise, so, disallowed.  We 

can move to the next question, which is yours once again.  Go ahead.  

San Juan/St. Joseph Areas 

(Measures to Improve Safety) 

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

Will the Minister inform this House, what urgent measures are being taken to 

improve safety in the San Juan and St Joseph areas, following the reported home 

invasions and trauma on May 4, 2026? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, I 

once again take full paternity for this question, as it relates to the home invasions 

in the San Juan and St. Joseph area.  Mr. Speaker, information from law 

enforcement is that they are pursuing particular individuals.  Mr. Speaker, we 

understand that there are persons who are coming in from different areas and 

performing these acts.   

A number of persons have been identified, and they are being pursued as we 

speak.  A number initiatives, inclusive of intelligence from different agencies, are 

now part of the operation, Mr. Speaker.  Thank you.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Arouca?  

Mr. Gonzales:  Mr. Speaker, supplemental question to the Minister.  Minister, can 

you indicate whether there has been increase in patrols on other security 

interventions to ensure the safety of the residence in San Juan and in St. Joseph?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.  

Hon. R. Alexander:  Mr. Speaker, I know it is difficult for the Member to 

understand police operations, however— 

Mr. Elder:  He just would not understand.  

Hon. R. Alexander: —yeah, he would not understand that.  So, let me explain this 

again. Intelligence operation require a number of activities, Mr. Speaker.  And for 

those who do not know and for those who know, it involves an up-tick in 

operations as it relates to policing, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  Question No. 3, to the Member for Arouca/Lopinot. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Safety in Icacos 

(Urgent Measures to Improve) 

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

To the Minister of Homeland Security, will the Minister inform this House, what 

urgent measures are being taken to improve safety in the Icacos area following the 

discovery of a mutilated headless body? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, 

only yesterday, I went to that area, of which I am familiar, and had conversations 

with a number of persons. Mr. Speaker, there has been intense police operations 

taking place at this time. Additional patrols, inclusive of joint patrols with other 

agencies and intelligence gathering from other agencies.  We have also asked our 

friends, who are hated by many of you, to assist in the operations, thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

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

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Belmont Shooting Incident 

(Security Measures) 

Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/ St. Ann’s West):  Thank you very 

much, Mr. Speaker.  To the Minister of Homeland Security.  Having regard to the 

current State of Emergency and in light of the shooting incident in Belmont on 

Thursday around 9:00 a.m., which resulted in the death of a two-year-old child and 

two other persons, what is the Government doing to ensure security and safety of 

the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Once again, Mr. 

Speaker, the death of any person is of concern to this Government.  However, Mr. 

Speaker, again, when these things happen, I traverse to the area and have 

conversations with persons and, at this time, they are highly annoyed because they 

wanted what we wanted to give to them, which is a Zone of Special Operations.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. R. Alexander:  Because, Mr. Speaker, they understood what was happening 

there.  It is not just about crime, but also about the development of our people.  

However, Mr. Speaker, the increase in patrols, intelligence gathering, identification 

of persons who committed the offence, and persons are now hiding from the law 

enforcement officers; however, Mr. Speaker, again, everything will be done to 

protect the citizens, even those in Laventille, as they call upon us to represent them 

in a different type of way.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

1.45 p.m.  

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North.   

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much.  Hon. Member for Tunapuna, a month ago 

you stood and gave the identical answer to a similar situation.  

Mr. Speaker:  Port of Spain North, can you please ask the question?   

Mr. Young SC:  I am.  Can you please advise what new measures have been put 

in place to protect the citizens of Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, and 

Laventille, seeing that you want to identify Laventille as though it is some separate 

country, which we take great offence to? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.  Member for Port of Spain North—Minister. 
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Hon. R. Alexander:  Mr. Speaker, we did not identify Laventille as a separate 

country.  The people identified themselves as not being properly represented in this 

Parliament.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. R. Alexander:  And, if the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, 

was paying attention, he would realize that there are persons who are moving out 

of their constituency and into other persons’ constituencies.   

On the morning that this took place, there was a very upscale operation taking 

place in the Oropune police district, and we had to move resources from one place 

to another. And, Mr. Speaker, the Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, 

would remember, he being a past Minister of National Security, that they left us 

with a dilapidated infrastructure— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. R. Alexander:—a depleted manpower resource, and also, Mr. Speaker, old 

school, I want to call it, old-school technology that sat with us until today.  But you 

know what, Mr. Speaker?  I am here, and I will fix it all.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

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

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much.  To the hon. Minister of Homeland 

Security, with respect to your constant reference to the ZoSo Bill, would you 

please tell the population why you have not—you and the Government—

implemented the social side of the Bill and brought back all of the programmes 

under the Ministry of Youth Development and National Services?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  All right, disallowed.  We move to question No. 5.  Port of Spain 

South.    
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Attack on Alderman Wayne Griffith 

(Enhanced Security Measures) 

Mr. Keith Scotland SC (Port of Spain South):  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

To the hon. Minister of Homeland Security:  Having regard to the recent escalation 

of violent incidents in schools and following the attack on Alderman Wayne 

Griffith, can the Minister state what immediate measures are being implemented to 

enhance security for students, teachers, public officials and other members of the 

public?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.    

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Mr. Speaker, 

sometimes when I stand here, I believe that I am dealing with a bunch of confused 

participants.  Confused to the extent where, Mr. Speaker, just a short time ago, we 

were defending police in schools, right here, for almost four hours, five hours, six 

hours, and now I am hearing what we did.  Well, Mr. Speaker, let me help them 

then.   

Mr. Speaker, this situation was dealt with.  It is an isolated incident and persons 

were already suspended with an investigation into if they may be further charged, 

as it relates to this matter.  Mr. Speaker, all citizens, we have a care and a concern 

for all citizens and all the right measures will be put in place to protect them.  But, 

they too, Mr. Speaker, they too must understand that, listen, police cannot be in 

every location at every one time.  So, it is your responsibility sometimes to further 

protect yourself and not be a victim of crime and not encourage yourself to be a 

victim of crime.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South.  

Mr. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, following the response of the hon. Minister and 
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his reference to police in schools, can the hon. Minister tell us whether in the 

Tranquility Government Secondary School there was a police or police presence in 

that school at the material time?   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Minister. 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Mr. Speaker, I do not want to speak on behalf of my 

colleague, the Minister of Education, but we are bombarded with requests, Mr. 

Speaker, for police officers in the school.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  At this time, I hold on that question, Sir, because we are not 

sure, we are not sure at this time whether a full investigation was done into that 

matter, completing the whole investigation.  However, Mr. Speaker, there are 

schools that are still—requesting from us—and that just may be one of the schools.  

Mr. Scotland SC:  And I too take paternity of not always being— 

Hon Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  [Inaudible] bright.  But may I, maybe through you, Mr. 

Speaker, ask the question?  I asked whether or not at the time—were police 

officers present and stationed at the school.  Mr. Speaker, I have not gotten an 

answer. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Again, Mr. Speaker, I am waiting for a full and total report 

as it relates to this matter. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. Speaker:  No, your two questions have expired.   
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ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, 

I am happy to report that the Government is prepared to answer all questions on the 

Order Paper. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

Arrangements for the Schools Laptop Programme  

(Procurement and Funding of) 

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

Utilities:  

With reference to the Schools Laptop Programme can the Minister 

provide the following: 

(i) copies of the request for proposal, expression of interest or other 

procurement methodology, used by TSTT for the procurement of 

the laptops; 

(ii) whether TSTT engaged a private partner or company to assist in 

raising funds for the purchase of the laptops and if so, the name of 

the private entity and the selection process utilized for engaging 

the entity; 

(iii) whether TSTT provided funding assistance in the form of a loan to 

the government for the purchase of the laptops and if so the value 

of the loan or credit facility; the brand and specifications of the 

laptops, the price paid per unit and the contract price paid for each 

laptop; 

(iv) whether TSTT engaged private consultancy services to assist in the 

procurement process of the laptops and if so what were the name 
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or names of the consultants, the terms and the cost for engaging in 

these services; 

(v) the actual budget expended for the purchase of the laptops, the 

value funded directly from releases made to the Ministry of 

Education; and 

(vi) the value of funding received from TSTT and/or any other private 

entity? 

Procedures at NMTS  

(CEO Recruitment) 

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

Utilities:  

With regard to the recruitment process for the Chief Executive Officer by 

the National Maintenance Training and Security Company Limited 

(NMTS), can the Minister provide the following: 

(i) copies of the request for proposal, expression of interest or other 

procurement methodology, used by TSTT for the procurement of the 

laptops; 

(ii) the number of applicants that responded to the advertisement/s for the 

position of CEO; 

(iii) the number of applicants that were shortlisted for the position of 

CEO? 

(iv) whether the recruitment process was done internally or through an 

external entity and if through an external entity provide the name, 

terms of engagement, procurement process utilized to engage this 

entity and the associated cost; 
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(v) the names and portfolios of the persons that comprised the interview 

panel; 

(vi) the names and portfolios of the persons that comprised the interview 

panel; 

(vii) the Job Description for the position of CEO of NMTS, inclusive of 

the educational and professional experience requirements; and the 

educational qualifications of Mr. Nicholas Khanhai who was 

selected as the CEO? 

Vide end of sitting for written answers. 

ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, question No. 61.    

NGC Maintenance of Required Right of Way 

(Details of) 

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

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries: 

With regard to the National Gas Company of Trinidad and Tobago (NGC) 

maintenance of the majority of the required right of way around its gas 

pipelines across mainland Trinidad and Tobago, could the hon. Minister 

advise on the following:  

(i) whether the company has continued to maintain the said right of way; if 

no, the reason/s that the company has not maintained its right of way; 

and 

(ii) if yes, the name/s of the individuals and or companies that were 

awarded the contracts to maintain the rights of way?  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 
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The Minister of Energy and Energy Industries (Hon. Dr. Roodal 

Moonilal):  Thank you very much.  Mr. Speaker, in response to question No. 61, 

the NGC has partially maintained the right of way since the conclusion of contracts 

that were in place for vegetation control.   

Part (ii).  NGC has taken the opportunity to revisit and revise the scope of works 

and risk assessment for this particular activity, given the erroneous risk 

categorization in the past, which required vendors to be STOW-certified.  NGC is 

currently finalizing the strategy to re-engage the services with a focus on 

expanding the vendor list to provide opportunities for the communities in which 

our right of way traverses.   

Part (iii), not applicable.  

Mr. Speaker:  Member.   

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  To the Minister of Energy 

and Energy Industries, with respect to the answer that it is partially being 

maintained, can you please tell us what percentage of the NGC pipelines are being 

maintained?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.    

Hon. Dr. R. Moonilal:  Hon. Speaker, the Member may file a question 

specifically on that and we can get back to him.   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Member.  

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much.  Would the Minister of Energy and 

Energy Industries please tell us which are the companies that are currently doing 

this partial maintenance?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Mr. Stuart Young SC:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  The question in the 

main speaks to companies that were awarded contracts.  If the former Minister files 
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a question on the specific contractors at this time, he is sure to get a response.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Member.   

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much.  To the Minister of Energy and Energy 

Industries, would you kindly advise what process of procurement does NGC intend 

to use?   

Mr. Speaker:  I do not think that—I think that is beyond the purview of the 

question.  I think you would ask that in another way, you know.  But it is beyond 

the purview of the original question and any of the other (i), (ii), (iii), that were 

part of this question.  So, that is not a permissible question.   

We move now to question 62.  Member for Port of Spain North/St.  Ann’s West.  

National Energy Corporation of Trinidad and Tobago (NECTT) 

(Payment of Dividends) 

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

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries: 

With regard to the payment of dividends by the National Energy Corporation 

of Trinidad and Tobago (NECTT) since May 01, 2025, would the hon. 

Minister indicate the following: 

(i) whether any dividends have been paid;  

(ii) the total amount of dividends that have been paid to date;  

(iii) the date each dividend payment was made; and  

(iii) in what currency were the payments made?  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

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

Thank you very much.  Mr. Speaker, in relation to question No. 62, part (i), yes, 

dividends were paid by National Energy Corporation of Trinidad and Tobago.  Part 
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(ii), the total amount of dividends that have been paid to date is US $60 million.   

Part (iii), Mr. Speaker, the dates dividends were paid to the NGC are as follows:  

US $30 million on September 23, 2025 and US $30 million on January 16, 2026.  

Part (iv), the currency in which the payments were made was United States dollars.   

Mr. Young SC:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  To the Minister of Energy 

and Energy Industries, these dividends paid in US dollars to the National Gas 

Company, the parent company, were they then given out—paid—via dividends to 

the Minister of Finance?   

Mr. Speaker:  I think that is a different question.  I do not think that arises here.  If 

you look at the question you asked, you asked very specific questions and you took 

the time to separate the questions.  So, you know that does not arise and it is not 

permissible under the Standing Orders.  So, next question.    

La Brea Industrial Development Company Limited (LABDICO) 

(Payment of Dividends) 

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

Minister of Energy and Energy Industries: 

With regard to the payment of dividends by La Brea Industrial Development 

Company Limited (LABDICO) since May 01, 2025, would the hon. 

Minister indicate the following:  

(i) whether any dividends have been paid; 

(ii) the total amount of dividends that have been paid to date;  

(iii) the date each dividend payment was made; and iv. in what currency 

were the payments made? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

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

Thank you very much.  Mr. Speaker, in response to question No. 63, one response, 
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no dividends have been paid by LABIDCO since May 01, 2025.   

Mr. Speaker:  2025.  Thank you.  So let us go now to question No. 67.  Member 

for Arouca/Lopinot. 

National Gas Company of Trinidad and Tobago (NGC) 

Pipeline Rights of Way  

(Maintenance of) 

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

Utilities: 

Can the Minister provide an update on the following projects to improve the 

supply of water in the respective communities:   

i. the drilling of a new Well in Valencia; and  

ii. the drilling of two new Wells in Wallerfield? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, 

these projects are currently receiving the attention of the Water and Sewerage 

Authority (WASA).  In some instances, I have been advised by WASA that more 

efficient options are available to serve the area, and projects are being adjusted 

accordingly to prioritize the most effective solutions.   

Mr. Speaker, in the process, WASA is currently scoping and identifying funding 

for those alternative projects that will yield better results as opposed to the drilling 

of these wells that have been identified in the question.   

Mr. Speaker:  Arouca/Lopinot.   

Mr. Marvin Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Supplemental 

question to the Minister.  Minister, can you indicate to the Parliament, and by 

extension the country, what are the efficient options that are being pursued by 
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WASA to improve the supply of water in the affected communities?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Thank you kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, WASA has 

indicated to me, as the line Minister with responsibility, that there are several 

projects that they are looking at, both in the area of water production and water 

distribution.  It is not just simply a production issue, but it is also a distribution 

issue.  They are harmonizing those projects right now and I will share that 

subsequently with the hon. Member.   

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.  Shall we go to question No. 69?  The Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot.  

Mr. Brent Thomas  

(Status of Missing File) 

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

Homeland Security:In light of reports regarding the disappearance of a file in 

relation to Mr. Brent Thomas, can the Minister confirm: 

(i) whether the file was discovered missing in the Ministry of Homeland 

Security; 

(ii) the date on which it was discovered missing; 

(iii) whether a report was made to the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service 

regarding the alleged missing file; and 

(iv) whether this matter is the subject of an internal investigation? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister of Homeland Security. 

The Minister of Homeland Security (Hon. Roger Alexander):  Thank you for 

the question again.  Mr. Speaker, no file has gone missing from the Ministry of 

Homeland Security.  And so, part (ii) of the question, no date can be given as to the 

missing file, because there is no missing file.   
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Part (iii), whether a report was made to the police.  A report was made to the police 

in the initial investigation that they are still investigating or they may have 

completed the investigation.  No investigation came to the Ministry of Homeland 

Security. And whether the matter is a subject of internal investigation, Mr. 

Speaker, I can speak to the police in that.  However, Mr. Speaker, let it be known 

that no file, criminal, is kept at the Ministry.  It is kept with the police and with the 

Director of Public Prosecution.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

2.00 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Member.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Supplemental question to the 

Minister:  Minister, having regard to the fact that a senior Government Minister 

informed the country that a file in relation to Brent Thomas has gone missing, are 

you saying that what the Minister has told the country is not true? 

Hon. R. Alexander:  Mr. Speaker, what I am saying to the country is, what I just 

said is true.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

UDeCOTT Project- Diego Martin Sporting Complex 

(Status of) 

74. Mr. Colm Imbert (Diego Martin North/East) asked the hon. Minister of 

Works and Infrastructure: 

Can the Minister state whether the Government has abandoned, suspended 

or truncated the UDeCOTT project – Phase 2 of the Diego Martin Sporting 

Complex in Bagatelle, which is designed to create community sporting 

facilities in a low-income, at-risk area?  

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Minister. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

Mr. Speaker, I cannot help but note the irony that the hon. Member, who 

orchestrated a walkout here last week Friday because he did not want to answer a 

question, actually has a question to pose in this House today.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. Member:  Yes, she is answering, so take it “nah”. 

Hon. J. John:  No, we answer questions.  That is the point. “Yuh understand?  We 

doh duck and run.  Yuh understand?”  However, phase 1— 

Mr. Tancoo:  “Dey fraid of answers.”  

Hon. J. John:  They are afraid of answers—of the Diego Martin Sporting 

Complex was completed in February of 2014—2019, sorry.  It entailed the design, 

construction and fit out of a 2,042-seat capacity pavilion, along with the 

rehabilitation of the playfield, external road and drainage works, team changing 

and locker rooms, public washrooms, service rooms and other ancillary facilities.   

In July2020, a contract was awarded for phase 2, stage one, and it entailed 

the design and construction of the following: Community playfield, two dual-use 

basketball and netball hard courts, pavilion with washrooms, electrical kiosk, 

retaining walls and external lighting.   

The project status to date as at April2026—well, now we are in May—the 

project is at 61 per cent completion, with the progress of the works as follows: 

Pavilion, ground floor slab, completed; hard court number one, installation of the 

framing and associated fencing, completed; hard court number two, they have 

installed the associated framing and associated fencing; completion of the 

blockwork and roof slab for the electrical room; and there has been clearing and 
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grubbing of the playfield.   

In light of the above and the rate of progress of works, I am to advise this 

honourable House that the work has not been abandoned, and it will continue, 

maybe for the next 12 months or so to completion. 

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Diego Martin North/East. 

Mr. Imbert:  Mr. Speaker, in light of the Minister’s statement that a pavilion and 

other works were done in 2014, can I ask— 

Hon. J. John:  I said 2019.   

Mr. Imbert:  You said ’14.   

Hon. Member:  She changed it up.   

Mr. Imbert:  Oh, you corrected yourself.  Nothing was done in 2014 by your 

government.  Now, come to my supplemental question— 

Mr. Speaker:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Padarath:  What is the question, please?  

Mr. Imbert:  I have a supplemental.   

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, I know, but rather than engage in a purposeless sense of 

argument, just ask the question.   

Mr. Imbert:  Mr. Speaker, my questions always have purpose.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, that is a matter of—[Inaudible] 

Mr. Imbert:  Can the Minister confirm that the contract is continuing, the 

contractor is being paid, and can the Minister say when this project will be 

completed?  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.  

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. J. John:  Mr. Speaker, in the same way the contract was completed and the 

project was not mobilized—this was a completed project, the Couva children’s 

hospital for the vulnerable.  And this Member, who sat as the Minister of Finance, 

never made an allocation for it.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. J. John:  All right?  That is what he should be asking.  The Debe campus 

that, as Minister of Finance and the de facto Prime Minister, he left incomplete for 

the vulnerable children from Princes Town, Debe, La Brea, Point Fortin, and San 

Fernando East and West, this gentleman did not have any allocation for it.  For the 

hon. Roodal Moonilal, 10 years, they left a school, the Ramai Trace Hindu Primary 

School, incomplete.  

Dr. Moonilal:  Yes, yes, yes.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. J. John: He did not ask a question about that.  I have nothing else to answer 

for this Member.   

Hon. Member:  Shame. 

Mr. Speaker:  Can I say that I think you have made your contextual point? 

Hon. J. John:  That is the context, yes. 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, I think you made your contextual point sufficiently clear 

enough.   Member for Diego Martin North/East.  

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Imbert:  I would simply ask my supplemental again.  Is the contract 

continuing, is the contractor being paid, and when will the project be finished?   

Mr. Speaker:  All right, that is—unless— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Member:  She never answered.   
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Mr. Imbert:  She did not answer me.  She did not answer me.  Try that.   

Hon. J. John:  The work has not stopped.  And if the work has not stopped, the 

contract has not been cancelled.   

Mr. Tancoo:  That is how they do it.   

Hon. J. John:  That is the point.  Couva children’s hospital, 230 beds; 230 beds.   

Hon. Member:  Answer that. 

Hon. J. John:  And the Debe campus—exactly—for 2,500 students.  Ramai Trace 

Hindu Primary School, they actually took off the name of the hon. Minister from 

the school.  Spite! Yes, that is the context, yeah?   

Hon. Member:  Shame.  

Hon. J. John:  “Doh ask anymore questions.”  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. Member:  “Doh ask anything again.” 

Mr. Speaker:  Unless we have another supplemental, I propose to move to— 

Mr. Imbert:  You are only allowed two.   

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. Imbert:  You are allowed four?  Oh yes.  [Laughter]    

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, he seems—you know, it is somewhat surprising for someone, 

who claims a thorough knowledge of the Standing Orders, to realize that in 

Questions on Notice, you have four supplementals.  And to be caught by surprise 

and saying that you only have two, that is a very rare and admirable admission 

from you.  So, come on, third question.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Imbert:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  Unlike you, Mr. Speaker, I am not perfect.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. Imbert:  Could you—could the Minister say— 
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Mr. Speaker:  Well, I am happy you recognized that.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Imbert:  I always know that.  Could the Minister say when the project will be 

completed?  “Yuh not answering dat.” 

Hon. Member:  That is right. Answer the question.  Answer.   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.  

Hon. J. John:  The project is 61per cent completed.   

Mr. Imbert:  I did not ask that.  

Hon. J. John:  I did not say it has stopped.  The project is ongoing, so it will be 

completed.   

Hon. Member:  So the 29 per cent will be completed.   

Hon. J. John:  Right, exactly.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  I am going to permit you a supplemental. 

Mr. Imbert:  Fourth supplemental. 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, but it must be a proper question and a permissible one. 

Mr. Imbert:  It is the same one.  I am not getting any answer. 

Mr. Speaker:  All right. Well, have a seat.  We are moving on. 

Mr. Imbert:  So, I cannot get the answer?   

Mr. Speaker:  Well, you signalled that you are going to ask the same question, 

and that is why I said— 

Mr. Imbert:  Supplemental. 

Mr. Speaker:  No, no, no, you lost your chance.  We are moving to 77. 

Mr. Imbert:  No, Mr. Speaker.  No, no, “yuh cyah say dat.  Yuh cyah do dat.”  I 

am allowed one more, according to you. 

Mr. Speaker:  No.   



26 

Oral Answers to Questions (cont’d)  2026.05.08 

 

UNREVISED 

Mr. Imbert:  You said I have four.   

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, but I asked— 

Mr. Imbert:  I have revised it. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hang on.   

Mr. Imbert:  I have revised it.  

Mr. Speaker:  No, no, no, no, no.  That is an abuse of process. 

Mr. Imbert:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  That is an abuse of process.  No, no.  You told me— 

Mr. Imbert:  So, what kind of behaviour is that?  

Mr. Speaker:  You represented to me that you were going to ask the same 

question.   

Mr. Imbert:  Since you said, “no”, I will change it.   

Mr. Speaker:  So if I say “no” 10 times, you will change it 10 times?  

Mr. Imbert:  Yes.  

Mr. Speaker:  No, that is an abuse.  Come, Question No. 77.   

UTC Growth and Income Fund 

(Discontinuation of Price Guarantee Provision) 

77. Mr. Brian Manning (San Fernando East) asked the hon. Minister of 

Finance: 

With regard to the recent decision by the Unit Trust Corporation to 

discontinue the Price Guarantee Provision on new subscriptions to its 

Growth and Income Fund effective February 02, 2026, can the Minister state 

the reasons for this decision? 

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Minister of Finance.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Finance and Minister in the Ministry of Planning, Economic 
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Affairs and Development (Hon. Davendranath Tancoo):  Mr. Speaker, I 

welcome the opportunity to respond to this question to provide the facts and to 

share some information with the Member opposite, and to reassure the public that 

the Trinidad and Tobago Unit Trust Corporation remains a strong, regulated and 

professionally-managed financial institution, delivering consistently exceptional 

returns to unit holders.  The decision to discontinue the Price Guarantee Provision 

on new subscriptions to the Growth and Income Fund, effective February02, 2026, 

applies only to new subscriptions from that date and does not disturb existing 

rights under the Fund.   

Mr. Speaker, the Price Guarantee Provision was introduced in 1985, when Trinidad 

and Tobago’s security market was still in its early infant stages.  At that time, it 

served an important purpose by helping to build public confidence and 

encouraging citizens to participate in market-based investments.  The financial 

market has, however, changed significantly since 1985.  The Unit Trust 

Corporation has matured, investor awareness has improved and the regulatory 

environment has strengthened.   

In that context, Mr. Speaker, the Corporation conducted a strategy review of 

the Growth and Income Fund, including its structure, obligations and long-term 

sustainability.  Following that review, the Board of Directors determined that the 

Price Guarantee Provision, while useful in the earlier infant years of the Fund, is 

now a legacy feature, which creates a continuing financial obligation for the 

Corporation when market values decline.  The decision was therefore taken as a 

matter of prudent governance, sustainability, and responsible fiscal and fund 

management.  It is also in line with international best practice, creating a better-

managed, stronger UTC.  

Mr. Speaker, I want to be very clear that this change does not mean that the 
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Growth and Income Fund is unsafe.  It does not mean that the Unit Trust is 

abandoning prudent management.  It does not mean that investors should lose 

confidence in the Corporation.  In fact, Mr. Speaker, this action brings the Fund on 

par with international best practice.  The Fund will continue to be managed in 

accordance with sound investment principles, strong governance standards and 

applicable regulatory requirements.  The Corporation engaged with the Central 

Bank of Trinidad and Tobago, and the Trinidad and Tobago Securities and 

Exchange Commission, and also informed unit holders through direct 

communication, formal notification letters and the required regulatory notice.   

Mr. Speaker, this is a measured modernization of the fund.  It aligns new 

subscriptions with current investment practice, supports long-term strength of the 

Corporation, and preserves confidence in the Growth and Income Fund as a 

professionally-managed investment option.  Under this Government, led by this 

hon. Prime Minister, the Unit Trust Corporation remains a strong national 

institution guided by prudent management, sound governance, regulatory oversight 

and a long-standing responsibility to the investing public.  Mr. Speaker, I thank 

you.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for San Fernando East.   

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker, thank you.  Is the Minister of Finance saying that 

currently, under this Fund, previously, investors were guaranteed a return, and now 

they are no longer guaranteed that return?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.  

Hon. D. Tancoo:  Mr. Speaker, I think I am very capable of explaining my words.  

If the Member does not understand, that is a matter for him.   But the statement I 

have just provided is absolutely clear.  His question has already been asked and 
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clearly answered.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  San Fernando East. 

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker, I am sorry, but I may have missed the answer to the 

question.  What they did was remove the guarantee for depositors in this Fund.  So 

I am asking, is it that the new depositors are no longer guaranteed a return under 

this Fund?  That is it.    

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister, is your answer going to be any different, rather than 

us—[Inaudible]— 

Hon. D. Tancoo:  Asked and answered, Mr. Speaker.   

Mr. Speaker:—and take up the 40 minutes. 

Hon. D. Tancoo:  Asked and answered. 

Mr. Speaker:  Any other supplemental?  

Mr. Manning:  No.  

Mr. Speaker:  Thank you.   

Corinth Community Centre  

(Details of Construction) 

78. Mr. Brian Manning (San Fernando East) asked the hon. Minister of Sport 

and Youth Affairs: 

With regard to the construction of the Corinth Community Centre, can the 

Minister state: 

i.  whether there are plans for its completion; 

ii.  if yes, indicate the expected timeline for this project; and 

iii.  whether funding has been allocated for this project? 

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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The Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs (Hon. Phillip Watts):  Thank you.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and thank you, Member, for your question.  Mr. Speaker, 

I would answer this question very briefly.  The construction of the Corinth Hills 

Community Centre was awarded to a contractor on September 09, 2019, at a cost 

of $11,163,474.  However, in March 2020, the project stopped and then restarted 

on August18, 2021, at a new cost of $12,925,400.25.  And so, Mr. Speaker, after 

six years of construction, this community centre is still ongoing.  But what is 

interesting, Mr. Speaker, is that after the sun had risen on the 29th of April, 2024, 

apparently, the Member for San Fernando East is still asleep and maybe I will have 

to send one John Alibocus to knock on his door and wake him up.  

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping] 

Hon. P. Watts:  Because after one year in this House, Mr. Speaker, the Member is 

still not aware that I am not the line Minister with the purview for 

communitycentres.  It is my good friend here, Michelle Benjamin for 

Moruga/Tableland  

Hon. Members:   [Desk thumping] 

Hon. P. Watts:  So they are wasting our time.   

Ms. Mohit:  Read the Gazette. 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Member.    

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker, thank you.  Can the Minister of Sport and Youth 

Affairs explain why construction on this community centre was stopped in April of 

last year? 

Hon. Members:   [Interruption] 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 

Hon. P. Watts:  Mr. Speaker, he would have to refile the question to the Member 

for the purview of the community centres.  
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2.15 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker:  I think the answer was confined to the cost, thereafter, the hon. 

Minister said that this community centre does not fall within his Ministry.   

Mr. Manning:  I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, the construction of the community centre 

fell under the Ministry of Sport and Youth Affairs that is why the Minister of Sport 

was aware of the cost.   

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, and that is why—at the time he was aware of the cost.  What 

the hon. Minister is saying now, is that community centres now fall under a 

different ministerial portfolio.  I spent—hang on, have a seat.   

Mr. Manning:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, because I spent some time last week explaining why collective 

Cabinet responsibility cannot cover those instances of minute detail of Ministers 

answering the minutest details of the operations of other Ministries.  That is just 

simply not covered by the concept of collective Cabinet responsibility.  That is a 

useful concept for liability.  It is a useful concept for responsibility.  But it is not a 

useful concept for governance.  It is not such an elastic concept that it stretches so 

wide.  Because if it was, then you could ask the Minister of Public Utilities about 

operations of the Minister of Defence and it falls under collective Cabinet 

responsibility, simply just does not work that way.  So let us just—if you really 

want the minute details, the hon. Minister has pointed you to the relevant Minister.  

So, let us just not waste time and take up 40 minutes, we still have six questions to 

get through.   

Mr. Manning:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  To the Minister of Sport and Youth 

Affairs.  This community centre fell under his purview in April and May of last 

year.  I am asking why construction was stopped while the community centre was 

still under his purview.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I think we are wasting time here.  I propose to move to 

question number 79 now.  Hon. Member for San Fernando East.   

Dubisson Park Rehabilitation Project 

(Status of) 

79. Mr. Brian Manning (San Fernando East): asked the hon. Minister of 

Sport and Youth Affairs:  With regard to the rehabilitation and upgrading of 

Dubisson Park in Ste. Madeleine, can the Minister advise to the following: 

(i) provide an update on the status of the project; 

(ii) the scope of works; and  

(iii)  the expected timeline for the completion of the project?  

The Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs (Hon. Phillip Watts):   Mr. Speaker, 

through you.  The Sport Company of Trinidad and Tobago conducted 

refurbishment works at the Dubisson Park in financial 2025.  Phase one was 

completed in March 2025.  Works including rehabilitation of the field and the 

pavilion as follows:   

 Securing roof sheeting on the pavilion.   

 Power washing and painting of the facility.   

   Replacing broken windows and doors.   

   Installing new wrought iron gates and doors.   

   Completion of fencing and railing repairs.   

   Removal of deteriorated play park for future safe play upgrades.   

However, Mr. Speaker they had intended a phase two of this work.  While phase 

one would have cost $990,000 and completed in March 2025, the facility still 

could not open after they spend that money so, they decided phase two of the 

works.  A proper scope was never developed for any further tender.  So, then if a 
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scope was never developed for tender, it could have never gone to the Sportt Board 

to approve any continuation or any award of contract going forward, Mr. Speaker.  

So, that is as much as I could answer on it.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Speaker:  San Fernando East.  

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker, thank you.  The Minister of Sport has been in office 

now for over a year, why did he not— 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Manning:—develop a scope and complete the works at Dubisson Park?  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  If he could distill that question into an intelligible form, I suppose 

the question is, have you developed a scope since taking office?   

Hon. P. Watts:  Right.  Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Sport and Youth Affairs is 

not responsible for generating scopes.  Right.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. P. Watts:  That is done by the Engineering Department of SporTT.  As I said 

before in my previous answer, they intended while they were in Government to do 

a phase two but after the April28, everything fell apart.  As I said, no scope was 

generated, they shelved the project and so on, it did not come to the new Board, the 

SporTT Board.  So, the Minister does not generate scopes.  Okay? 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  San Fernando East.   

Mr. Manning:  Thank you.  So in other words, Minister of Sports, the work and 

Dubisson Park stopped last year, April?     

Mr. Speaker:  You know— 

Mr. Manning:  I am asking the question.   
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Mr. Speaker:  Minister— 

Hon. P. Watts:  Asked and answered before.   

Mr. Speaker:—I do not think that requires an answer unless you have another 

question, I propose to move to the next question.  Okay, we move now to question 

80, the Member for Diego Martin West.   

Chaconia Crescent Housing Development 

(Measures to Address Issues) 

80. Mr. Hans Des Vignes (Member for Diego Martin West) asked the hon. 

Minister of Housing and Urban Development.  Can the Minister state what 

immediate and long-term measures are being implemented by the Housing 

Development Corporation (HDC) to address the following issues in 

Chaconia Crescent Housing Development in Diego Martin:  

i.  the persistent lack of water supply for residents living above the 3rd floor; 

and  

ii. the mould and/or fungus on walls and ceiling in a number of apartments?   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

The Minister of Housing and Urban Development (Hon. David Lee):  Thank 

you, Mr. Speaker.  I have been informed the Housing Development Corporation, in 

conjunction with WASA Trinidad and Tobago, has been working assiduously to 

rectify the water pressure issues faced by Chaconia Crescent Housing 

Development.  In the first week of April 2026, WASA, the Water and Sewage 

Authority carried out a valving exercise, which resulted in a sustained water flow 

to all building levels.  Since then, we have received no complaints for water flow 

or pressure issues at the Chaconia Crescent Housing Development.  Part two of the 

question, the Housing Development Corporation has indicated that it is not aware 

of any issues related to mold or fungus within the units.  This position has been 
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corroborated and clarified by the interim committee representing residents of the 

Chaconia Crescent Housing Development.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin West.   

Mr. Des Vignes:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, supplemental question to 

the Minister.  Is the Minister telling this Parliament, after this question was filed in 

the Parliament, is when this was addressed?   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Lee:  No, this problem has been ongoing and it was rectified by the HDC 

with WASA.   

Mr. Des Vignes:  After the question was filed in Parliament?    

Mr. Speaker:  Alright— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:—this it is a bit tiresome to have to deal with that, right?  So, I 

suppose you have no further questions?  Alright, Member for Diego Martin 

North/East.   

Hon. Members: [Continuous crosstalk] 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Imbert:  Is the Minister stating categorically, there is no mould or fungus in 

this HDC development?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.  

Hon. D. Lee:  Thank you.  Based on the information from HDC and the interim 

committee of residents, they have verified that there is no mould or fungus— 

Ms. Ameen:  They have no report.   

Hon. D. Lee:—no report of mould or fungus within that community.   
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National Maintenance Training and Security Company Limited 

(Employment Details of Nicholas Khanhai) 

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

Utilities: 

With regard to the recruitment process utilized by the National Maintenance 

Training and Security Company Limited (MTS) for the appointment of 

Nicholas Khanhai, can the Minister: 

(i) outline the recruitment process utilized; 

(ii) advise what prior experience did Mr. Khanhai have in Executive 

Management; and 

(iii) provide the total remuneration package inclusive of allowances and any 

other non-monetary benefits as contained in the contract of 

employment? 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. 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, Mr. Speaker, I was hoping that we 

would get to this question.  Mr. Speaker, the same process by which the former 

substantive CEO of MTS, Mr. Lennox. Rattansingh was appointed.  I sought leave 

from the Speaker to display a photograph of Mr. Rattansingh, who served as a 

substantive CEO under the PNM, accompanying the losing PNM candidate for 

Chaguanas East, Richie Sookhai on Nomination Day for General Election 2025, 

proudly clad in his Balisier shirt on company time, using MTS as a personal 

kingdom of the PNM, in more ways than one.  Mr. Speaker, when the audit is 

completed, I would have more to say on this.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, the person currently acting as CEO has a couple 

of years as an executive manager in the private sector.  He has chosen to accept 

less than what he is entitled to.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  But, Mr. Speaker, I can tell you that Mr. Kanhai is conducting 

the work of the company.  He is not a collection agent, nor is he a broker for any 

Prime Minister on this side of the House.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Neither has any Prime Minister on this side of the House 

sought to put the chairman and campaign manager of her constituency as the 

chairman of MTS.  Mr. Speaker, when you connect the dots, you will understand 

why we inherited a mess at MTS.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  I will speak more at another time on this.   

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Supplemental question to the 

Minister.  Minister, can you indicate, can you specify, what was the process 

utilized—  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Gonzales:—for the appointment of the CEO of MTS?   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, it was the same process that my colleagues used 

opposite when they were in government, to appoint the acting CEO of MTS at this 

time.  But I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, the way in which the Acting CEO is 
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conducting the affairs of MTS is very different and is not acting on behalf of any 

Prime Minister on this side of the House.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, supplemental question to Minister.  

Minister, can you indicate whether Mr. Kanhai was appointed your advisor in the 

Ministry of Public Utilities.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, I can tell you whether Mr. Kanhai was an 

advisor, whether he is a councillor, whether he is acting CEO—no acting or 

substantive CEO of MTS is collecting any money in any bag for any Prime 

Minister on this side of the House.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  I can tell you categorically that, Mr. Speaker, no Prime 

Minister on this side of the House is collecting any money from any acting or 

substantive CEO or chairman of MTS, I can tell you that.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much supplemental question to the Minister.  

Minister, can you indicate to the country whether Mr. Kanhai was your advisor 

before taking of this appointment?   

Ms. Beckles:  Exactly.   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping and crosstalk] 

Hon. Member:  Asked and answered.   

Mr.  Gonzales:  No, he did not answer.   

Ms. Beckles:  He never answered. 
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Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my colleague, Arouca/Lopinot. 

Because if the Member for Arouca/Lopinot had a more hands-on approach to 

MTS, as he suddenly has an interest in MTS all of a sudden, then it would not have 

been the feeding frenzy for friends, family and financiers and I think the Member 

for St. Ann’s East might be a little bit aware of that— 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:  Yes, Mr. Speaker, I heard his steups loudly.  But facts are 

stubborn things, and it is what it is— 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—and we are very much aware of those who ere eating.  We 

are very much aware of those who were eating from the canteen at MTS and who 

also fed them through MTS.   

Mr. Speaker:  Supplemental number four.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  Supplemental question to the 

Minister.  Minister, can you indicate whether Mr. Kanhai is a serving UNC 

councillor?   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister.   

Hon. B. Padarath:  Mr. Speaker, this is a post from the Chaguanas East PNM 

constituency.  Photograph, one Richie Sookhai, and I think the Member for 

Chaguanas beat him like a “bobolee” in the last general election.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Hon. B. Padarath:—the pink poodle is no more a Member for Chaguanas East.  It 

says today is a special day for my campaign manager, Mr. Lennox Rattansingh.   

Hon. Members:  Oooh. 

Hon. B. Padarath:—the same man, who facilitated all of them while they were in 

office, Mr. Speaker.  As I said, the audit report will speak a lot more.  Thank you, 
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Mr. Speaker.  “And dat was real cake dey eat, apparently, real cake dey eat”.  From 

the size of Mr. Rattansingh I can tell, he was eating a lot of cake.   

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, I think that is enough.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Mr. Speaker:  We move to question number 88, Member for Diego Martin 

North/East. 

Ms. Ameen:  Mr. Speaker, before you move on— 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes.   

Ms. Ameen:—I am seeking your guidance under Standing Order 53, a Member on 

the opposite side was heard loudly steupsing in the Parliament.   

Ms. Mohit:  Yes.   

Ms. Ameen:  That is a disrespect anywhere, that sort of utterance.   

Hon. Member:  Even in the hood.   

Ms. Ameen:  I am asking for your ruling, for your guidance to this House in 

general on whether steupsing is permitted in the Parliament?   

Hon. Members: [Crosstalk] 

2.30 p.m. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Speaker:  “I don’t?”  Alright. 

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  I do not think you have any moral authority to call anybody any 

nickname in here.  So let us—   

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  No, no, no, look two seats down from you.   

Mr. Gonzales:  [Inaudible]—moral authority. 

Mr. Speaker:  Certainly not on that; perhaps other things, not on that.   
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Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]   

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.  Let us just try—  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]   

Mr. Speaker:  If we were to rule on “steupsing” in this House, then everybody 

would be out. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Speaker:  No, then particularly, maybe, it might perhaps be St. Augustine, 

and especially Diego Martin North/East, who thinks that I “doh” hear him. 

Mr. Imbert:  “I doh steups.  I doh steups.”   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Imbert:  “I doh steups.”   

Mr. Speaker:  Because, often, I am close enough to hear you.  Alright.  So let us 

just forget that and move on.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  Members, please, we go now to question 88.  

Resurrection Community, Carenage 

(Provision of Firebreak Maintenance) 

88. Mr. Hans Des Vignes (Diego Martin West) asked the hon. Minister of Rural 

Development and Local Government: 

In light of the bushfire in the Resurrection Community of Upper Haig Street, 

Carenage, which came within 10 metres of residential homes, could the 

Minister state, what immediate measures are being put in place to provide 

firebreak maintenance in high-risk rural and hilly areas formerly serviced by 

the National Reforestation and Watershed Programme?  

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Minister. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

Ameen):  Thank you.  Mr. Speaker, on the 25th of April, 2025, a new government 

was elected.  On the 3rd of May, 2025, the Cabinet of Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC 

was sworn in.  As is normal, when a new government is sworn in, and Ministries 

are aligned, the agencies that fall under each agency are published on the Gazette.  

Standing Order 25 indicates that: 

“Questions may be asked of a Minister relating to any subject or department 

under the Minister’s administrative responsibility.” 

It is for the Opposition to do their homework to know which agency falls under 

which Ministry before they come to ask the question. 

Hon. Member:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Ameen:  Mr. Speaker, this matter is not gazetted under the Ministry of 

Rural Development and Local Government.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Des Vignes:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. Speaker:  No, whilst I understand your enthusiasm, the 40 minutes have 

expired.  You have, particularly, Arouca/Lopinot to blame for that, for asking a 

number of questions that took up a lot of time.  But, anyway, let us move on now.  

The 40 minutes have expired.   

ARRANGEMENT OF BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker:  I am advised that the hon. Prime Minister wishes to make a 

statement, but wishes to defer making that statement until later in the proceedings, 

and I understand that there is agreement on both sides for that.  So we move to the 

next— 
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PAROLE BILL, 2026 

Order for second reading read. 

The Minister of Justice and Minister in the Office of the Attorney General 

(Hon. Devesh Maharaj):  Thank you.  Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.  I beg 

to move: 

That a Bill to provide for a system of parole and related matters be now read 

a second time. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for this opportunity to introduce this most important piece 

of legislation as this Government continues to roll out landmark legislation to 

reform the criminal justice system under the visionary leadership— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  I note the enthusiasm of my colleagues—the visionary 

leadership of the hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Mr. Speaker, we have seen—in a relatively short space of time 

within this year, we have rolled out the amendment to the Probation of Offenders 

Act; the Victims’ Rights Bill was introduced in the Senate earlier this week; Bail 

(Amdt.) Bill.  We have actually passed over 22 pieces of legislation, Mr. 

Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:—and, today, we are on the cusp of piloting this most important 

Bill, Mr. Speaker, titled an Act to amend the system of parole and related matters.  

Why is this important, Mr. Speaker, and what is parole?  Parole is essentially the 

conditional, supervised release of persons within the prison system under certain 

terms and conditions.  Now, Mr. Speaker, this parole legislation is a thrust of this 

Government towards rehabilitative and restorative justice in Trinidad and Tobago.  
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The needs of the victim, the offender, and the community are all taken into 

account.   

The overarching issues, Mr. Speaker, will be the reform and rehabilitation of the 

parolee and, also, public safety.  What happens in a parole system, Mr. Speaker, is 

that it provides a structured, supported and supervised transition of persons within 

the prison system so that they can adjust to ordinary life.  In other words, we do not 

throw them straight out of prison and back into society.  Now, what is the benefit 

of this?  The benefit of this, of course, Mr. Speaker, is that the society and the 

community ought to feel more protected and safer of a person coming out from the 

system, but who has had some sort of rehabilitative and restorative measures taken 

with regard to him, and that is the big benefit.  Also, for the offenders, you are now 

given a second chance, a better second chance to rehabilitate yourself and 

introduce yourself back into society in a better manner.   

According to the National Institute of Justice, United States: 

“Recidivism is one of the most fundamental concepts in criminal…”—law.  

“It refers to a person’s relapse into criminal behavior…”—even—“…after 

the person receives sanctions or undergoes intervention for a previous crime. 

Recidivism is often measured by criminal acts that resulted in rearrest, 

reconviction, or return to incarceration…” 

So, Mr. Speaker, we are faced with an issue within our prison system of 

recidivism.  A large part of our population, prison population, even while they 

went to prison, they are coming out as repeat offenders.   

I will just provide some important data from the Trinidad and Tobago Police 

Service, and hold your chairs, Members, hold your chairs.  This bit of data, when I 

read it, I found it very scary.  Mr. Speaker, between 2015 and 2025, a total of 

53,183 persons were arrested and charged for various offences in Trinidad and 



45 

Parole Bill, 2026   2026.05.08 

Hon. D. Maharaj (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Tobago. Should I repeat that figure?  Let me repeat it again.  A total of 53,183 

persons with a recidivism rate of approximately 22 per cent.  What is going on in 

our country?  Why are so many of our young people returning to crime?  But this is 

even a little more disturbing when we get the data from the prison system, Mr. 

Speaker. 

In respect of the recidivism for convicted inmates at the prisons, the data provided 

by the Trinidad and Tobago Prison Service states that for the years 2022 to 2026—

as follows: ’22 to ’23, a recidivism percentage of 58 per cent; ’23 to ’24, 56 per 

cent; ’24 to ’25, 53 per cent; ’25 to ’26, 57 per cent.  On average, Mr. Speaker, 

more than half of our inmates who go to prison come back out and do repeat 

offending.  Mr. Speaker, that is an alarming rate.  Those statistics were before my 

friends on the other side; what was done?   

When we asked the prison service, Mr. Speaker—and, you know, it was so 

troubling that we decided to write and consult the prison and ask them, “Well, 

what is being done?  What is being done with this high rate of repeat offenders?”  

They say, “Mr. Minister”—this is what they are saying—“rehabilitation 

programmes within the prison service are not being financed.  It is underfinanced, 

it is under-resourced.”  They do not have the staff and no one is looking after them, 

and they have been reaching out.  They have been sending letters to the National 

Security Ministry and no proper response.  And, we are talking, “Why do our 

young people go into crime?”  Of course, people fall off the wagon.  The younger 

ones, they fall off the wagon, they fall into the prison service.  They reach there.  

We are hoping that some change takes place, and no change is taking place.  Over 

50 per cent of our young people are coming back out as criminals, and this is a 

state of crisis in this country.   

Mr. Speaker, this is what the Commissioner of Prisons has told me.  They use a 
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system called the LS/CMI to determine a convicted inmate’s risk, needs and 

responsivity level upon reception into prison.  In other words, as you enter, they 

assess you.  They say, “Is this person capable of rehabilitation?  Could they 

change?”  They make a risk assessment on them.  After they do that, the 

orientation period takes about six months.  It is geared towards reviewing their 

history, risk factors, and then allocating them, based on their length of sentence, 

classification needs and criminal history.   

They have correctional programmes, and some of them include cognitive 

behavioural therapy programmes, educational and adult literacy programmes, 

technical and vocational programmes, and spiritual, cultural, social and sporting 

programmes.  But, Mr. Speaker, this is what I find particularly troubling.  He says:   

Whilst the prison service remains resolute in its mandate of crime prevention 

through the rehabilitation of offenders, there remain obstacles to the 

advancement and realization of behavioural change and modification 

strategies, because to change an inmate, you have to change their behaviour.   

The prison service is saying these are the challenges.  Mr. Speaker, this is what it 

is; the programmes do not come from within the prison service.  Most of the 

programmes are rolled out with support, primarily, from various faith-based 

organization, community-based organizations, and non-governmental 

organizations, and private citizens who volunteer their time, expertise and financial 

resources.  So within the prison service, there is not a line Item to say, “This is 

going to be X amount to rehabilitate prisoners.”  It is not there at all.  Imagine, the 

prison service, to change prisoners’ attitude, to rehabilitate them, has to depend on 

non-governmental organizations.  Suppose the non-governmental organizations 

stood up and say, “Ah ha no money.”  What is going to go on inside of there?    
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Mr. Speaker, at present, the prison population is 3,500, approximately; Port 

of Spain South, 3,500.  Do you know how much prison officers are allocated or 

allotted for this prison rehab programme?  Mr. Speaker, 57; 57 officers are 

assigned to these programmes throughout the prisons.  These officers are tasked 

with the primary responsibility for the facilitation and coordination of daily 

rehabilitative programmes and are called upon to directly train and teach inmates 

based on the officers’ proficiency.  With the absence of a financial Vote specific to 

the rollout of these programmes, there are no budgetary allocations for the 

research, development, and implementation of rehabilitative programmes in 

various prison facilities.  Upon the determination of these courses, the required 

expertise is not available from internal resources, staff, and voluntary external 

service providers. 

2.45 p.m.  

Due to the current attrition rate of prison staff, the prison service programmes and 

the industry department, tasked with the responsibility of facilitating rehabilitative 

programmes, have also been challenged.  Another critical deficiency is the need for 

enhanced staff training in programme development and delivery.  As crime and 

criminality evolve, so does the need for necessary competencies and skill sets to 

increase.  They do not have that.   

Another key area is the specific competency of monitoring and evaluation.  Mr. 

Speaker, the point I am making is, we have been complaining vigorously about 

crime.  We have been complaining about repeat offending.  But yet, when it 

happens, we have not taken the steps to address this situation, Mr. Speaker.  That is 

just with regard to the prison service.   

When we did a deep, in-depth research into the Ministry, Mr. Speaker, there was a 

unit that was set up called the Penal Reform and Transformation Unit.  This was a 
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unit set up within the Ministry of National Security to coordinate the rehabilitation 

of prisoners.  Mr. Speaker, when that unit came under the Ministry of Justice, there 

was one person staffing it, and that person was designed to do project management 

or some project resourcing.   

So, in effect, the unit within a government Ministry, set up to deal with the 

rehabilitation of prisoners, was non-existent.  If you do not give it attention—if you 

do not give that core unit attention and funding, what do you expect?  You leave it 

up to the prison service to run their own show.  They are trying their best.  You do 

not fund it, you do not help them, you do not bring modern techniques and designs, 

and you do not bring somebody from abroad into the corrections department to help 

assist in this programme, Mr. Speaker.  The end result is that this whole 

rehabilitation programme in Trinidad and Tobago has fallen flat on its face.  But 

under this Government, Mr. Speaker, we intend to make this unit functional.  We 

have taken a Note to Cabinet to have a review of this entire system, and that, Mr. 

Speaker, is the core of the Parole Bill that is before us today.   

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I go into the Bill itself, you would see—before I get there, we 

have a couple of amendments that we will propose, and we are going to circulate, 

with regard to the definition section of paragraph—sorry, that was the—yes—in 

terms of the definitions of “life sentence”, “long term sentence” and “offender”, 

which we are going to circulate in a short while.   

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first part of the Bill, up to clause 19, deals with the structure 

of the parole board.  They are going to set up a parole board.  Mr. Speaker, this 

parole board is going to be comprised, in clause 9, of: 

“(a) an Attorney-at-law… 

(b) a psychiatrist; 

(c) a criminologist; 
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(d) a representative from a Non-Governmental Organisation… 

(e) …civil society. 

An—“…ex officio…”—shall have: 

“(a) the Commissioner…”—of Prisons. 

“(b) the Commissioner of Police; and 

(c) the Chief Probation Officer.” 

What shall this board do? The functions of this board, Mr. Speaker, are contained 

in clause 6 of the Bill, to: 

“…receive and consider applications… 

…identify offenders… 

….recommend to…”—the—“…Court…”  

So the process, Mr. Speaker, is that a court, on sentencing, will make an Order 

saying, “This person, who is convicted, is eligible for parole.”  He goes to prison.  

As he enters prison, the prison officers, on receiving him—they call it a 

“reception”, they receive you into prison—they will tell you that you are eligible 

for parole within so and so time.  And there is a parole board set up.  We have 

taken steps, Mr. Speaker, to ensure that this board is representative of all the 

stakeholders or the majority of the stakeholders within the criminal justice system.  

Right up to clause 19, it will talk about all their functions and their functionalities, 

et cetera.  The operative part of the Parole Bill, Mr. Speaker, starts from about 

clause 20.  We are making certain amendments to clause 20, which we are going to 

circulate, as well.   

Now, clause 21, after a parole board makes a recommendation—and that is all it 

can do for parole—it would refer the matter back to a court, and the court will then 

consider that application.   

Now, in clause 23, you would see, Mr. Speaker, why I made a lot of statements 
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about rehabilitation, and I will read it out:   

“23(1) A parole officer shall, as soon as is reasonably practicable after the 

reception of an offender, conduct a rehabilitative needs assessment of 

the offender with the view of determining appropriate rehabilitation 

programmes that would best assist in the rehabilitation process of the 

offender.”   

So, Mr. Speaker, as soon as he comes in, he is inducted, he is received, and an 

assessment is done.  But in the current state, Mr. Speaker, as left by my friends on 

the other side, if I might say, there is no serious rehabilitation work going on.  So, 

we have to fix that within the prison system.  As soon as you enter, the parole 

officer will determine the needs and tell you where you shall go.   

So, there are two ways you can get parole under this Act, Mr. Speaker.  There is the 

partial parole and there is the full parole.  What is the partial parole?  A partial 

parole shall take place, Mr. Speaker, after you have gone through one-quarter of 

your sentence, you shall be eligible for partial parole.  So if you are in there for 10 

years, you have a sentence of 10 years, after two years and a half, you are able to 

approach a parole board and say, “I want to make an application for partial parole, 

and I have fulfilled the requirements for that.”  

Mr. Speaker, with regard to the partial parole, what you must satisfy to the parole 

board, if you are making an application for partial parole, is contained in clauses 

29, 30, and right up to 34.  So, with regard to partial parole, you must show the 

parole board:   

“29(a)…”—that you are—“…unlikely to commit an offence or…pose an  

undue risk to…”—the—“…society… 

(b)…”—that you are—“…desirable…”—of being—“…temporarily  

absent from the prison for the purpose of attending a distinct 



51 

Parole Bill, 2026   2026.05.08 

Hon. D. Maharaj (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

personal development programme, performing community 

service, or participating in a community-based activity…  

(c)…”—that your—“…behaviour...while under sentence…”—was  

good. 

That there is: 

“(d) a structured plan for…”—you. 

And: 

“(e) there will be support…”—from your: 

“(i) family members.   

So, Mr. Speaker, what is happening here is, before you would have to serve your 

full 10 years, although you might be captured by something called “remission”, 

which I will deal with later on, as early as a quarter of your time you would have 

expended in prison, you can come out into society under serious terms and 

conditions.  When you do that, Mr. Speaker, you are causing a reintegration of this 

person back into society.   

Now, in a partial parole, if you come out, you have to go back in to fulfil the terms 

of your sentencing, although there is another provision later down in the Bill that 

after having successfully done your partial parole, you can make an application for 

full parole.  But we will come to that later on.   

Mr. Speaker, so you can come out on a temporary absence under clause 29, and 

under clause 30, you can also come out for work release.  So if you are in the 

prison system, you have acquired a skill and you are able to get work outside with 

the help of the prison authorities, you can apply under a partial parole to come out 

and work.  So you have a work programme.  You will then have a place where you 

can stay, a community residence and so on.  So, Mr. Speaker, all of this is to help a 

person reintegrate into society.   
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Now, as it currently exists, Mr. Speaker, there is something called a “remission 

programme” within the prison service.  A remission programme is that you are able 

to get one-third of your prison sentence off if you have good work and industry 

within the prison service.  So that if you have a sentence for six years, you are able 

and entitled to have remission at the end of four years.  This is what the prison 

service is telling us.  At that stage, a prisoner, it is not mandatory that you undergo 

rehabilitative programmes in prison.  So you are coming out on a remission, but 

you have not gone through the process of rehabilitating yourself, to reintegrate 

yourself into society.   

What the prison authorities have been telling us, Mr. Speaker, is that seasoned 

criminals, who train the younger ones, they mask their criminality whilst in prison, 

they make no effort to change, and then they return into society under this 

remission programme.  We shall be taking a Note to Cabinet to ensure that that is 

fixed, Mr. Speaker.  We will be taking the Note to Cabinet— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:—to say, under Rule 285 of the Prison Rules, which allows 

remission, that you can only be allowed for remission until you engage in a proper 

rehabilitative programme, because the prison authorities are saying this is a serious 

loophole.  So many people are coming out early under the remission programme, 

although it is discretionary, “but dey behave well good in prison, and dey doh fight, 

dey doh do dis, dey doh do dat,” and they come out of the remission programme,   

but they are seasoned criminals.  They do not change and they affect those young 

minds who come in after them.  So, Mr. Speaker, we intend to fix that as well, not 

only the rehabilitation programme, but to fix this programme with the remission 

programme.   

What the prison authorities have written to me to indicate, Mr. Speaker, they 
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have said to me that:   

The Trinidad and Tobago Prison Service does not now have a post-discharge 

conditional release system, such as parole, but rather engages in a 

pre-conditional release system of remission.   

So, in other words, the same point I was making, as you are coming out, there is no 

system under which you are coming out, under terms and conditions.  So a person 

who comes out under parole, comes out under terms and conditions, Mr. Speaker.  

Good behaviour.  Do not go there.  You might have a bracelet on your foot, right, 

to monitor your movement.  You have to work.  You have to support your family.  

You have to engage in community service.  All of these things happen when you 

are on parole.  When you come out on remission, there is nothing like that.  You 

have no terms and conditions.  “Yuh just stride out ah prison” and you go back to 

your bad behaviour according to the stats, which tells that over 50 per cent go back 

into repeat offending. 

3.00 p.m.  

So the prison officers, they are complaining, right.  They said, under Rule 285:   

Remission is granted to convicted prisoners serving sentences of over 30 

days or one month on the basis that such prisoners voluntarily agree to work 

which is evidenced by written acknowledgement.  Remission, however, as 

presently exists, is not granted to persons on light sentences, those on court 

pleasure, or those charged for contempt of court.  The enforcement of this 

rule has meant, however, that good conduct and history are the only two 

criteria that now apply to the granting of remission to convicted offenders.  

It has meant that offenders who do not voluntarily engage or involve 

themselves in prison rehabilitation programmes to bring about whilst 

incarcerated cannot be compelled beyond moral suasion to participate in 
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such programmes at this present time since it is not a mandatory requirement 

for prison.   

What the prison authorities have indicated, is if you have a partial/full parole 

system, it is an incentive to a convict to change his ways.  He knows he is coming 

out earlier, he knows that if he engages in rehabilitative measures, if he shows a 

change of his behaviour, if there is restorative justice, he wants to make amends 

and he psychiatrically and psychologically assessed, it is more likely that that 

person can change his ways and Mr. Speaker, that is why this Government has put 

people at the centre of our programmes.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  We are telling a prisoner, yes, you did a bad act, you fell off 

the wagon, you have entered into prison but we do not want to lose you, we want 

to make you a productive member of society once more, we will help you get 

there, we just will not just throw you into prison and leave you there, we are going 

to change to make sure that you have rehabilitative programmes that is you must 

attend.  Mr. Speaker, can you imagine the wonderful results that we would have, 

such as is happening in the developed world today, where modern techniques are 

showing that this can work.  We are backward in time, Mr. Speaker, but we intend 

to enter the modern era with the criminal justice system in Trinidad and Tobago.   

Mr. Speaker, this is what the Commissioner has told me:  

The operation of the present system of remission has meant that an offender 

can mask their criminal behaviour during the time of serving their sentence 

so that they do not lose any remission and are discharged without having 

benefited from their remission. Upon early discharge, the offender not 

having participated in any programme aimed at reducing their criminogenic 

risk factors to reoffend, can return to a life of crime and criminality, placing 
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public safety at risk.  This in turn, can be a significant contributory fact in a 

high rate of recidivism, especially among habitual offenders such as drug 

users and even sexual offenders.  

So, Mr. Speaker, I have dealt with the partial parole, that is in clause 29 of the Bill. 

In clause 30, we are dealing with, you might come out on a work release 

programme and Mr. Speaker, whilst you are on a work release programme, if you 

have completed it successfully as indicated, you can apply for full parole.  Now, 

Mr. Speaker, the provision for a full parole starts at clause 35, where, after you 

have served half your time, you can make an application to the Parole Board to be 

released on full parole.  The Board shall hear all the information, the nature and 

circumstances of your offence, any remarks made by the court for sentencing, any 

information provided by a parole officer, the need to protect society from 

exposure, from risk and any other factors.   

Also importantly, Mr. Speaker, is that you take into account the views of the 

victim, which they have never done before.  The Parole Board will sit and he will 

listen to the victim.  How do you feel?  What are your thoughts on the matter?  Do 

you think this person should be released?  Are you at risk of further injury if he 

comes out?  This is in accordance with that landmark piece of legislation that we 

have placed before the Senate, where we are placing victims at the centre of the 

criminal justice system Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  In that piece of legislation, Mr. Speaker, at the start of the 

investigation, as soon as you make a report you shall be treated with courtesy and 

respect, you shall be told of all the developments in the case whether a person is 

charged, why has he not been charged, what is the nature of the investigation, it 

goes very deep.  Also within the Parole Board, we are bringing the victims at the 
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centre of this, Mr. Speaker, also before the prosecutorial authority, whether it be 

the police or the DPP, you can get any information about your case.  How many 

times have we learnt in Trinidad and Tobago, you go and find out about our case 

and they say, boy that case was dismissed two years ago, you know.  “Yuh case get 

dismissed, it geh throw out,” and they say, but nobody told me anything, the police 

did not inform me, nobody.  Under this new legislation, Mr. Speaker, this 

Government is bringing the victims from the periphery to the centre of the criminal 

justice system, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. D. Maharaj:  We are not allowing it—even at the stage of prosecution, we 

are not allowing it even post-prosecution.  We are saying even when you are in 

prison and you want to be released, you have to hear from a victim.  Now, Mr. 

Speaker, if that is not revolutionary, you tell me what is.  Now, Mr. Speaker, clause 

36 of the Bill:   

“After conducting the full parole hearing of an offender, the Board may, 

where it is satisfied that the offender fulfills all the necessary conditions for 

the grant of full parole, recommend to a Court the grant of full parole.” 

So, Mr. Speaker, we have two tiers here.  You go into prison, you behave yourself, 

you do the courses, you rehabilitate yourself, you apply to the Parole Board, the 

Parole Board goes through a long, vigorous process, hear from the victims, they 

hear from the parole officer, they listen to what the judge said at the sentencing and 

then they recommend to the court, they could only make a recommendation to the 

court.  The court, at that stage, on hearing that application, now has the discretion 

to grant or not to grant.  So, Mr. Speaker, we have inbuilt safeguards within the 

system to ensure this is not a runaway horse, nobody could manipulate the system, 

but the system has to work under certain clear directives and clear rules.  Now:  
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“The Board may recommend, and a Court may grant full parole to…”—

any—“...offender, where the Board or Court, as the case may be, is satisfied 

that— 

(a) the offender is unlikely to commit an offence or otherwise 

present an undue risk of danger to any person or to society during 

full parole; 

(b) the behaviour of the offender while under sentence does not 

preclude authorising full parole;  

(c) a structured plan…”—he does not come out just so—“…for full 

parole of the offender has been prepared by the parole officer” 

(d) the offender has derived maximum benefit from his 

imprisonment;” 

Mr. Speaker, I pause there.  How do you ascertain whether an offender has derived 

the maximum benefits of his imprisonment?  And it is only from the programmes 

and the assessment that the prison officers and the Prison Commissioner may give 

and certify, also the offender is fit to be released on full parole, the reform and 

rehabilitation of the offender will be aided by full parole and the offender has met 

any other requirement that is necessary to being granted full parole.  Then it tells 

you that the offender will be notified by the board and 39 tells you what are the 

conditions that will attach to making such an order.   

It is important to note, Mr. Speaker, that if there are children involved with an 

offence, that the court can make an order saying that this offender shall refrain 

from associating with children, because we do not want the children to be harmed 

or the victim or any other person.  So he is placed some serious terms and 

conditions.  Now, Mr. Speaker, if he breaches such an order, according to clause 

42 and 43, he will be rearrested and his parole will be suspended.  In 42 it says:  
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“Where a parolee during the course of his parole is arrested or charged 

with…”—a—“...criminal offence.” 

“…during the course of his parole” 

So he is outside either as partial or full parole, if:  

“...during the course of his parole he is arrested or charged with any criminal 

offence:  

(a) his parole order granted under this Act shall immediately cease”  

So it is another built-in safeguard mechanism, Mr. Speaker, he is not allowed to 

roam free as some may want to say, he under serious stringent terms and 

conditions and if he breaches it, he knows he will go back in, he will be recharged 

and his parole will be suspended.   

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that is not a maximum incentive for you to change your life 

what is?  We are giving you the opportunity for a fresh start as we also did with the 

split sentencing under the Reform of Probations Act, Mr. Speaker.  So we are 

trying to help you at every turn, right.  On 43:   

“...the Board may recommend to a Court the suspension of a parole order in 

respect of any parolee where the Board has reason to believe there has 

been...likely to be, a breach…”—of—“…parolee of any of the conditions of 

parole.  

So, Mr. Speaker, at every stage as I am saying the parolee will have to behave 

himself or he will be suspended.   

Now, with regard to the administration of this, Mr. Speaker, the Parole Board has, 

at the end of the year, to submit to the Minister accounts and a report.  The report 

will tell us the amount of offenders released in parole during the financial year, a 

number of offenders whose parole was revoked during the financial year and the 

reasons for it and such a report shall be laid in Parliament.  Now, Mr. Speaker, that 
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is open transparency, it is a new legislation.  We anticipate there will always be 

teething challenges with this Act, getting it implemented.  But it is going to come 

to Parliament, it is going for the full perusal, full transparency of the entire 

population to see and for this Parliament to see and that, Mr. Speaker, is 

transparency and accountability at the highest level.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Mr. Speaker, in clause 56, we have certain offences that we 

have created, any:   

“...person who— 

(a) interferes with, or attempts to interfere with, or hinders or 

incites or aids...”—a—“...person to do anything....” 

Anybody who:  

“Makes false representation to the Board...fails to attend before the 

Board”—et cetera.  

All of them are offences and are liable to a summary conviction to a fine of 

$10,000.  Under clause 57, we are not denying a prisoner his right to remission.  

But as I indicated earlier, he will only be the entitled remission when we make 

certain adjustments to the prison rule that he must undergo rehabilitative 

programmes.  So 57 tells us:   

“An offender who is eligible for parole under this Act shall also be eligible 

for remission under the Prison Rules or any other written law.”   

Then it gives the Minister his authority to make rules for the proper functioning of 

this piece of legislation.  

3.15 p.m. 

So, Mr. Speaker, this bit of legislation really provides us—provides a nation 

with—a golden opportunity to reform the criminal justice system.  We take this 
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opportunity, Mr. Speaker, to ensure and to let the prison authorities know that we 

will be working very closely with them.  They are the tipping edge of the spear, as 

they are called, in dealing with criminals, in dealing with people who have been 

convicted, and people who are in prison.  They have been doing a sterling job.  

They have told me that since 2019, they wrote to the Minister of National Security 

asking for an amendment to Rule 285.  Since 2019, this will help them, help us, 

and help a convict, to say, “please, put in and amend Rule 285, to say that you 

must undergo rehabilitation, restoration programmes within the prison, before you 

are entitled to remission.”  No response, Mr. Speaker, no response. 

I do not want to say they feel abandoned, but when I look at it, I must say, “well, I 

mean, how come you did not respond to that?”  That was such an elementary 

aspect, but we want to assure the prison authorities in this country that we will be 

working very closely with them to ensure a total reform and overhaul of this 

landmark piece of legislation.  Mr. Speaker, I beg to move. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question proposed. 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Keith Scotland SC (Port of Spain South):  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. 

Speaker, having read this Bill, I know that the hon. Minister of Justice knows that 

this is a poorly drafted Bill 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  I know that the hon. Attorney General knows that this Bill 

has several fundamental flaws.  So then, it crossed my mind, well, why bring it in 

this form?  And then, the hon. Minister of Justice said it, “we have passed 20 

pieces of legislation, changing the landscape.”  They are sacrificing quality for 
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quantity. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  And that is why this Bill in this present form is being 

presented. 

But once again, before I commence on the substantive contribution, I want to 

debunk the theory that the People’s National Movement between 2015 and 2025 

did not do anything as it relates to reform and the prevention of crime and 

criminality amongst the young people in Trinidad and Tobago.  What the hon. 

Minister has done here is to say, “well, 12 or 17 per cent of young people in prison, 

they fall prey to recidivism and the PNM starved the prisons of programmes for 

them.”  We did the opposite.  Here is what we did.  We had programmes for young 

people whilst they were not in prison to occupy their time and stop them— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—from going to prison.  What did this Government do since 

it came into office in April 2025?  Let me tell you the programmes that were 

squashed by this Government that would lead to people staying away, particularly 

young people, staying away from a life of crime. 

Mr. Young SC:  They took away their opportunities. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  They took away every single opportunity— 

Mr. Young SC:  Correct.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—for the young people.  Here are the programmes. This is 

the record.  ALL SET, Alternative Learning & Life Skill Enhancement Training, 

over 150 participants benefited from this programme.  They squashed it.  

AMPLIFY, a programme for young persons who wish to work in professional 

studios to start their own studio and operate a digital system— 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 
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Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  Project Trending, a seven-week course for small 

business owners and budding entrepreneurs ages 18 to 35— 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 

Hon. Members:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  Project Drive:  An automotive Servicing Initiative, 

yet another collaboration between the then Ministry of Youth Development and 

NESC— 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  CRISP, over 200 young people benefited in this 

programme, a programme that was initiated with NESC Technical Institute, 

designed to help young persons in air-conditioning, automotive, and electrical 

maintenance— 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  40 Under 40 Programme, which allows secondary 

school students and primary and Fifth Form students to interact and engage with 

young movers and shakers who are established entrepreneurs — 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  The Youth Career and Education Caravan, which 

was designed to showcase youth-focused opportunities and resources from the 

Ministries and state agencies, gone.  The Youth Agricultural Homestead 

Programme, which was designed to encourage young people to take their energies 

away from criminal activity and into agriculture— 

Mr. Young SC:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone.  The Youth Aquaculture Project, gone.  The Youth 

Agricultural Shade House Project, gone.  Mr. Speaker, I can spend my entire time 

just saying what has been— 
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Hon. Members:  Gone. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—gone by this Government. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  But, as they try to rewrite history, on this side, we do not 

see people who are victims, Mr. Speaker, as collateral damage, you know. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  We see people as people.  And we say, respectfully, we say, 

that this Bill, as it stands here, warrants our support because, in principle, we do 

not object to the concept of parole.  We say at this stage, in this poor form that this 

Bill has been presented, that it ought to be sent to a JSC to interrogate the 

amendments that we have circulated on this side. I will tell you one fundamental 

flaw in this Bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, this Bill targets, in the definition section, “long term sentence”.  And 

“long term sentence” is defined as “ten years imprisonment.”  So, these are the 

persons who will be eligible, yes, who will qualify, who would be eligible to 

qualify for parole. 

Ten-years sentence, Mr. Speaker, you would know from that practice that 10 years, 

these are intermediate crimes and over, more serious crimes.  What about persons 

10 years and under who are not hardened criminals, who really ought to be the 

recipients of parole? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Consequently, the thinking or the lack thereof in this Bill is 

fundamentally flawed.  They have literally put the cart before the horse and come 

to us so they can boast somewhere in the country and say, “we have made 21 

life-changing pieces of legislation.”  They have turned common sense upside 

down, and we cannot support this Bill as it stands. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Now, as I contribute, I do so conscious that as a 

representative of the people, we have a duty here.  And that, Mr. Speaker, is that 

the objective of rehabilitation is one that we will support, and we will support it in 

a very responsible manner.  The Bill, in its present form, is deeply flawed, it is 

premature, and it is potentially dangerous to the administration of justice and 

public safety in Trinidad and Tobago, and I will go on to show why I make that 

submission. 

This Bill engages, Mr. Speaker, in questions of governance.  And do you know 

what struck me about this Bill?  The timing of it.  When does punishment yield to 

mercy?  When does rehabilitation outweigh deterrence?  When does a society’s 

compassion compromise its safety?  Not in these times, you know, Mr. Speaker.  

Not in these times.  The Bill, though commendable in ambition, is dangerous, and 

it goes too far. 

The Parole Bill, therefore, must be viewed not as meaningful reform, but in a slew 

of headline-driven legislative measures rushed by this Government to say, “look, 

we’re bringing legislation to the House.”  That is it.  Rather than strengthening 

public confidence, there is a growing concern that this Government continues to 

prioritize political optics over balanced and carefully considered legislation, and 

that is a concern that we have on this side.  We cannot, and we resist reckless 

implementation.  Let me give you the granular examples. 

Clause 24.  Clause 24, it provides that an offender becomes eligible for: 

“(a) partial parole…after…one-quarter of the sentence; and 

 (b) full parole…”—after—“…one-half” 

This is quite simply a wholesale revision of Trinidad and Tobago’s sentencing 

landscape.  A sentence of 20 years now effectively becomes one of 10, and the 
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solemn pronouncement of a court of law delivered in public view is now converted 

into some negotiable process.  This undermines judicial sentencing discretion, and 

the principles of proportional punishment, and it will eventually, Mr. Speaker, 

undermine public confidence in the criminal justice system. 

Here is why.  When a court imposes a sentence, it is after careful consideration of 

several factors:  aggravating factors; mitigating factors; aggravating factors relative 

to the offence itself; aggravating factors relative to the offender; mitigating factors 

relative to the offender; and aggravating and mitigating factors relative to the 

offence itself.  This Bill, in its present form, runs the risk, Mr. Speaker, of 

overturning the Court of Appeal’s dictum in Farfan v The State, the English Court 

of Appeal in R v Howells 1998 EWCA at page 900, of the principles that dominate 

and that govern sentencing. 

What happens now to the balance of retribution, the balance of deterrence, the 

balance of prevention, and the balance of rehabilitation?  Are all those now 

convoluted, and say, Mr. Speaker, by this Bill, well, let us now focus on 

rehabilitation.  What happened when that offender was sentenced by a court of law, 

having all the facts before it and passing a sentence?  And therefore, we say that 

the objectives of this Bill may highlight other principles of sentencing and cause 

them to dominate the others, and that will cause an erosion in confidence in the 

criminal justice system. 

3.30 p.m.  

The court has made it clear that a sentence must reflect, not only rehabilitation of 

the offender, but also the need to punish wrongdoing, deter both offenders and 

others, and protect the public.  By allowing offenders to be considered for release 

after only serving a fraction of their sentence, in this way, this Bill undermines 

core principles.  There are already systems in place, Mr. Speaker, the Prison Rules, 
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Rule 45, Rule 281, and Rule 282, which permit periodical four-year reviews.  This 

is another counterintuitive part of this Bill.   

Because what this Bill does is to set up parole for 10 years and over.  So, that is 

your long sentence.  But the parole, the system that is now in place, puts in place, 

even for long-term prisoners, four-year reviews. Because if Rule 281 encompasses 

four-year reviews, it means that a sentence of 20 years will consider four years 

within it.  Therefore, we say that clause 24 demolishes the balance, and it 

transforms punishment into probation, and it reduces deterrence to just a symbol.  

The sentencing discretion of judges is diminished, and justice, we say, must remain 

firm, fair and balanced.   

Mr. Speaker, we understand that the court will be involved in any parole system.  

But that involvement of the court is ex post facto and not related to the crime for 

which the person was convicted and sentenced in the first place, and that is where 

we have the issue.  In other words, will the parole board refer the parolee to the 

same judge who sentenced him or her?  That is a critical issue.  This piece of 

legislation is silent on that.  But that is crucial.  Because you cannot have one judge 

saying, “Well, this is your time, Sir, for this offence,” and because we passed 

legislation here, another judge is saying, “Well, look, this sentence is otiose 

because this person has met this.”  What about—if it is that they say, “If there is 

now a parole hearing,” it goes back to the sentencing judge.  That may be one issue 

that may cure the lacuna in this Bill as presented here.  Because the sentencing 

judge will have before him or her all the factors that were considered at the time of 

sentencing, and will do a comparison between what is presented by the parole 

board and what was presented to the judge at the time of sentencing.  That makes 

judicial sense, and I think it is something worth considering. 

Now, clause 20 of the Bill defines an “offender” as one sentenced to 10 years or 
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more, effectively excluding the vast majority of prisoners, those on medium-term 

sentences for firearms, possession of drugs, not for the purpose of trafficking, 

minor sexual offences and domestic violence.  Would those not be some of the 

persons who ought to be allowed or aligned for parole in the first instance?  If it is 

a question of trying to decrease recidivism, then one would think that the less 

hardened criminals would be the ones who ought to be targeted in the first 

instance.  This legislation does not do that.  And it very well may be that this 

Government will take the view that the recommendations made by us ought to be 

discarded, and then when they get bitten in their backsides for doing so and not 

taking us on, as they did with ZOSOs— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—bitten in their gluteus maximus— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—they would then come and complain and whine, and every 

question we ask them, say, “ZOSOs.”  Mr. Speaker, I knew that the reference to 

the bite in the gluteus maximus would have excited Barataria/San Juan.  He cannot 

help himself.   

The architecture of the parole board, Mr. Speaker, is also something that 

ought to be interrogated.  Clause 5 establishes a parole board that is endowed with 

tremendous discretion.  Clause 8 proclaims that it shall: 

“…not subject to the direction or control of any person…” 

Mr. Speaker, when you look at clause 5 and clause 6, it gives sweeping 

authority to the board to assess, recommend, and influence release decisions.  Yet, 

the board, with all this power, is not subject to the direction and control, that is, 

clause 8.  Its proceedings are largely in camera, clause 40, and members are 

appointed by the President only.  Where is the transparency in that, hon. Minister 
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of Justice?  It raises serious concerns. Apart from the transparency, what about 

accountability?  Where are the robust checks and balances as it relates to this 

parole board that will be appointed at the sole discretion of the President?  

Independence is admirable.  But when it shades and it is overpowered by the lack 

of accountability, it is something that is a cause for concern on our part.   

The board is appointed solely by the President, and it will decide questions 

of liberty and public safety almost entirely in secret.  Members may be removed 

for certain vague reasons, such as behaviour: 

“…likely to bring…”—the—“…office into disrepute;” 

That phrase, without a judicial template or parliamentary oversight, renders the 

tenure in secure and invites other influences.   

But here is my problem jurisprudentially with the in-camera dealings.  

Sentencing is a public act.  It is an act where the victim is there, the public is there 

and it is, in fact, called “open justice”.  When this parole board meets in camera, 

and there is no public involvement, even though they make the report to the court, 

there is nothing in this Bill that says when that comes to the court, it will be open 

justice, you know.  But what about the process that goes with that parole system 

before the parole board?  Cloistered.  No public view.  It is the antithesis to the 

sentencing process that happens in open court.  Yet, someone can be released by a 

process that does not have that.  That is a fundamental issue that has not been 

addressed in this Bill.   

The Bill is also by no means novel.  We realize that the Government has 

chosen, as it is entitled to do, to follow the Jamaican model.  But there are 

jurisdictions from which we can cull and glean the knowledge and the benefit of 

the operations of their parole system.  Look at Canada.  The Parole Board of 

Canada operates under parliamentary reporting obligations.  In other words, 
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Parliament has oversight of that process.  Look at New Zealand.  New Zealand 

members are appointed through a bipartisan process vetted by the Judiciary.  Look 

at Jamaica.  Jamaica has local parish committees that defuses centralized power.   

This Bill, by contrast, has centralized everything into one presidentially-

appointed board, with no input at all from the Parliament, and it is a board of nine.  

We say that power without proportionate accountability and oversight, particularly 

for something now as crucial as parole for long-term prisoners, is something that 

ought to be viewed with some caution and with some disquiet.   

We also say that—and we cannot turn a blind eye to how our society is 

evolving. Mr. Speaker, as we stand today on the 8th of May,2026, 11 murders.  

Crime is out of control.  When you now take a piece of legislation that allows for 

the early release of serious persons—and these are not persons who are accused.  

These are persons who have been convicted.  So that is a fact.  We have to decide 

what we are doing as a society.  That is why I say that the Government cannot be 

serious about introducing this piece of legislation at this time.   

Three murders in Belmont yesterday, including a two-year-old child.  This is 

not something where we now say, “Well, there is no money in the prison.”  This is 

something that we are facing on a daily basis, and we have to consider the 

legislation as it relates to what is going on now.  Why bring this now?  Why not 

bring some legislation that deals with social ills, the curbing of criminality?  But 

we are now going towards a regime that we are not prepared for as a society.  

And bearing in mind the submission made by the presenter, the hon. 

Minister, who says that it seems that in the remission process, the criminals mask 

their criminality, why can they not mask it now for parole?  What prevents them 

from masking it now for parole?  You think that adhering or going to a course will 

mask criminality?  Mr. Speaker, there are serious concerns on what is going on 
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now, and no amount of deflection can subtract or detract from this.  We are at this 

time facing a crisis in our country, a crisis of crime, a crisis of confidence, and this 

Bill is as ill-timed as one can be.  Those are my submissions with respect to that.   

I now double down on my submission as it relates to the secrecy in decision-

making.  Clause 14 mandates that the proceedings of the parole board shall be 

conducted in camera.  Mr. Speaker, secrecy in matters of liberty is incompatible in 

modern democracies.  I heard the submission by the hon. Minister of Justice, 

“Well, we are moving into the modern era.”  Secrecy, it is not just a feature of the 

modern era.  It is not a feature.  Victims and the public are entitled to the assurance 

that decisions are reasoned, consistent, and not capricious.   

In Canada and in New Zealand, while individual hearings may be closed, the 

board publishes detailed statistical reports, legislative audits and summarized 

rationales.  They preserve confidentiality and they do not forfeit transparency.  

That is what we say happens if this Bill is allowed to be passed in its present state.  

This Bill veils everything and can only invite suspicion, even with the soundest of 

decisions.   

Also, we heard, Mr. Speaker, bandied about that the Bill encompasses 

practices of restorative justice.  Maybe in his rejoinder, the hon. Minister can tell 

us where are the practices of VOM, victim-offender mediation?  That is a key in 

restorative practice.  Where is the practice of the apology?  Where is the practice of 

circles?  Where is the practice of family conferencing?  Mr. Speaker, practices of 

restorative justice are not just words that you just bandy about.  They are actual 

things that are practices of restorative justice.  This Bill has none of them.  It does 

not even—and I will come to the victim in a little while.  It does not even accord 

the victim the prominence that restorative justice allows a victim.  Because 

remember, Mr. Speaker, restorative justice is a lens that is parallel to that of the 
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traditional criminal justice system.  What restorative justice says is this. In the 

traditional criminal justice system, the victim is just nominated as a witness, the 

virtual complainant.    

3.45 p.m.  

When your court matter is called you come and you give evidence and if you 

want— 

Mr. Speaker:  Member, you have two more minutes again. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  May I ask for my other 15 minutes, please, Mr. Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  The victim comes to court and then the sentence is passed.  

In restorative justice practices the victim is paramount.  And from the outset, they 

are engaged, there is, if it is that the crime does not warrant one where the victim 

ought to be scared of the offender, there may be conferences, there may be the 

need for the apology, which the learning says, transfers the power from the 

offender to the victim.  Where is that in this Bill?   

So, we on this side say that in this case there are no restorative justice practices and 

that is a fallacy by the presenter.  We also raised the issue of institutional 

unreadiness and illusion of capacity.  Clause 22 of the Bill authorizes the 

Commissioner of Prisons to assign, and this is the quote:   

“…suitably qualified…prison officers…”—as—“…parole officers…” 

Clause 23 requires: 

“…a rehabilitative needs assessment…”—for every inmate.   

But who would be these suitably qualified officers?  Where will they be trained?  

At present, prison officers are custodial and not clinical.  The Bill presumes a 

transformation of the prison service into a social work agency.  Has the hon. 

Minister spoken with the Second Division who are the representatives of the prison 
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officers before this Bill was brought?  Where is that report?  Where was the 

reference to that?  Yes, you spoke to the Commissioner of Prisons, we heard that.  

What about the representatives of the prison officers?   

In the Canadian, the Jamaican and the New Zealand framework, it separates 

custody from rehabilitation.  Parole supervision is civilian, multi-disciplinary and 

community-centred.  If it is that the prison system and the prison officers are 

already overburdened by the number of prisoners in the jail, you are now going to 

give them more work by making them “suitably qualified officers”?  Seriously?  

Was any thought really gone into for this piece of legislation before it was 

presented today?   

Equally, if parole eligibility depends on the completion of courses, the State must 

first ensure that these courses exist.  What are these courses?  Persons just cannot 

be denied release because the Government cannot provide a course, a class.  

Legislation cannot substitute itself for infrastructure.  And in this case the 

infrastructure is non-existent.  That is why we say that what we are doing here 

today, we are engaging in mamaguy.  We are not dealing with the issues.  We are 

just here continuing, but the Government presents its legislative agenda and we 

will be prepared to answer it every single time. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Clause 16.  It shields members with the garb of immunity.  

Employees of the Board from personal liability once acts are done “in good faith”. 

This proviso is so broad, Mr. Speaker, that it may very well condone gross 

negligence and reckless disregard, and that will escape liability.  The better 

approach in our respectful view is to confine immunity to acts of honesty, 

reasonably performed during the course of their duty.   

Clause 42, arrest equals recall.  Clause 42 decrees that parole ceases to have effect 
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where a parolee is arrested or charged.  That clause offends the Constitution and it 

offends the principle, Mr. Speaker, of innocent until proven guilty.  So a parolee is 

out, he is arrested, not convicted, you know, and upon arrest that is the end.  Arrest 

is not guilt, Mr. Speaker.  A verdict of guilty is guilt.  How could you have a 

clause—that is why I am saying there is no thought in this.  How could you have a 

clause that says, once the police arrest you that is the end.  So what happens in a 

small society like Trinidad and Tobago where there may be a beef between a 

prisoner and a police officer?  Once that prisoner is released on parole all the 

police officer has to do is arrest him and there goes his parole, he is back in jail.   

We on this side may look a certain way, but we have “ah lil” brain, we have “ah 

lil” brain matter.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  And that is counterintuitive; counterintuitive to what is 

going on.  The risk assessment and public safety, Mr. Speaker, clauses 28and 30 

allow the Parole Board is satisfied that the offender is unlikely to commit an 

offence.  The test of satisfaction is dangerously subjected.  In advanced 

jurisdictions multiple independent assessments requiring using recognized 

instruments, HCR 20, LSCMI, Static-99, no such standards are apparent here.  A 

single optimistic report could unleash tragedy in Trinidad and Tobago.  Public 

safety cannot rest on mood or guess work.   

Victims.  We say that this Bill in its present form has silenced stakeholders.  The 

Bill nods, and it is a perfunctory nod to victim.  Clause 48 deems that their 

concerns are relevant but not determinative.  That is a principle that applies, and I 

heard another pronouncement, that there is no role for victims in our system now.  

Yes, there is something called Victim Impact Statements that is existing now, and, 

yes, their concerns ought not to be determinative.  But we say that the statutory 
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right of Victim Impact Statements ought to be included in this piece of legislation.   

Canada mandates detailed victim notification.  New Zealand statutorily requires 

the Board to receive and record victims’ submissions.  Jamaica allows victims to 

attend the hearings through local committees.  Trinidad and Tobago, victims are 

again spectators in a process that directly affects their security.  And this is post a 

conviction.  In other words, the victim has been properly identified as a victim 

because the person has been convicted.  Their role and their voice should have 

even more weight at this stage than just a perfunctory nod.  And we say that this 

Bill ought to include mandatory victim impact waiting; guaranteed participation of 

the victim, and that should be a right; consideration of the psychological trauma 

that was meted upon the victim during the commission of the crime for which the 

parolee has been convicted.  Justice requires that the cries of the victim must be 

heard.  And just the mouthing of it without giving it any teeth, we say, is 

insufficient.   

This piece of legislation impacts several sibling pieces of legislation.  It impacts 

the Prison Act and alters how sentencings are served and introduces external 

supervision mechanism.  It impacts the Prison Service Act again, by expanding the 

duties of prison officers into parole supervision officers.  It affects the 

Administration of Justice (Electronic Monitoring) Act by introducing increased 

reliance on electronic monitoring as a condition of release.  It tinkers, in our view, 

with the Supreme Court of Judicature Act requiring new rules of court to facilitate 

parole appeals and procedures.  And it indirectly changes the criminal procedure 

framework.   

When we compare this piece of legislation and the perspective of the lessons 

learned abroad, the Jamaica Parole Act of 1978 provides decentralized parish 

communities in keeping with community participation and reducing delay.  
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Trinidad and Tobago centralizes it and the Board will be drowned with caseloads.  

Canada has the Corrections and Conditional Release Act which integrates 

institutional corrections, parole and an independent correctional investigator and an 

Ombudsman to audit fairness.  We do not have this.  New Zealand has a Parole Act 

of 2002, and declares community safety the paramount consideration, and imposes 

legislative principles of transparency guiding and the handling of risk, cultural 

fairness.  Our Act recites none of the forgoing.  And there is an administrative gap 

and fiscal silence that we want to bring to your attention.   

Clause 53 blindly states that funding will be appropriated by Parliament.  There is 

no costed plan, no estimate of staffing for electronic monitoring, no 

implementation timetable.  That is why I say, Mr. Speaker, it is an exercise in 

mamaguy but we have to participate.  Our discipline is this you know, we will not 

determine the outcome, but we will determine our input in the process every single 

day that legislation is brought here.  The High Court, not the Magistracy, absorbs 

every application.  The High Court will be swamped with applications.  Clause 8—

clause 48 allows appeal only on internal policy error or incomplete information, 

omitting grounds of bias, unreasonableness and the breach of natural justice.  The 

truncation of review invites constitutional challenge.   

In some, the machinery is skeleton and the financing is imaginary and this Bill, Mr. 

Speaker, respectfully, is premature and it is an exercise in something that must be 

occult and not obvious to the normal mind.  Mr. Speaker, how much more time do 

I have, I just want to do my recommendation?   

Mr. Speaker:  I think you have six minutes.  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, five minutes.   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Mr. Speaker, we would want to make some—we have 
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circulated recommendations for amendments and we would say that this will help 

in giving us a credible framework.  If the Government insists in pressing ahead, 

then, Mr. Speaker, we would do on this what we have to do.  We would want to 

have expansion of illegibility, include offenders serving more than two years, 

addressing overcrowding and reinforce rehabilitation.  We would want to have 

professionalized parole service, recruit parole officers from the social work and 

psychology and criminology disciplines.  We would want to codify victim rights 

and mandate that submissions and considerations of Victim Impact Statements be 

part of the process.  We would want to create an independent parole ombudsman, 

Mr. Speaker, akin to Canada’s correctional investigator.   

We would want to clarify the decision-making power and specify whether 

the Board or the court is primary and saying that judicial primacy is of importance.  

We would want transparency through reporting.  We would want guarantee of the 

rehabilitation process and access.  We would want to recalibrate the risk 

procedures and prescribe the use of standardized assessment tools and a multi-tier 

professional review.  We would want to limit the immunity clause.  We would 

want to reform clause 42 and substitute an application to a judge for an automatic 

termination upon arrest, instead of once you are arrested, it terminates 

automatically and we would want victim and community representation. And we 

would also wish, Mr. Speaker, for a phased implementation.   

Mr. Speaker, punishment and redemption are twin pillars of justice, and 

parole when properly designed reconciles them, it rewards transformation whilst 

protecting the society.  We say at this point in time in this existence of our twin-

island Republic, the protection of society is of the primary concern and it should be 

for all citizens.  Our Republic stands at a crossroad now.  We can create a parole 

system that commands confidence.  And we on this side are trying to do that by 
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making our respectful suggestion for reform and for recommendations.   

We conclude reform, yes, but responsibility first.  The legislation should 

never exceed our institutions’ readiness to enforce it.  To proclaim this Bill as 

drafted would be to legislate aspirations without apparatus, principles, procedure 

and without safety.  So, I suggest, what the stoics call “the pause”.  And when we 

pause, Mr. Speaker, we say we pause out of prudence.  Send this Bill to a Joint 

Select Committee.  Take evidence from the Judiciary; from the prison service; 

from the Prison Officers Association; take evidence from criminologists; take 

evidence from victims. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Because in criminal justice “trial and error does cost lives, 

yuh know”, and we cannot afford the cost of one more life in Trinidad and Tobago.  

So, Mr. Speaker, for those reasons and for matters of justice, there is one 

acceptable outcome, to get it right the first time and we are saying that our 

amendments may, may, without arrogance from the other side, it may, it may assist 

in getting it right the first time and getting the unwavering support of the 

Opposition when good legislation is presented to this Parliament. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

4.00 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Toco/Sangre Grande.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

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

(Hon. Wayne Sturge):   Mr. Speaker, I literally do not know where to start from a 

submission that was largely vacuous.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Mr. Speaker, a submission which reveals that the Member for— 

Hon. Member:  South.  

Hon. W. Sturge:—Port of Spain South, sorry, simply skimmed through the Bill 

and did not delve into any deep analysis of the provisions. So, let me start by 

rebutting some of the things my friend from Port of Spain South said.  He started 

out by listing a number of programmes and, in listing these programmes, he gave a 

long list and he made the point that all of these programmes are now gone.   

He sought to make the point that with these programmes, which have been 

in existence for so many years, and in one form or another, they simply changed 

the names.  He simply said that these programmes in essence, somehow 

contributed to a decrease in crime.  What decrease in crime was he talking about?  

Because we have had these programmes for 60 years, and in 60 years of PNM rule, 

what we have seen with these same programmes that he says no longer exist—with 

these programmes—the crime rate just went up, and up and up.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Up, up and away.  And, it started with, I think his name was 

Martin Joseph.  He had the highest murder rate in this country’s history; the 

highest rates of violence.  And then, by pure envy, the Member for Port of Spain 

North/St. Ann’s West sought to overtake him.  And then, if that was not enough, 

the former Member for Laventille West decided that he was going to take the 

record.  As I said before, if violent crime was an Olympic sport, they controlled 

lanes one, two, three, four— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:—five, six, seven, eight.  They have the gold medal, the silver 

medal, the bronze medal; the top eight spots.  Let me remind them: 624 last year.  
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Who was in charge?  Sorry, 2024. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Mr. Speaker, 624 in 2024.  Before that, 605 so, 624, 605. 

Ms. Mohit:  And that is a joke for them.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  It is a joke for them.  Mr. Speaker, 577, that is yours; 550, that is 

yours; 539, that is yours; 518, that is yours; 509, that is yours; 497, that is yours.  

The top eight spots in terms of murder, that is yours, all yours— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:—with all the same programmes.  So, what must we do, change 

the names again and expect something different?  Because that is all you ever do.  

That is all you ever do.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  [Laughter] First to cross 300 murders; that is yours.  First 

to cross 400 murders, that is yours.  First to cross 500 murders—whose own?  That 

is yours and the first to cross 600 murders, that is yours.  So, let us put that in 

perspective, because I heard during the contribution—and now he is running away.  

He came, he talks about gluteus maximus and then got all in a bunch.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  All wet and runs away.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  But, Mr. Speaker, he said we should not be attempting to rewrite 

history.  I just gave him the history.  I just gave him the history.  And the thing is, 

in his contribution he sought to give the impression—he said that this is in 

essence—I do not want to misquote him.  He said that crime is out of control.  

Only now?  Since when?  And then, he said— 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  I will deal with you just now. 
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Mr. Manning:  No thanks.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Mr. Rolie Polie— 

Hon. Member:  Yes, yes.  

Hon. W. Sturge:—San Fernando.  

Mr. Manning:  It is okay.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Crime is out of control and he said four murders yesterday—or 

three—and then just the other day, a next four murders.  Let me remind him.  You 

had that several times under your watch. July 26th, 2019, seven fishermen 

murdered—that is seven.  And then the next day in Las Cuevas, four, Sandman and 

others.  So, in the space of 24 hours, you had 11 murders.  Crime was not out of 

control then?  Who was the Minister of National Security in 2019?   

Hon. Members:  Who?   

Hon. W. Sturge:  “Ah waiting.”  Stand up and be counted.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Do not fix your jacket, stand up and be counted.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  He is quiet, quiet as a lamb.  Yes, quiet as a lamb.  One of the 

worst Ministers of National Security sits right over there. 

Hon. Members:  Call the name.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  But, he has the gall—when 11 murders took place under his 

watch in one day—to come and call for resignations on this side.   

Hon. Members:  Yeah, yeah.  Shame.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  And you know what, what he is not saying is that his 

constituents are largely responsible for the most murders in this country.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  “They doh want ZOSO.  They doh want ZOSO but the people 

begging for ZOSO.”   

So, look at this.  Where did the murder—the quadruple murder of four—

with the young lady from Newtown Girls, where did that happen?  Which 

constituency?  We all know, and I am sure he knows, who committed it.  I have 

stood up in this Parliament, time again and made reference to the fact that I am 

from Serraneau Road, Belmont; that I lived in Belle Eau Road, Belmont, where the 

Attorney General is from, right.  I lived in both places; they run parallel to each 

other. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Serraneau Road cannot go into Belle Eau Road, and Belle Eau 

Road cannot go into Serraneau Road.  He knows, and I am sure he knows, that the 

murders yesterday are connected to the murders in Lady Young, the quadruple 

murder.  It is connected.  We know where they are from.  We know.  We have seen 

all the wakes and all the crying.  We know Belle Eau Road is in play.  We know 

Serraneau Road is in play.  Where did the murders yesterday take place?  Right by 

Holder’ Parlour, by Serraneau Road step.  Who is the Member of Parliament for 

there?  Well, it is a trifecta with those two quadruple murders.  Because it is on the 

border, right on the border.  One on the border between Laventille East, who is not 

here, just like the one who “accustom coming to eat and disappear.”  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Well she decided not to come today.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. Speaker:  Member, come on, come on. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes, but Laventille East, where Laventille East borders 
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Laventille West, is where the quadruple murder took place with the little girl.  And 

yesterday, Holder’s Parlour, the other quadruple is where Laventille West, borders 

Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West.  You want to know how I know?  It took place 

a 100 metres from where I grew up.   

But one of the worst Ministers of National Security has the gall to turn this 

into politics and to call for resignations.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  The same way you would not know when your constituents are 

going to murder some of your other constituents a street away, you expect us to 

know?  But let me tell you, let me tell you something; what we would not do.  We 

would not know that four people are trapped in a pipeline and wait and let them 

die. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  Those are the actions—those are premeditated.  What else 

would you call it?  And then you have the gall to stand up here.  “Oh, look, yuh 

standing up.”  

Mr. Young SC:  Standing Order 48(1).  I have sat here and I have listened to the 

gibberish and the verbal diarrhoea from the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Speaker:  No. No. No.   

Hon. Senators:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Speaker:  Toco/Sangre Grande. 

Mr. Young SC:  [Inaudible] nothing.  

Mr. Speaker:  Well, in all fairness—.  In all fairness, the Member for Port of 

Spain South attempted to light the fire.  Right? 

Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 
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Mr. Speaker:  Hold on.  Toco/Sangre Grande is opening the fire hose to put out 

the fire.  Hold on.  But I think that is too much water you are pouring on that minor 

fire now Toco/Sangre Grande.  Let us move on a bit.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  I will move on.  

Mr. Speaker:  I think you made the contextual point. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes.  I laid the context and I am very thankful for the very long 

run.  Jimmy Adams—he was not the run longer.  It was Joel Garner.  I am very 

grateful for the Joel Garner run-up, for allowing me. 

Mr. Speaker:  That is where you do not know cricket.  Joel Garner never had a 

long run up.  He was very lethal but never had a long run up.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. Speaker:  Take the Michael Holding and finish the story. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Michael Holding, Michael Holding.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  But you know, Mr. Speaker, to deal with that objection.  The 

one thing he could not say.  “He could call it all kinda things; verbal diarrhoea”.  

You know what he could not say?  That I lied.  He had to accept it.  

Mr. Speaker:  Let us move on to the Bill now.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes. I am moving on, I am moving on. Because you see, for the 

last 10 years, they did absolutely nothing in reforming the criminal justice system. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. W. Sturge:  Everyone who understands parole understands the value of 

parole.  I will get back to Port of Spain South just now.   

The value of parole that it deals with—because the short point is, we know 

that 98 per cent of those persons who go to prison will, at some point, return to us.  
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So, what do we do?  Leave them to come back out with that high recidivism rate?  

That is what they did for 10 years, and that is why we are where we are.  The short 

point is, once you understand criminal justice and you understand the principles of 

sentencing, you would know that you have to deal with the offender who is going 

to return to you at some point.  So, if as the Minister of Justice is saying, we have a 

recidivism rate, where, out of every 10 people going to prison, five or six are 

coming back out to commit offences, then you have to deal with it.  That is what 

we are dealing with.   

So, this not only deals with the proximal causes of crime, because stifling human 

resources is an initiative that treats with the proximal causes, but the root causes of 

crime—one of the roots—would be recidivism.  So, what we are trying to do, 

rather than what their previous Attorney General, did which was to complain—I do 

not know if you remember that he complained that it cost $28,000 a month to mind 

a single prisoner, Mr. Speaker.  He lamented that.  And, anyone with an ounce of 

common sense would know that, in a parole system, one of the things you treat 

with is overcrowding.  Do I have to give way? 

Mr. Speaker:  Yes, I will invite you to give way.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes, please. 

Mr. Speaker:  Thank you.  

4.15 p.m.  

ARRANGEMENT OF BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, you would recall that we had deferred statements 

and announcements.  So, I should like now to revert to that aspect of the 

proceedings.  
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VISITORS 

Dr. Subrahmanyam Jaishankar 

(External Affairs Minister of the Republic of India) 

Mr. Speaker: I want to make my announcement and to say it is with an immense 

and profound sense of joy that I wish to welcome back in this Chamber, within the 

space of almost one year, and embrace the high-level delegation from the Republic 

of India.  In this regard, Members, please join me in acknowledging the presence 

of Dr. Subrahmanyam Jaishankar, the External Affairs Minister of the Republic of 

Trinidad and Tobago—of India, sorry, I beg your pardon, and his delegation, who 

have graciously joined us at today’s Sitting of the House.  Can I invite you all in 

true parliamentary style? 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

ARRANGEMENT OF BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker:  As has been previously agreed, the hon. Prime Minister will make a 

statement.  We had deferred Statements by Ministers for the hon. Prime Minister to 

make her statement.  I am advised that there has been agreement that even though 

it may over the 10-minute limitation provided in the Standing Orders, that Prime 

Minister may continue.  Hon. Prime Minister, thank you.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

STATEMENT BY MINISTER 

Official Visit of Dr. Subrahmanyam Jaishankar 

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

Mr. Speaker, maybe it was a Freudian slip when you recognized our esteemed 

colleague as coming out of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago.  May I also take 

a moment to say we would welcome him to also be of Trinidad and Tobago.  

Welcome, welcome, doctor.  Thank you very much. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  On behalf of the Government and people of 

Trinidad and Tobago, it is my distinct pleasure to warmly welcome Dr. Jaishankar, 

Minister of External Affairs of the Republic of India, and his delegation to this 

honourable House and our lovely nation.  As the Speaker has mentioned, this is his 

second visit to Trinidad and Tobago in less than a year, following Prime Minister 

Shri Narendra Modi’s historic official visit in July 2025.  And this reflects the 

continued deepening engagement between our two nations.   

Minister Jaishankar is widely regarded as one of the foremost diplomatic and 

strategic minds in international affairs today. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Dr. Jaishankar has served in many portfolios.  

Amongst those include India’s Ambassador to the United States, Foreign 

Secretary, and since 2019, the Minister of External Affairs.  In his very highly 

acclaimed book, The India Way: Strategies for an Uncertain World, Jaishankar 

writes, and I quote: 

It is a better to engage the world on the basis of who we are rather than try to 

please the world as a pale imitation of who they are. 

That philosophy resonates deeply with Trinidad and Tobago and India, two post-

colonial democracies, shaped by history and resilience, yet determined to engage 

the world with confidence and dignity.  Dr. Jaishankar, perhaps there is no clearer 

reflection of that confidence that the continued trust and mandate being placed in 

Prime Minister Modi and the BJP by the people of India.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Permit me therefore to extend congratulations 

from the Government and people of Trinidad and Tobago on your party’s recent 
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historic electoral victory in West Bengal.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC: Today’s visit comes at a time of profound change 

in global affairs as countries of the Global South increasingly assert a stronger 

voice in shaping international affairs and defining their development path.  Few 

nations embody that transformation more profoundly than India, now the world’s 

largest democracy, the fourth largest economy, and a major geopolitical, 

technological and economic force whose influence extends across the globe.   

Dr. Jaishankar observes in his book, and I quote again:   

The days when others define us are over.  We define ourselves.   

These words reflect the aspiration of post-colonial societies everywhere, including 

here in our homeland, Trinidad and Tobago.  These words encapsulate the right of 

nations to pursue development on our own terms and to engage the world with a 

new confidence borne of resilience.  That is why the relationship between Trinidad 

and Tobago and India carries growing importance in this new global era.  Once 

rooted predominantly in ancestry and historical memory, it has now evolved into a 

modern partnership, grounded in strategic cooperation and shared development.   

Dr. Jaishankar visit comes at a deeply meaningful time because we, in Trinidad 

and Tobago, we prepare to commemorate Indian Arrival Day and thereby honour 

the legacy of those who journeyed from India to these shores, beginning in 1845.  

But also this month, we celebrate Indian Heritage Month in Trinidad and Tobago.  

These bonds that we share is a reminder that the relationship between Trinidad and 

Tobago and India was shaped, not only by diplomacy, but also by the harsh 

realities of colonial history.   

India endured centuries of British colonial occupation and economic extraction, 

while enslaved Africans here and Indian indentures were simultaneously 
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trafficked.  Now, “trafficked”, I am saying a strong word. In this day and age 

today, given what we know about criminal activity, what happened then in the 

slave trade and in the bringing of indentured labourers here was, in fact, human 

trafficking.  In today’s world, it would be recognized as human trafficking across 

the Atlantic.   

After emancipation, indentured labourers from India were effectively trafficked to 

our country under very exploitative, imperial labour systems. Though distinct in 

form, both experiences form part of the wider system of colonial exploitation, 

brutal, coerced labour, and human displacement.  Yet from those histories emerged 

people who transformed hardship into endurance, survival and nation-building.   

The descendants of indentureship, alongside descendants of enslaved Africans and 

all other communities that form our national families, help to build the economic, 

cultural and democratic life of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  As I have previously stated, the Kala Pani, once 

associated with exile and suffering, has, over generations, become the Pani 

Bandhan, the waters of unity, forming an enduring connection between T&T and 

India.  Indeed, the official visit of Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi in July 2025 

marked the beginning of a new phase in the strategic partnership between our two 

nations.  Minister Jaishankar’s visit today serves to advance many of the initiatives 

and agreements emerging from that historic engagement in July 2025.   

During Prime Minister Modi’s visit, T&T and India signed off several agreements 

in the areas of diplomatic training, cooperation in sport, Indian pharmaceuticals, 

cultural exchanges and quick impact projects, amongst others.  These agreements 

established frameworks for cooperation in public sector training, health care 

standards, youth development, cultural exchange and community-based initiatives.  
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And later today, this afternoon, several additional MOUs will be executed in the 

areas of economic and financial cooperation, strengthening bilateral investment 

and trade; tourism cooperation, expanding tourism and people-to-people exchange; 

digital cooperation, modernizing heritage preservation systems; more quick impact 

projects, supporting community-level development; solar PV energy cooperation, 

advancing renewable energy goals; and the revival of the Chair of Ayurveda at the 

University of the West Indies, strengthening educational, medical and cultural 

cooperation.  

Collectively, these agreements that we share today will reflect the continued 

transformation of our relationship, T&T and India, into a deeper strategic 

partnership, centred on practical cooperation, innovation and shared development.  

Mr. Speaker, importantly, I am heartened to announce that one year later, India has 

honoured and delivered upon the commitments made by Prime Minister Modi, 

made last year, July 2025.  Prime Minister Modi had pledged to donate 2,000 

laptops in support of our Government’s secondary school laptop programme.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Today, Minister Jaishankar comes bearing gifts 

and devices. The laptops will be officially handed over across all seven educational 

districts.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  I also acknowledge now the students representing 

schools from across Trinidad and Tobago who have joined us today in the Rotunda 

on this occasion.   

Last year, we started with the artificial limbs.  More than 800 citizens 

benefitted from the limb fitment initiative.  Again, that was supported by the 

Government of India.   
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Tomorrow, Minister Jaishankar and I will 

officially launch the National Prosthetics Centre in Penal.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Again, special thanks to the Government of India, 

which has allowed us to have a permanent limb fitment centre in Trinidad and 

Tobago.  Let us me also thank— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Special thanks also go also to Jaipur Foot, USA, 

who have contributed to this initiative.   

In the coming weeks, Trinidad and Tobago will also receive 20 haemodialysis 

units; 20 haemodialysis units.  You know we have a lot of persons needing that 

kind of care; dialysis care.  We will be receiving, again, courtesy Prime Minister 

Modi and the Government and people of India.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  We will also receive two sea ambulances—and I 

talked about this being most important—two sea ambulances, so the trips from 

Trinidad to Tobago, Tobago to Trinidad will strengthen health care delivery and 

emergency medical response.  Again, we thank the Government and the People of 

India.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  India has additionally supported the establishment 

of an agro-processing facility at Brechin Castle, Couva, again through grant 

funding from the Government and People of India, for which we thank them 

sincerely.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  
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Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  That initiative reflects our shared commitment to 

agricultural modernization and food security.   

Mr. Speaker, did you know that bilateral trade between Trinidad and Tobago 

and India now exceeds TT $1.2 billion annually, with significant potential for 

expansion in agriculture, health care, finance, tourism, infrastructure, and 

non-energy exports?  

Trinidad and Tobago is also proud to join India-led initiatives, such as the 

Global Biofuels Alliance and the Coalition for Disaster Resilient Infrastructure.   

India’s global leadership in digital information has also created new 

opportunities for cooperation in digital transformation, artificial intelligence, 

archival modernization and renewable energy development.  Indeed, Mr. Speaker, 

now this is what defines the modern relationship between Trinidad and Tobago and 

India.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  This is a partnership, Mr. Speaker, increasingly 

rooted in practical cooperation, shared development and the common 

determination to shape our future with confidence and dignity.  

4.30 p.m. 

As I close, may I say, Mr. Speaker, hon. Minister Jaishankar, may recall that 

the Chair that our Speaker sits on, the Speaker’s Chair in this honourable House, 

was gifted by India shortly after our Independence in 1962, for which, again, we 

thank India. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  This chair, I remind you, has the inscription 

“From the people of India to the people of Trinidad and Tobago”.  For more than 

60 years, that chair has stood at the centre of the democratic life of our nation.  It is 
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a powerful emblem of the enduring bond between T&T and India across 

generations.  From the “jahajis”, as they are known in India, they cross the Kala 

Pani to the generations who help build modern Trinidad and Tobago, the story of 

India remains inseparable from the story of our nation itself.   

Again, as Shri Jaishankar observed during his 2023 address, “Connected 

Histories, Shared Present”, and I quote:   

Politically, our historic conversations stem from shared aspersions and 

legacies.  Our emotional connection with these countries remains very 

strong.  We continue to engage, as they refresh their roots, culture, and 

traditions, we will provide commercial opportunities and further strengthen 

our traditional bilateral ties.   

End of quote.  Mr. Speaker, India’s great poet, Rabindranath Tagore once said:   

“On the seashore, endless worlds, children meet, with shouts and dances.”   

Today, I say that after crossing the dark waters, the Kala Pani, which once 

separated our ancestors, those said waters now unite future generations through the 

enduring Pani Bandhan water bond.  We are now seriously connected.  May the 

spirit of Jahaji Bhai, the brotherhood of the boat, endure and flourish for 

generations to come.  Through you, Mr. Speaker, I ask Minister Shri Jaishankar to 

please convey the assurances of our highest regard to Prime Minister Modi and the 

people of India.  May God continue to bless the great nations of Trinidad and 

Tobago and the people of Trinidad and Tobago and of India.  I thank you, Mr. 

Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  Mr. Speaker, if I may, as we take the break, can I 

ask that everyone be invited to join us in the Rotunda for the handing over of the 

MOUs and the laptops with your leave, Mr. Speaker?  I thank you very much. 



93 

Statement by Minister  2026.05.08 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Members, it is now 4.33p.m.  Normally, we take a 45-minute 

break, but I think we have to be practical.  A 45-minute break will not 

accommodate all that needs to happen today.  So, I propose to come back at 5.35 

p.m.; an hour’s break.  So, the hearing is suspended.  We will resume here at 5.35 

p.m.  Thank you very much. 

 4.33 p.m.:  Sitting suspended. 

 5.35 p.m.:  Sitting resumed. 

PAROLE BILL, 2026 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Toco/Sangre Grande.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Speaker:  Could I remind you that when you broke off, you had taken 15 

minutes?  So, you have 15 minutes of regular time. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes, please.  Thank you kindly.  Now, Mr. Speaker, before I go 

into the gravamen of the Bill before us, allow me to respond to some of the 

utterances that came out from Port of Spain South.  Now, Port of Spain South tried 

to make the point that persons on parole should be brought back before the judge 

who first sentenced them, and made heavy weather of the fact that the Bill makes 

no provisions for that. 

I really find it troubling that such an argument could be made because there are 

scores of persons who have been sentenced, at one time or another, and then had to 

be resentenced many years later after the judge who had passed the original 

sentence had either retired or, in most cases, had died.  So, I do not understand 

what his issue was with that because that is standard.  That is standard.  Judges 

retire.  Judges die.  People move on.  So the fact that the Bill does not make 

provision for the same judge who sentenced you that he has resentence you after 
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parole, that is a nonsensical argument, totally nonsensical.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Because this happens all over the world.  In almost every 

jurisdiction where there is a parole system, this is a feature.  You, at some time, in 

the future, might have to be resentenced, and the beauty about it is that whatever a 

judge took into account when you were first sentenced so many years ago might 

very well form part of the historical setting, and might not be relevant at the time 

when you are being resentenced on parole, when recommendations for parole are 

being made.  So that is another non-issue.  And I gather that, apart from only one 

point, Port of Spain South came here just to, I mean, let me shorten it by saying, 

when you have nothing to say, it is better you say nothing, because he did not 

say— 

Mr. Young SC:  Well, sit down.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  I am saying a lot.  

Mr. Manning:  A lot of nothing. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  No, no, no.  “A lot of nothing”. 

Mr. Manning:  A lot of nothing. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Well, that is what you say.  That is why you are where you are. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Because what you all did for the last 10 years is “a lot of 

nothing”.  In terms of crime, you all did absolutely nothing in the last 10 years. 

Hon Member:  A lot of nothing. 

Mr. Gonzales:  Mr. Speaker, point of order, 48(1).  Can the Minister get to the Bill 

that we are debating? 

Mr. Speaker:  Well, I think he was until he was distracted by San Fernando East.  

So, perhaps if we do not throw out distractions, we may get along.  So, Member, 
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let us just move along. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  I will skip along and ignore “the blob”.  So, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. de Nobriga:  Mr. Speaker, 48(4). 

Mr. Young SC:  And he should look down.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. W. Sturge:  “Wait, nah, who fatter than San Fernando East? Way yuh 

mean?”  

Hon. Members:  You!!! [Laughter] 

Mr. Speaker:  Okay.  Let us nip this in the bud.   

Hon. W. Sturge:  “Yuh look for dat”. 

Mr. Speaker:  Let us nip this in the bud.  Member, Toco/Sangre Grande, if it is 

you use any insulting or offensive language towards any Member on that side, do 

the right thing.  You know the right thing. I do not have to implore you to do the 

right thing.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Well, I will withdraw it, but if it continues, I will respond.  

Mr. Speaker:  No, no, no.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  I will respond.  

Mr. Speaker:  No, no.    

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes, guided.  

Mr. Manning:  I am sorry, no apology?  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Well, for stating that you are fat?  That is a fact. 

Mr. Speaker:  Alright, okay.  Okay, Toco/Sangre.  Let us just get along.  Get on 

with it, shall we?   

Mr. Manning:  Mr. Speaker 48(4), please.  I would like an apology. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  For saying you are fat?    

Mr. Manning:  The Member hurt my feelings. 
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Hon. W. Sturge:  Facts are stubborn things. Well, let us move— 

Mr. Marcelle:  Mr. Speaker, I rise on 48(4).   

Hon. W. Sturge:  Another fat one. 

Mr. Marcelle:  It is one thing to joke about the very insultive and degrading 

language continuously from Toco/Sangre Grande.  It is not a joke to be calling 

Members in this House all kinds of disgusting and offensive language, and it is 

laughed off in this House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  You do not apologize for stating facts. 

Mr. Speaker:  I think if all Members could be somewhat sensitive to this Standing 

Order, on both sides, we would not have these problems.  Toco/Sangre Grande, 

listen, you are a very experienced advocate.  Do not be distracted by that.  So, shall 

we just withdraw, apologize, and let us get on with the business at hand, shall we?  

Hon. W. Sturge:  I withdraw and apologize.  Yes, so— 

Mr. Manning:  Thank you. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  But it does not change the fact.  So, anyway— 

Mr. Speaker:  Come on, the schoolyard.  

Mr. Des Vignes:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Right so—you hear that?  

Mr. Manning:  He has nothing to say, you know. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  No, I have a lot to say, but if you keep provoking me and then 

complaining— 

Mr. Manning:  Fifteen minutes, and he still cannot talk about the Bill.  

Mr. Speaker:  San Fernando East, you complained, we intervened, but yet—you 

know, you are a disciplinary fire-starter.  That is what it is.  Let us just stop it and 

move on.  It is late. 
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Hon. W. Sturge:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  So, let me move on to the other point 

made by Port of Spain South, because he seems to have a problem with everything 

in the Bill, not realizing that we did not reinvent the wheel.  This is basically a 

replica of something that works.  So he made the point that these parole boards, 

they meet in camera.  They meet in the camera for obvious reasons.  So, I do not 

understand what the point of that was, because at the end of the day, the parole 

board simply makes a recommendation, and when the recommendation is brought 

before the court—courts sit as open justice.  Only in very limited circumstances 

would a court sit in camera.   

So, there is nothing, as he seems to want to suggest, that we are hiding 

something; that the parole board is, in essence, hiding and taking away from open 

justice.  Because all the parole board does is receive applications, they process 

them, they summon witnesses—even the victim is summoned if he wishes to.  It 

does not have to be in person.  The Bill makes provision for it to be done 

virtually—and they consider all of the representations made, and once that is done, 

they make a recommendation to the court, which the court, in any event, is not 

obligated to follow.  The court has its own discretion.  And what the court does, 

again, for those who may have been misled outside of this House, what the court 

does, the courts do openly in public. 

Well, he said that the Bill is by no means novel.  Of course, it is not novel.  

That is the point I just made.  So this point here that he complains about, that says 

it defeats ends of open justice, this is a feature of almost every parole Bill, but, of 

course, he had very little to say.  He, again, said there is no parliamentary 

oversight, but if you read the Bill, you will see that there are provisions that the 

reports, and so on, are laid in Parliament.  Parliament gets an opportunity—if it is 

laid before the House, if it is laid before the Parliament, can it not be debated?  Is 
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there not an opportunity for scrutiny?  Of course there is.  So, again, this is another 

instance of him having nothing to say and basically just trying to make up the 45 

minutes. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

5.45 p.m.  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Now, Mr. Speaker, before we took the break, I was going to talk 

about a recognition of proximal causes of crime versus root causes of crime.  I 

have the 2015 PNM 10-Point Crime Plan and the 2020 crime plan.  And we all 

know that the effects of a crime plan are felt five and 10 years down the road.  And 

more particularly, yes, when you are dealing with proximal causes, you feel the 

effects in the short term or even the immediate term.  But when you are dealing 

with the root causes of crime, the effects are felt five to 10 years down the road.  

So, what we are feeling now, what we see in Belmont and what we see on Lady 

Young Road, that is in essence us reaping the whirlwind of their failure.  Of their 

failure of failing to deal with the root causes of crime in the last 10 years.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  So let me demonstrate how this Bill deals with root causes 

because, you see, you can deal with root causes from one perspective when the lion 

is still a cub.  You can deal with it by trying to ensure that there is social and 

economic justice so that persons in disadvantaged communities like Belmont, 

which falls in Port of Spain North/ St. Ann’s West, and persons in communities in 

Port of Spain South, Laventille West and Laventille East, you can seek to ensure 

that there is socioeconomic justice.  They have done little to treat with that.   

So that, in essence, starts from around the time when the child enters 

preschool, coming up, so you make sure that they are on equal footing with their 

counterparts in Westmoorings and these places.  But there is another part of the 
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root cause, and it is here.  When people go to prison, when these men go to prison, 

if you do not, and since 98 per cent of them are going to return, if you do not treat 

with what causes them, the root causes of what led them into that place, and try to 

treat with the root causes so that when they eventually come out from that place, if 

you do not deal with that, then what you are doing that is why you are seeing the 

failure of their policies.  That is why there is recidivism at such a high rate.   

So, what we are doing with the Parole Bill is simple.  The first thing you do you 

are treating with overcrowding because overcrowding is a feature of our prison 

system.  And when there is overcrowding, the inmates, even if you are a first-time 

offender and you have to be visited with the term of imprisonment, when you go 

into the prison, you cannot say,  “Well, I am keeping to myself.”  It is a fight for 

survival.   

So if you leave them in a situation in a prison which is overcrowded and you do 

not manage their release which is the object of this Bill, to manage how they are 

released, and to manage them in such a way that you change mindsets, change 

behaviour, and provide them with the tools—And, if you do not do none of that 

which they did not do, then do not be surprised that when they are released from 

the prison they go right back into a life of crime.  They go right back to Belmont, 

right back to Port of Spain South and continue to do what they were doing before 

they went in.   

Prison without a parole system is simply an incubator for violence.  Conrad 

Douglin spoke about that years ago, not only in the context of YTC being a 

breeding ground for criminals, he was talking about the remand centre, and he was 

talking about the prison system.  And if you do not seek to enable changed 

behaviour from these inmates, if you do not seek to empower them and you 

simply—one day they are in prison, and the next day, when they are released, you 
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simply throw them back to the wolves, what do you expect?   

Whilst they are in there for the entirety of their sentence, if we do not have these 

programmes, if we do not provide the incentive and the incentive is if you behave 

yourself, if you do not engage in violence, if you do not break the prison rules, if 

you take part in certain programmes for rehabilitation and so on, then in some 

cases, well, not in some cases the Bill says you are entitled to parole at one point, 

quarter, and then half at another juncture.  And it is structured such a way that 

there is a temporary absence programme so that you are allowed out of the prison, 

but supervised, and you are allowed out of the prison to attend programmes that 

can make you employable, attend programmes that deal with anger management, 

counselling, all of these programmes, it is a structure.   

Mr. Speaker:  Hon. Member, your time is also up.  Would you like to avail your 

15 minutes?  

Hon. W. Sturge:  Yes, please.   

Mr. Speaker:  Thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  So, you have this phased system where there is a temporary 

absence from the prison.  You are allowed out a number of outings for a number of 

hours so that you take part in the journey towards rehabilitation.  At some point, 

once it is certified that you have done the programmes, then the board will look at 

what has been done, and you will be allowed to engage in work.   

So you will have, in essence, what is partial parole, where you are released, you are 

allowed to work, and you are allowed to stay at a minimum-security facility to 

prepare you for the world that you have to return to.  And then there is full parole, 

because once you get past the partial parole and you are fit, and the board says you 

are fit and the court recognizes that you are fit for release, that you no longer pose 
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a danger to the victims, and you no longer pose a danger to society, then you are 

allowed full parole.   

So what you have is a system where the inmate has a choice.  When he goes into 

prison with this Bill, he is told, “Listen, you are eligible for parole at such and such 

time, and if you behave yourself, if you avail yourself of these programmes, then 

you move forward, and your term of imprisonment can be cut short.”  But, of 

course, if you do not, and you want to remain part of the gangs, and so on, then 

that is on you.  But what we are doing is we are providing an opportunity for them.   

And, you see, it is in recognition that certain things lead to recidivism; guaranteed.  

Because when you go into prison for a long sentence and you do not have the 

option that you are eligible for parole, as far as you know, you are here for 10 

years.  That seems so distant away.  A lot can happen in 10 years.  You lose your 

spouse, you want to lose connection with your children because you know you are 

not a good example, and you do not want your own children to come in here to hug 

up a boy.  Port of Spain South.  [Laughter]  So, you do not want that, and a lot of 

times, what happens is people isolate themselves. 

Mr. Speaker:  I heard that.  Withdraw it. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Withdrawn.   

Mr. Speaker:  Apologize to him.   

Hon. W. Sturge:  I apologize.  A lot of people, a lot of times, they isolate 

themselves, and this process of self-isolation can lead them back into the networks.  

In the jail, you either get into some kind of radicalization, you get into some kind 

of violent gang, you are a part of an incubator for violence, or you are a part of a 

network.  And before last year, when we plucked out the ringleaders and put them 

down in Teteron, you know what our prison system was?  It was a command centre 

for violence.  A command centre for murder.  So what we have done, bit by bit, is 
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we know all of who were calling the shots.  We removed them.  But that is not the 

panacea.  It is just one stage.   

So, this Bill seeks to deal with the root cause, and seeks to prepare people for when 

they come out.  And, one of the beautiful things about this Bill, during your period 

of incarceration, it seeks to ensure that there is a connection, that the family 

connection remains, because once you have a family connection and a community 

connection, and a connection with the church and the positive community groups, 

then you are on the way to positive rehabilitation.  But that is not what they had.  

That is not what the PNM had in mind at all.  In their system, you serve your 

prison term, and one day you are in prison, and the next day you are just out of 

prison.  Not at all equipped for a return to society to reintegrate in a positive 

manner.  So that is what this Bill is about. 

This Bill, it also makes provisions for the conditions of your release.  Some of the 

conditions—everything is spelt out in the Bill—recognizes the value of family 

relationships.  It recognizes that one of the things that is needed is constant 

monitoring, hence the electronic monitoring.  It recognizes the value of 

community.  It recognizes the value of making you employable and fiscal 

responsibility, it also recognizes that one of the largest contributors to the level of 

violence that we see is because people are constantly on drugs, on cocaine, 

marijuana, or even alcohol.   

So, this Bill makes provisions so that a condition of your release is that you do not 

take drugs, and that you do not abuse alcohol, so that if, at some point, as the Bill 

makes provisions, you are called back and you are forced to undergo some testing, 

of course, you can refuse and then you feel the consequences of it.  But it is there; 

the provisions to ensure that you are monitored.  Because if you are not engaging 

in antisocial behaviour, then there is a greater likelihood that you will be 
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welcomed, and that your reintegration would be better.  That is the purpose of this 

Bill.   

This Bill also makes provisions that when you are released, you do not go back 

into the hands of the gangsters.  That is one of the problems.  With the best of 

intentions, and I have to say Patrick Manning was well-intentioned, but a big 

misstep, which ceded authority to the gangs, was by reframing them as community 

leaders.  We made them community leaders, and what did they invest in?  Stocks 

and bonds or drugs and guns?  So, with all his best intentions, that was one of his 

missteps, not very many.  He was a good statesman.  But we have reaped the 

whirlwind.   

So we have to ensure, through Bills such as these, just like the Probation of 

Offenders (Amdt.) Bill, we have to ensure that a condition of your release is that 

when you come out here, the court has the power to tell you, “You are not to have 

weapons, you are not to associate with certain people, you are not to reside in 

certain places.”  All of these things, knowing that there is the threat of your parole 

being revoked, all of these things will help to push you along the straight and 

narrow so that you are eventually a positive contributor to society.  Mr. Speaker, I 

see you have leaned forward.  Can I ask how much time I have because I have a lot 

to say?   

Mr. Speaker:  You have seven more minutes. 

Hon. W. Sturge:  Right.  Yes, so, again, very briefly, the studies show that once 

we engage in parole exercises, we see that there is a reduction in recidivism, and 

once there is a reduction in recidivism, public safety outcomes are improved.  So 

that those released under structured parole systems, the data shows it, they are less 

likely to reoffend than those who are simply and abruptly released.   

The Parole Bill, as structured, it provides a structure, it provides monitoring, it 



104 

Parole Bill, 2026  2026.05.08 

Hon. W. Sturge (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

provides avenues for counselling, and for behavioural accountability.  It is 

structured in recognition of the fact that when there is release without supervision, 

then there is no gradual increase in reintegration.  So gradual reintegration 

produces better psychological outcomes as opposed to abrupt releases, and abrupt 

releases, more particularly, the ones that happen after extended periods of 

incarceration.  In this Bill, as indicated, parolees receive counselling and substance 

abuse treatment.  There are avenues for trauma intervention, anger management, 

behavioural therapy and so on.   

6.00 p.m.   

I almost forgot, there is one thing I needed to deal with from Port of Spain 

South, because he said, in essence, the Bill makes no provisions for finances and so 

on.  I have never seen a Bill, not from our side, or from their side, where Draft 

Estimates are included in a Bill.  So when he made that point, I mean, I was at a 

loss.  Not so?  It was bizarre, so to speak.  I could not leave without dealing with 

that.   

This Bill also provides avenues for behavioural therapy, which reduces anxiety 

after release.  The framework seeks to prevent social isolation, which can cause a 

relapse into destructive behaviour.  Because persons, after long periods of 

incarceration, they tend to become—what was the word in The Shawshank 

Redemption?  I guess I am telling my age.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Manning:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. W. Sturge:  I think institutionalized. What did you say, San Fernando East?  

You really want me to respond to you?  “Or hor.”  One more time.  Yes.   

So what we are seeking to do is prevent persons from becoming institutionalized, 

because once they become institutionalized, there is very little incentive to leave, 
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because jail becomes a place where they feel comfortable.  I think that is what we 

saw in The Shawshank Redemption. You are so comfortable in this environment 

that when you go outside, you commit crime to come back in.  That is a large part 

of it.   

So I was a bit shocked when I heard, “Why did we not institute the social aspects 

of the ZOSO?”  Well, that is what we are doing piecemeal, if you did not realize, 

because this Bill is part of a tapestry.  It does not exist in isolation.  It passed 

together with the—we have already started the Victims’ Rights Bill in the Senate.  

Soon we are going to bring legislation that deals with criminal records, so that 

persons’ records can be dealt with in an appropriate manner to allow them to have 

a real second chance, as opposed to have persons looking at them and saying, 

“Well, we are not prepared to forgive,” because we are a very unforgiving society.   

So, Mr. Speaker—how much?  

Hon. Member: Three. 

Hon. W. Sturge: Three—to just go through a few parts of the Bill, the board itself, 

the actions of the board, the secretariat in terms of what they are allowed to do, to 

issue notices for appearances, to make the hearings a meaningful one by the 

production of the relevant reports and so on, it allows for a proper risk assessment 

to be carried out, so that we know who is eligible, after 15 years in one instance, 

for partial parole, and after 20 years in one instance.  And these are spelt out in the 

Bill.   

And again, the court gets the board’s recommendation after the board hears 

representations, even from the offender himself or persons on his behalf.  And it 

sets out the prerequisites.  The Bill sets out the prerequisites that are required if 

you are to be released.  It makes reference to the programmes, who are eligible.  It 

makes reference to the requirement of psychiatric evaluations and psychological 
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evaluations before release, and how that process is to take place, which involves 

the superintendent of prisons, in large part.  

And without going into too much, at clause 29, we see what is taken into account.  

One of the things, if the offender is unlikely to commit an offence—and, of course, 

once you go through the prerequisites in section 29 that apply to temporary 

absence, it also applies to partial parole and full parole.  So all of the factors, in 

essence, deal with the fact that you are punished, but also it takes recognition of the 

fact that there is another important sentencing exercise, which is the one dealing 

with rehabilitation.  Because it cannot be meaningful if you are sending persons to 

prison and then you are not preparing them for release.  We are simply going to 

end up in a continuous amount of violence that they have basically visited us with, 

those on the other side.  

So with those few words, Mr. Speaker, I thank you.   

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain North. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Stuart Young SC (Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West):  Thank you very 

much, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, what we have just witnessed from the last 

contribution is nothing short of remarkably disturbing for a number of reasons.   

First of all, I would like to start with saying, as a representative for Port of 

Spain North/St. Ann’s West, along with my colleague from Port of Spain South 

and my other colleagues from Laventille East/Morvant and Laventille West, we 

wholeheartedly reject outright and condemn the last speaker for the derogatory 

manner— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:—within which he clothed his whole contribution here today.  
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And the people of Belmont, where he comes from, and he was careful to tell the 

population he comes from, should hang their heads in shame at him here today.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Because the manner in which he described them repeatedly is 

unacceptable.   

The second point, Mr. Speaker—and this is where I immediately put on the record, 

through you, Mr. Speaker, a request for the Hansard of the last speaker’s 

contribution.  And I am going to take that Hansard of his contribution here this 

afternoon and I am sending it directly to the Commissioner of Police, and asking 

the Commissioner of Police, Mr. Speaker, having listened very carefully to his 

contribution, to ensure that the speaker is interviewed because he claims to know 

exactly who it is perpetrated the murders yesterday in Belmont.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  And that, Trinidad and Tobago, is the Minister of Defence.  

And I also put on the record, through you, Mr. Speaker, categorically, I state here 

this evening, I have no idea and no clue who are the criminal elements that 

perpetrated this heinous crime, that we condemn on this side and he cheers on that 

side, that led to the murder of an innocent two-year-old.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Additionally, it breaks my heart, Mr. Speaker, as we sat here 

in Parliament this afternoon at 2.00 p.m., and as I stood and I asked the Minister of 

Homeland Security a question about what is being done with respect to curtailing 

crime and protecting the constituents of Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, and in 

particular Belmont, a similar question I asked a few weeks ago and we were given 

the assurance, with the usual arrogance, that we are doing this and we are doing 

that, as we sat here going through what is provided for in the Parliament by us 



108 

Parole Bill, 2026  2026.05.08 

Mr. Young SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

elected representatives to represent our constituents—I asked about Belmont at two 

o’clock this afternoon, yet another drive-by shooting took place in Belmont at St. 

Francois Plannings.  So despite the assurances and the utterances which are hollow 

and of no effect, the crime continues unabated right around the corner from here.  

And to come here and listen to 45 minutes of a contribution that must go down as 

one of the worst in the history of Parliament— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:—what I would like to also say is a remarkable comment was 

made—one of them. We see in Belmont and what we see on the Lady Young 

Road, part of the utterances of the last speaker in his derogatory references to the 

constituents of those two constituencies of Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West and 

Laventille, and saying, “What we see there and we see the murders and what is 

going on and we all know who,” it is remarkable but not surprising that the 

Member of Parliament for Toco/Sangre Grande did not refer to what we saw a few 

weeks ago with his financier who was assassinated in Toco/Sangre Grande.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  And I will close off my dealing with him because I do not 

want to waste a second more of my precious time on him.  If his analogy used this 

afternoon is by mere fact of one being a Member of Parliament, as he was 

suggesting, you should know who the criminal elements are, and what the criminal 

elements are doing, and reprisal killings and shootings, and where they should be 

in Serraneau Road as opposed to Belle Eau Road, et cetera— 

Mr. Sturge:  Your constituency. 

Mr. S. Young SC:—which I put down—yes, my constituency—on the record, I 

do not know those criminal elements and I have never interacted with them.  I call 

upon the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande, Minister of Defence, to utilize his same 
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analogy and tell this population who it is that assassinated his financier, Danny 

Guerra in Toco/Sangre Grande.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  And now to move on to the important piece of legislation 

before us, which we heard nothing about from the previous Member, apart from 

attempts to mislead the population, which I will get to.  We on this side are pleased 

that we are dealing with parole here this evening, because parole is a necessary 

element in the criminal justice system.   

And as the speaker for Port of Spain South, my colleague, indicated, we support 

the policy.  We support the principles of having parole and a proper working parole 

system.  We have concerns about the legislation that has been brought before us.  

We have put forward, through the Member of Parliament for Port of Spain South, 

amendments, which we would like to discuss with the Government because we 

believe this is a critical piece of legislation to reform the criminal justice system 

and to give persons—because it is not for everybody who has been convicted, but 

to give those who are deserving an opportunity to leave the prison system in a 

tiered manner, in a strategized manner, in a gradual manner via parole, as they 

reintegrate and they rehabilitate themselves to be reintegrated into society.   

And we ask, and I repeat the request, that it be sent to a joint select committee.  So 

we can sit, in a very short period of time, along with the Independent Senators, the 

Opposition Senators, the Government Senators and some from our House, and drill 

down and close whatever loopholes and lacunas there are, because there are some 

and we want to see this be successful. 

Mr. Speaker, for the population, parole should serve as a rehabilitation tool and it 

is also used as a mechanism to manage prison populations, especially in Trinidad 

and Tobago, where unfortunately, like the rest of our Caribbean neighbours, due to 
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the old infrastructure that is the prison system and the rising amounts of 

criminality, all of our prison systems are overrun and overpopulated.  It is a critical 

tool in managing a prison system, and it is a critical tool in addressing and 

providing those who want to be rehabilitated with the opportunity to get out of it.  

Because we all know the stories and we have sat here and we have listened for 

years.   

In fact, the first state of emergency called by the Government on the other side 

stemmed from what we were told was intelligence coming out of—a real risk to 

national security coming out of the prison system.  So we do not want those 

persons who are in the prison system, who have a chance at being rehabilitated, not 

to have the opportunity of parole. 

6.15. p.m.  

And that leads me to one of my first points.  One of the first things we need 

to amend, and we suggest is amended with this piece of legislation—this proposed 

Bill—is the definition of “offenders”.  Because under the definition of “offenders”, 

it is only convicted persons: 

“…a person who is sentenced to serve a term of imprisonment of ten years 

or more, including a life sentence;” 

—who can have the opportunity of parole.   And respectfully, we say that is 

defeating a huge portion of those who should have access to parole.  If you look at 

the Jamaican legislation, which is where this legislation is largely premised on, Mr. 

Speaker, the time frame is, to be eligible for parole, you are serving a custodial 

sentence of more than 12 months, and you have served one-third of that sentence 

or more than 12 months, whichever is greater.   

To set the bar at 10 years, we respectfully say it is too high, because you 

have a whole host of less serious offences that have been committed—persons who 
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have been sentenced, and who should have the opportunity to come out in the 

tiered system that is proposed by this legislation.  So that is one of the amendments 

we immediately suggest.  You see, because Mr. Speaker, parole is a risk 

management strategy, rather than a reward for good behaviour.  It is generally 

understood that the effectiveness of a parole system depends on three 

interconnected factors.  One, you must have an accurate risk assessment, which 

leads us to another concern.  Because when we look at the Bill before us, we see 

good attempts to ensure that there is proper risk assessment; risk assessment in this 

meaning that those who want to apply for parole, and those who are eligible due to 

the passage of time, the authorities charged with the responsibility would do proper 

assessment, psychological assessments, assessment of behaviour, how they may 

best reintegrate into society, and the risk that they are to coming back out into 

society.  And we must make sure it is properly resourced.  We have a serious 

concern, knowing the prison system, because we struggled with it, and I guarantee 

you those on the other side will as well.  

The prison officers are appointed by the Public Service Commission, and a 

government has no ability to speed up that process.  Try how you may.  And what 

you face in the prison system with the prison officers—and you hear the Prison 

Officers’ Association drawing reference to it all the time—is a huge number of 

vacancies, and an underservicing of the prison system via prison officers.  But 

what this legislation is seeking to do is give an additional burden to prison officers 

by having them appointed as the parole officers.  They must get specific specialty 

training to perform that duty well, and we want to ensure that the resources are 

properly provided.  We want to sit with the Government and find out how we can 

help to ensure you get more prison officers.  Has the time come now for contract 

officers to be used instead of prison officers for the parole system?  Contract 
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officers, because we have so many young people who are highly educated through 

the policies of the People’s National Movement—  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr.  S. Young SC:—with a wide host of skills that would fit the Bill here.  But 

our prison officers, who are already overworked, overburdened, and have a 

different type of skill—because it is not easy having to deal with the prison service, 

should they now be required, watered down, and stretched to carry out this 

important role?  

These are the types of conversations that should take place at a joint select 

committee.  Because we are committed to working with the Government to get this 

right, but we cannot sit here and see the problems that are coming and the 

problems with the legislation right in front of us like a bar of 10 years and just 

abandon our duty to draw it to the Government’s attention, and to offer to work 

with them to fix it and to better it.   

The second interconnected factor in a successful parole system is strong 

community supervision.  There is no doubt whatsoever that currently, that does not 

exist in Trinidad and Tobago.  I was happy to see that the Bill does provide for 

electronic monitoring, and one of the questions we have—and I asked the Minister 

of Justice maybe to provide the information when he responds—is how many 

electronic monitoring devices are there now, and how much are available, et cetera.  

That is going to be an important component in this parole system because we 

simply do not have the number of bodies to monitor it.   

And we heard admission here this afternoon from the Minister of Homeland 

Security say something that when it was said by a previous Minister of National 

Security, the country “jumped down on him.”  But it is the truth, and the Minister 

of Homeland Security knows because he came from the police service. He said that 
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they cannot have a police officer everywhere, all the time.  As the Member for 

Tunapuna has returned to the Chamber, I return to a point I made in your absence 

this afternoon, Minister.  Unfortunately, as we were having our question on 

Belmont, there was another drive-by shooting in St.  Francois plannings, and a 16-

year-old was shot.  

Hon. Alexander:   [Inaudible] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Well, you correct the record when you have the opportunity, 

but that is what we have been told.  And I would be happy if that is not true.  The 

third factor for a successful parole system, Mr.  Speaker, is access to reintegration 

support.  Reintegration support in the current circumstances is employment, 

housing and counselling.  Because persons in the prison service are immediately 

facing difficulty in obtaining employment.  And I was saddened and disgusted by 

the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande as he used his whole contribution to 

denigrate and to make derogatory comments about persons from Belmont, 

Laventille and Port of Spain South.  Because it is that same stigmatism by him who 

got the opportunities from Belmont that makes it difficult.  Because when you add 

that to those who may have been convicted and serving a sentence, how do they 

now go out there and get any form of employment?  

Imagine the Minister of Defence standing up like jolly St. Nick, Santa Claus, 

laughing and saying, “Oh,” and criticizing and attacking as though he is doing 

something good, but all he has done is add more stigmatism and scorn on people 

by their geographic location.  Is that where we have reached in this Parliament?  

Thank God you have not heard that from those on this side, and you would not 

hear it— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Mr.  S. Young SC:—because actions speak louder than words.  And the most 

painful part is the hollow, shameful boast at the beginning that he came from 

Belmont.  That stigmatism makes employment extremely difficult.  The 

Government has a huge task, and we are willing to work with them to find ways to 

provide opportunities because employment is a critical part of rehabilitation.  And 

unfortunately, it needs to be said—I know it, and many on this side will know it, as 

well as representatives in your constituency—the programmes that were the first 

programmes to be shut down are CEPEP, URP, and reforestation.   And some of 

those programmes provided that employment.   

You have it when you are walking in your constituency, the young men 

saying, “Mr. Young, I want to find ah job,” and “Ah cyah find ah job,” because of 

the same stigmatism.  So much less now you add a sentence—a prison sentence, a 

conviction, and it can be for a very minor offence.  And that is why we say the bar 

of 10 years is too much.  Add a Schedule and put it lower.  You have young people 

who are making mistakes with their lives.  They do not have the guidance that is 

necessary.  That is why we had the Ministry of Youth Development and National 

Service.  And I plead with the Government here today; those programmes are 

critical to providing the opportunities.  You may not know it because you may not 

have experienced that, but those are also now critical elements for the success of a 

proper parole system.   

So, Mr. Speaker, the Government has to tell the population how it intends to 

carry out the implementation of this legislation and those three factors: how we are 

going to do it, how they are going to do it and fulfil accurate risk assessment, 

strong community supervision, and access to reintegration support.  We have had 

it.  We on this side will not bury our heads in the sand.  We have persons on bail, 

whose condition of bail is to report to a police station in a particular district on a 
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particular day, and when they are going to do that, they are then shot at outside the 

police station.  To have a proper parole system, where are you going to have 

community supervision? How are you implementing that? How is it being done, 

especially in a time when resources are limited? 

A proper parole system, Mr. Speaker, is all about balancing.  It is a 

balancing exercise when you look at the various reports and studies, especially the 

ones done in the Caribbean and the CARICOM region.  It is a balancing exercise, 

Mr. Speaker, of public safety, rehabilitation, and gradual integration. The public 

safety is to ensure, Mr. Speaker, that when you are measuring and doing that risk 

assessment of whether an offender who has been convicted should be allowed the 

opportunity to go back out gradually into society, outside of the prison system, are 

they posing a serious risk and a threat? And Trinidad has very different elements to 

large, developed states. 

I heard the Member for Aranguez/St. Joseph talks about how we must aim 

for developed world status. Absolutely. But even when you are in those developed 

states, you have a larger population and a larger landmass.  In Trinidad and 

Tobago, unfortunately, we face reprisals.  How are we dealing with that?  The 

parole system has to balance, Mr. Speaker, between public safety, rehabilitation, 

and reintegration into society.  And when you look at the learning and the studies 

that have been done of other systems in similar jurisdictions, some of the issues 

that negatively affect or even prevent a successful parole system are limited 

resources, operational and structural challenges.  

I sat here, and I listened very carefully to the Minister of Justice, who is 

piloting this Bill, and he talked about the difficulties in the prison system.  And that 

is a prison system that is not yet carrying the burden of administering a parole 

system. When you look at this Bill, Mr. Speaker, the burden is being put on the 
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prison system.  Prison officers are the ones who must immediately, on someone 

being convicted, calculate the day of each convicted person on sentence, when they 

become eligible for parole, and then issue notices to them at the appropriate time 

before they become eligible that they can apply for parole.  And when they do that, 

and you look at the Bill, you see they must then order psychometric and 

psychological testing, and throughout, you must have mandatory rehabilitation for 

offenders in the prison system—mandatory rehabilitation. 

The prison system has suffered because of individuals who run the prison 

system, at times, from having proper rehabilitation systems. I know, as a former 

Minister of National Security, there were great projects in the prison system put on 

by volunteers.  There was one where the prisoners—and a lot of them on death 

row—were encouraged in art and painting.  If you walk through the halls of the 

Parliament on your way to the tea lounge, you will see a huge painting by, I 

believe, it is Richard Huggins.  He is one of those that are a success story.  Every 

year, they put on an art show of the paintings of some of these prisoners.  

Remarkable art.  And that is part of rehabilitation, and that system suffered.  There 

were persons who were trying to shut it down; we had to intervene. 

6.30 p.m.   

Another programme that was shut down—and I took great objection to it 

being shut down, but you cannot intervene too much because you are accused of 

interference.  There was an individual, a Debbie Jacob, who had a library system in 

the prisons.  As we all know, there are those in the prison system who use it as an 

opportunity to better themselves through reading and educating.  To my shock and 

horror, that was shut down because of personality clashes.   

So, I ask the Minister of Justice, you want to talk about mandatory 

rehabilitation?  Go and find these things, get them reopened, resource them.  But it 
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is difficult because the prison system does not even have the resources for vehicles.  

They do not even have the resources, at times, for many necessities.  So, our 

concern on this side is, how are you going to administer this parole system?   

Another one.  I listened to talk of not wanting to provide resources and 

mandatory rehabilitation.  Vision on Mission; we sat here in the budget, and we 

heard criticism by those on the other side about money being allocated to Vision 

on Mission.  Vision on Mission provides many, many of the services that are 

necessary in this legislation.  It provides rehabilitation in the prison system through 

their various programmes, teaching people and preparing people to reintegrate.  It 

also provides a reintegration system for persons who are coming out of or have 

come out of prison, because you do not just come out of prison and walk into 

society.  It is very difficult.  Prisoners often do not even have somewhere to stay.  

Vision on Mission provides that.  Find those things, resource it, help it, not attack it 

and demonize it in the manner that they do.   

There is a very disturbing trend that we have seen over the last year, and we 

saw it as well in 2010, an attitude by those on the other side that anything they 

think was associated or is associated in some way with the People’s National 

Movement, they shut it down and mash it up.  This afternoon, again—this 

evening—the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande exemplified that by his continual—

what he thought was a smart attack—but by his attacking the communities of 

Belmont, Port of Spain South and Laventille.  Now, we are seeing them talk about 

PNM communities in a derogatory manner.  What is a PNM community?  It 

sounds like a hell of a dog whistle to me.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  We have not heard anything from those on the other side about 

the risk assessment and how that is going to be performed.   
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Hon. Member:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Nobody listened to what you said.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  The legislation itself does not provide, because it cannot 

provide the specifics, but we need to hear the assurances from those on the other 

side, those in Government, as to how you are going to implement this.   

Another suggestion that we have; do not use the prison officers as the parole 

officers.  They are already overburdened.  They are stretched.  They may not have 

the qualifications and then to go and get the qualifications, what you are doing is 

depleting the numbers.  Put the pressure on the Public Service Commission to fill 

the vacancies.  Every year there is a natural attrition, so you have to get ahead of 

that curve to fill the vacancies.  Looking specifically at some of the provisions of—

.  Mr.  Speaker:  [Inaudible] 15 

Mr.  S.  Young SC:  How much again?    

Mr.  Speaker:  One minute, unless you want to— 

Mr.  S.  Young SC:  I will take that and the 15, thank you very much.        

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  Looking at the legislation under the definition section, 

community-based residence.   

“‘community-based residence’ means a minimum security place or facility 

which is approved by the Minister under subsection (2), by Order for the 

provision…” 

In other words, it is a place where the parole system will work before you are fully 

reintegrated into society, or even when you come out.  It is a safe space where you 

can be supervised outside of a traditional prison system.  But I saw in the 
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legislation that it is allowing the Commissioner of Prisons to declare some prisons 

as community-based residences.   

The offender definition, as I say, we are pleading with the Government, do 

not set the bar at 10 years, because the majority of people who would actually 

benefit from a parole system are going to be less than a 10-year sentence.  They are 

the ones who may pose the least risk to society.  They are the ones you do not want 

going to a university of criminality in a prison system.  They are the ones you want 

to keep away from the hardened criminals that the Member for Toco/Sangre 

Grande used to talk to.   

I see here that at clause 3(2):   

“For the purposes of this Act, the Minister may, after consultation with the 

Commissioner, by Order, subject to negative resolution of Parliament, approve a 

minimum-security place or facility as a community-based residence for the 

provision of accommodation…”This needs to be very carefully monitored, and we 

say it should not be subject to negative resolution, it should be affirmative 

resolution.  When you go to the functions of the Board, Mr. Speaker:   

“The functions of the Board are to…” 

These are the ones I draw reference:   

“…identify offenders who are likely to be successful in being reintegrated 

into society as law-abiding citizens;”   

Very, very important, and then when you see:   

“…review the cases of offenders who are serving— 

(i) an eligible prison term; or 

(ii) life sentence” 
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Now, they talk about the independence of the Board, Mr. Speaker, and there is an 

anomaly here.  I am not sure it was picked up; I am hoping it is not intentional.  

But when one looks at clause 8—nice language:   

“The Board is not subject to the direction or control of any person in the 

performance of its functions and in the exercise of its powers under this 

Act.” 

So, that provides the Board with an express and specific amount of protection from 

interference.  But when you go now to the appointment of the Board at clause 9(1), 

and then you compare that to clause 11, this is the anomaly.  You are saying that 

the appointment of the nine members of the Board, save for the ex officio 

members, the Commissioner and the Commissioner of Police and the Chief 

Probation Officer, is appointed by the President.  We all know as constitutional 

lawyers, that is on the advice of Cabinet.  But now, when you go to clause 11, you 

see the President acting in his own discretion, may remove a member.   

That is an anomaly.  You cannot have the Cabinet appointing and not give 

the Cabinet either the power in specific circumstances to terminate, but you are 

saying the President is now acting in his own discretion.  So, you are telling the 

President who he or she must appoint, and then they tell them, “dais” your 

problem.  If you had to remove them, you do it of your own discretion.  I have not 

seen that in any other legislation.  There are very few instances where the 

President, acts on his or her own discretion; the appointment of a Chief Justice, the 

appointment of the President of the Industrial Court, I believe.  So, I think that is 

also something that needs to be looked at.   

A question at clause 9(2):   

“…the ex officio members of the Board:   

…the Commissioner 
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…the Commissioner of Police… 

…Chief Probation Officer” 

Should we not add language here that also allows them to delegate that authority to 

an officer, a senior officer, maybe at the rank of a Deputy Commissioner of Police 

in the prison service, and a rank of a Deputy Commissioner of Prisons in the prison 

service, but give them expressed power to delegate, because they are not going to 

be able to sit at a parole Board to carry out the functions of this.  I am not sure who 

sits on the Defence Council now from the Government side, but the Defence 

Council struggles to find times to meet.  The Mercy Committee struggles to find 

times to meet.  So, that is an area where you should have a delegation of authority.   

Mr. Speaker, you then go to the eligibility for parole at clause 20 and this is 

where we say, and I repeat it, because it is worth repeating again, that it is only 

referring to an offender or person undergoing a life sentence and giving you the 

formula.  We really should reduce it from the 10 years period.  Then they talk 

about partial parole or full parole.  That is how a proper system should work.  You 

do not immediately jump into the full parole, but you may give it a test.   

Clause 22, we say that this should be removed or this should be amended 

and you should not say that:   

“The Commissioner shall assign such number of suitably qualified and 

trained prison officers to be parole officers as he sees fit…” 

—because quite simply, there are not sufficient numbers.  Do not start off a 

process putting it at administrative and implementation disadvantages from the get 

go, because it will fail.  So, we are saying, consider using contract officers.  

Consider using all of these trained young individuals out there who have the 

experience in the various skills that are needed.  
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Rehabilitation needs assessment; a very important tool in a parole system.  

But again, we have concerns at clause 23:   

“(1) A parole officer…”—so again, you are saying the prison officer—

“shall, as soon as is reasonably practicable after the reception of an offender, 

conduct a rehabilitative needs assessment…” 

So, as soon as an offender—someone—is convicted for 10 years or more, you are 

now telling the prison officers they must immediately, or as soon as is reasonably 

practicable, conduct a rehabilitative needs assessment.  The prison officers are 

struggling with their strength, meaning the numbers.  Hire proper officers who can 

be trained to carry out the administration of this exercise.  It is going to fail 

because of a lack of resources.   

At clause 24, the eligibility.  I referred to this earlier, Mr. Speaker, that as 

soon as an offender comes in, you must calculate the date that he or she is eligible 

for partial parole, et cetera.  I would hope that they would use IT tools to 

immediately have this calculated and to be done to reduce the administration and 

the implementation part.   

When you look at clause 25(5) where there is:   

“…an application for partial parole…”—again, you are saying that—“…the 

Superintendent shall, as soon as practicable—  

(a) cause a case history of the applicant and a report as set out in Part 

C of the Schedule on the conduct of the applicant while in prison, 

to be prepared…” 

This is going to overburden the prison officers; put a better system in place, and 

then you go on further to say: 

“(b) make arrangements for the applicant to undergo a psychological or 

psychiatric evaluation.”   
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Where are the resources for this?  There was one psychiatric doctor assigned to the 

whole prison system.  He or she is not going to be able to perform all of the parole 

exercises and the undergoing of psychological or psychiatric evaluation.   

They set out the test to be used in the recommendation for partial parole, the 

grant of temporary absence, the grant of work release.  They are all the type of 

tests that you would expect to see.  But again, Mr. Speaker, we are asking to the 

Government to consider sending this to a joint select committee, so we can sit with 

them, work with them, and any others to try and get this thing right, and especially, 

it would be useful to have—come before that joint select committee a prison 

service itself, and maybe even the Public Service Commission, to tell them that we 

are concerned about the implementation and the administration of this piece of 

legislation.   

We are happy to see specific reference to the use under partial parole orders 

of the electronic monitoring.  And again, we ask the Minister of Justice to tell us, 

how that system is working?  How much more scope is in there?  How much 

leeway is in there for it to assist in this system?   

Mr. Speaker, one misrepresentation made by the previous speaker, and I 

assume it is due to his lack of experience in the Parliament, meaning the Member 

for Toco/Sangre Grande.   

6.45 p.m.  

What he referred to is, he said, in response to the Member for Port of Spain South, 

saying that, “There is no parliamentary oversight.”  Of course, that is a very 

different point that was being made by the Member for Port of Spain South, but the 

Member for Toco/Sangre Grande referred to the report that was laid in Parliament 

and said, “Well, we can debate the report.”  I do not know where he could debate 

the report in this Parliament.  But one looks at clause 55—and it is the type of 
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report that is laid for the NIF, the type of report that is laid for the NIB, the type of 

report that is laid for the SSA.  Those reports are literally laid, as we had at the 

start of today’s proceedings, by the Minister in charge, put on the desk in front, Mr. 

Speaker, and there is no debate of it.   

What we would have to do is bring a Motion to debate it, and even in that Motion 

debating on a report, it is not the type of accountability and oversight that was 

being referred to.  So, one, by the laying of a report, it does not automatically equal 

to a debate, but in his arrogant way, and in between his attacks of Belmont and 

Laventille, that is what he was saying.   

Mr. Sturge:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. S. Young SC:  There are different types of— 

Mr. Sturge:  You are a bully. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Speaker:  Enough of that.  Enough, enough, enough.  Enough of that. 

Mr. S. Young SC:  And then what we have here are offences.  This should excite 

the Member for Toco/Sangre Grande, offences.   

Mr. Speaker, what we say, under clause 56, when one looks at the first 

offence that is listed, it is not proportionate to the sentence.  It is too lenient.  So, 

you say:  

“A person who— 

(a) interferes with, or attempts to interfere with, or hinders or incites 

or aids any person to do anything which will in any way interfere 

with, or hinder the Board in the exercise of its functions…  

commits an offence…is liable on summary conviction to a fine of ten 

thousand dollars…”  

This is a serious exercise to be performed by the parole board.   
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So if members of the parole board are threatened, if they are interfered with, as it 

may happen, especially in a society like ours, you are saying it is only a fine of 

$10,000 and imprisonment for one year?  We know that is the maximum, and that 

the magistrate will have the ability to put even less.  We are saying, pull that 

specific offence out and give it a much more proportional, serious set of penalties 

and jail time, because that is not going to be a deterrent to interfere with the parole 

board. 

So, Mr. Speaker, in the amount of time that I have had, I have identified some—

not all, some of our concerns.  I will end where I started, by condemning the 

attacks on PNM communities, and condemn the attacks by the Government, and in 

particular the Member of Defence, on Belmont, Laventille and Morvant.  We 

completely reject it.  We say, we are ready to sit and work with the Government on 

this particular piece of legislation, because it is an important element of criminal 

justice reform.  We have listed some of our concerns and we ask that it be sent to a 

joint select committee.  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Speaker:  Leader of Government Business. 

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

Minister (Hon. Barry Padarath):  Thank you kindly, Mr. Speaker.  Mr. Speaker, 

I beg to move that this House do now adjourn to Wednesday, May 13th at 10.00 

a.m.  Mr. Speaker, the Government will pursue the completion of the Bill entitled, 

an Act to provide for a system of parole and related matters, by taking it through 

all its stages, as well as pursuing Bill No. 2 and Bill No. 3, as it appears on the 

Order Paper, together with the bail amendments coming from the Senate.  Thank 

you, Mr. Speaker.   
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Question put and agreed to.   

House adjourned accordingly.    

Adjourned at 6.48p.m.   


