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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, May 22, 2026 

The House met at 1.30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

[MADAM DEPUTY SPEAKER in the Chair] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, I have received communication from 

the hon. Dr. Neil Gosine, MP for Chaguanas West, who has requested leave of 

absence for the period May 19th, to 24th 2026 and Mr. Stuart Young, SC, MP for 

Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West, was requested leave from today’s sitting.  The 

leave which the Members seek is granted.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

VISITORS 

Upper Carapichaima Presbyterian School 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, please join me in welcoming the 

students and teachers from the Upper Carapichaima Presbyterian School, who are 

here today with us.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

VICTIMS’ RIGHTS BILL, 2026 

Bill to provide for the treatment and rights of the Victims of Offences, 

brought from the Senate [The Minister of Justice and Minister in the Ministry of 

the Attorney General]; read the first time.   

PAPERS LAID 

1. Unconsolidated Audited Financial Statements of the Trinidad and Tobago 

Electricity Commission for the year ended December 31, 2024.  [The 

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

Development (Hon. Davendranath Tancoo)]  

To be referred to the Public Accounts Committee.   

2. Unconsolidated Audited Financial Statements of First Citizens Holdings 

Limited for the financial year ended September 30, 2025.  [Hon. D. Tancoo]  

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

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE REPORT  

(Adoption) 

Special Report of the JSC on National Security 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, correspondence has been received 

from the President of the Senate, dated May 14th to 2026 regarding adoption of the 

Special Report of the Joint Select Committee on National Security, First Session, 

Thirteenth Parliament.   

“May 14, 2026 

Hon. Jagdeo Singh, MP 

Speaker of the House 

Office of the Speaker 

The Red House 

Parliamentary Complex 

Abercromby Street 

PORT OF SPAIN 

Dear Mr. Speaker, 

Re:  Adoption of Special Report of the Joint Select Committee on 

National Security, First Session, Thirteenth Parliament 

Reference is made to the subject at caption.   

At a sitting held on Tuesday May 12, 2026, the Senate agreed to the 

following Resolution:  ‘ 



3 

Papers Laid (cont’d)  2026.05.22 

 

UNREVISED 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Senate adopt the National Report for the 

Joint Select Committee on National Security, First Session, Thirteenth 

Parliament on the concerns of the Committee to the continued 

membership of a Member’. 

In the aforementioned report, the Committee’s sole recommendation was that Mrs. 

Janelle John-Bates not serve as a Member of the Joint Select Committee on 

National Security.  Consequently, with the adoption of the Special Report by the 

Senate, Mrs. Janelle John-Bates has ceased to be a Member of the Joint Select 

Committee on National Security.   

Accordingly, having regard to the Joint composition of the Committee, I 

respectfully request that the House of Representatives be informed of this decision 

at the earliest convenience, please.   

 

Thank you. 

Respectfully, 

Sen. The Hon. Wade Mark 

President of the Senate 

cc:  Clerk of the House” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

URGENT QUESTIONS 

Beating of Male Student in Chaguanas 

(Action taken by TTPS) 

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

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]Dr. Nyan Gadsby-Dolly (St. Ann’s East) asked 

the hon. Minister of Education: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  In light of 

the video footage  of the beating of a male student in Chaguanas earlier this week, 
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can the Minister state whether the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service has been 

formally 

engaged in the matter and what action has been taken against the students who 

participated in the beating? 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of Education (Hon. Dr. Michael Dowlath):  Madam Deputy 

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

Ministry of Education has received a preliminary report from Chaguanas South 

Secondary School on the incident shown in the video footage.  I am advised that 

the school has formally engaged the Chaguanas Community Police, and the matter 

is therefore before the police for their attention and investigation.   

With respect to the students who participated in the beating, the school has 

commenced its internal disciplinary process.  Written statements are being 

obtained from the students involved and from eyewitnesses, and the parents of the 

students involved have been contacted for a conference at the school.  The school 

has also been directed to convene disciplinary hearings in accordance with the 

Ministry’s policies and National School Code of Conduct, following which 

appropriate disciplinary action will be taken.  

The Ministry will continue to monitor the matter to ensure that the 

disciplinary process is completed and the school continues to cooperate with the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service.  I thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Minister, was medical 

assistance and counselling initiated for the victim and his parents?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, that is an entirely different question.  Would 

you like to ask another supplemental? Sure.   

Dr. Gadsby-Dolly:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Minister, what 

additional measures are being implemented by the Ministry of Education to 

address the escalating levels of school violence and bullying and gang-related 

violence, that we are noticing happening in our secondary schools.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Education.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Dr. M. Dowlath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, through you.  The Ministry has 

revised and strengthened the National School Code of Conduct, including clearer 

provisions related to violence, bullying, cyber-bullying, gang-related behaviour, 

weapons, and serious misconduct.  A zero-tolerance approach continues to be 

applied to serious acts of violence and threats to student safety.  The police in 

schools programme continues in 51 high-risk secondary schools, supported by 

additional police patrols and interagency collaboration where required.  The 

Student Support Services Division continues to provide counselling, behavioural 

interventions, psychosocial support, conflict resolution support and referrals for all 

at-risk students.  Schools are being supported with behavioural management 

strategies, restorative practices, and conflict intervention measures.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, the Ministry continues to work closely with parents and school 

communities to strengthen student supervision, discipline, and early intervention.  

Data on student indiscipline, and suspensions continue to be monitored to guide 

interventions and deployment of support services.   
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Madam Deputy Speaker, the Ministry is also advancing broader student 

support initiatives aimed at improving student engagement, school climate, and 

student well-being.  Thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

MV Blue Wave Harmony Cargo Vessel 

Return to Full Service) 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Arima.   

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

Infrastructure:  Given recent reports of the disruption of cargo transport services 

between Trinidad and Tobago, due to plumbing issues, can the Minister inform 

when the plumbing and toilets on the MV Blue Wave Harmony cargo vessel will 

be fully functional, returning the vessel to full service on the sea bridge?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Works and Infrastructure.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

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

Madam Deputy Speaker.  There was no disruption of the cargo services from the 

Blue Wave Harmony, if the Member is referring to Friday 15th of May.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Supplemental question, Member for Arima.   

Ms. Beckles:  Thank you very much.  Could the hon. Minister indicate whether 

there are any plumbing issues at this time on the MV Blue Wave Harmony?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister.   

Hon. J. John:  Not to the best of my knowledge, no.   

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 

Delivery of Social Services to Vulnerable Citizens  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of the People, Social Development and 

Family Services. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister of the People, Social Development and Family Services (Hon. 

Vandana Mohit):  Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I have been authorized by Cabinet to make the following 

statement on the efforts of this Government, to strengthen the delivery of social 

services and improve support to vulnerable citizens throughout Trinidad and 

Tobago.  Madam Deputy Speaker, today I rise not merely to speak about policy 

reform, but about people.  This statement is therefore not about statistics alone, it is 

about dignity and fairness.  Madam Deputy Speaker, and above all, it is about 

ensuring that the social protection system of Trinidad and Tobago, reflects the 

realities faced by our citizens in 2026 and beyond.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Ministry of the People, Social Development 

and Family Services was deliberately repositioned under this Government to place 

people at the centre of governance.  For far too long, many vulnerable citizens felt 

alienated by systems that appear rigid, outdated, and disconnected from the 

realities of inflation, rising living costs, and changing social conditions.  This 

Government made a commitment to change that.  Madam Deputy Speaker, in 

March 2018, the Standard Means Test, commonly referred to as the SMT, was 

introduced to standardized eligibility criteria for several social assistance 

programmes, including the Food Support Programme, the Public Assistance Grant, 

the SEED Programme, and the selected General Assistance Grants.   

However, while the framework itself remained important, the poverty line 

underpinning the system had not been substantively updated since 2016.  That 

meant that for almost a decade, vulnerable families were being assessed using 

benchmarks established before dramatic increases in food prices, transportation 

costs, housing 
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expenses, utilities, and healthcare burdens, and most importantly, the effects of the 

COVID-19 pandemic, and that is the uncomfortable truth.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, a system designed to protect the vulnerable cannot 

remain frozen in time, while the cost of survival continues to rise.  Therefore, by 

Cabinet Minute 536 of July 31st, 2025 an Inter-ministerial Committee was 

established to comprehensively review the standard means test.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, this was not a superficial exercise, it was a deeply technical and evidence-

based review process, involving economists, statisticians, social policy specialists, 

health experts, planning professionals, and representatives from several Ministries 

and institutions, including the University of the West Indies.  Importantly, although 

the Committee was given six months to complete its work, the final report was 

submitted in only four months.   

1.45 p.m. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, today I am proud to state that the Cabinet approved 

the Committee’s recommendation in February 2026.  Madam Deputy Speaker, one 

of the most significant reforms approved under the revised SMT framework is the 

updating of the poverty indicators themselves.  The poverty line has moved from 

TT $1,439.02 to $2,044.23 per adult, equivalent per month, an increase of 42.1 per 

cent.  The indigent line has increased from $553.47 to $783.23.  The vulnerability 

line has increased from $1,798.78 to $2,555.29.  Madam Deputy Speaker, these 

figures acknowledge the painful reality that life has become more expensive for 

ordinary citizens.  Most importantly, these revised thresholds mean that more 

genuinely vulnerable households will now qualify for assistance instead of being 

unfairly excluded under outdated criteria.  This is not merely policy reform.  This is 

social justice in action.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, another transformative reform approved by Cabinet 
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is the introduction of a weighted income contribution model.  Previously, 

household income calculations often overestimated the true financial capacity of 

families.  Under the revised framework, the highest income earner contributes 100 

per cent of income to the assessment, the second highest earner contributes 75 per 

cent, and all other earners contribute 50 per cent.  Why is this important?  Because 

real households do not function like mathematical spreadsheets.  This reform 

recognizes the realities of dependency within households and allows assessments to 

better reflect actual living conditions.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, another progressive reform emerging from this 

review is the introduction of an internet connectivity deduction of up to $316 per 

household per month.  Some may ask, why Internet?  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

because in 2026, internet access is no longer a luxury.  It is a necessity.  Children 

require connectivity for education.  Citizens require internet access for employment 

opportunities, health care information, government services, banking, and 

communication.  This reform acknowledges modern poverty in a digital age.   

Importantly, for a single-income household assessed at the revised poverty 

threshold, the combined effect of the updated poverty line and internet deduction 

may result in up to $921.21 in additional disposable income when determining 

eligibility.  That adjustment alone may now allow a vulnerable family to qualify for 

the Public Assistance Grant, where previously, they would have been excluded.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Committee also retained important housing and 

health deductions, because essential expenditures must be recognized when 

assessing vulnerability.  A family paying rent cannot simply redirect those funds to 

food.  A patient requiring recurring medication cannot simply ignore medical 

expenses in order to survive.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, implementation is equally critical; that is why the 
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Ministry recently conducted intensive training exercises involving approximately 

85 officers from key service delivery divisions to ensure consistency, 

accountability, and proper application of the revised SMT framework.  The revised 

SMT is scheduled to take effect from June 1st, 2026.   

Further, Madam Deputy Speaker, as part of the implementation of the 

revised standard means test, the Ministry developed an in-house standard means 

test digital calculator, an electronic tool specifically designed to compute the 

revised SMT with greater speed, precision, and consistency.  This simple yet 

transformative innovation significantly reduces the possibility of human error, 

while eliminating much of the subjectivity that can inadvertently arise in manual 

calculations and determinations.  The introduction of this digital calculator, 

therefore, promotes greater impartiality, transparency, and uniformity across the 

Ministry’s service delivery network.   

Importantly, this practical technological advancement was conceptualized 

and developed internally by dedicated officers of the Ministry without imposing 

any significant burden on the coffers of the State.  It stands as a powerful example 

that meaningful transformation does not always require extravagant expenditure, 

but rather, vision, commitment, and innovation within the public service.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, compassion is measured by action.  The 

Government established a review, assembled the technical expertise, modernized 

the poverty thresholds, recognized digital inclusion as a necessity, and this 

Government moved the rhetoric to implementation in record time.  That is the 

record.  Madam Deputy Speaker, social protection is not charity.  It is nation 

building.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, as the Minister of the People, Social Development 

and Family Services, I reaffirm today that under this Government social 
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development will never be treated as an afterthought.  The poor and vulnerable will 

never be invisible, and the people of Trinidad and Tobago will always remain at the 

centre of national development.  I thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Statement by the Minister of Transport and Civil 

Aviation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Caribbean Airlines Network Decisions 

(Route Discontinuations and Service Adjustments) 

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

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I am authorized by the Cabinet of Trinidad 

and Tobago to make the following statement.  Caribbean Airlines remains 

committed to connecting with the Caribbean and supporting the economic, social, 

and cultural ties that unite our region.  In 2023, under the direction of the previous 

Board of Directors, and with the support of the then Government, the airline 

embarked on expansion into the Eastern Caribbean.  While the stated objectives of 

strengthening regional connectivity, supporting tourism, and facilitating trade were 

sound in principle, the projections underpinning route selection, market sizing, and 

financial assumptions supporting that expansion have since proven significantly 

different than the actual market conditions.   

Recognizing the need to safeguard the long-term liability of the carrier, the 

current Board of Directors, acting responsibly, established a route oversight 

committee in 2025 to conduct a comprehensive review of route performance, 

profitability, and strategic alignment.  That review has confirmed that several 

routes launched under the 2023 expansion programme were introduced without 

adequate commercial justification and have generated sustained financial losses for 
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the company since inception.   

As part of the airline’s ongoing network improvement programme, several 

adjustments have already been implemented.  These include the discontinuation of 

the following routes:  Jamaica to Fort Lauderdale from November02, 2025, which 

generated US $7.2 in losses; Trinidad to Puerto Rico from January 10th, 2026, 

which generated $4.92million in losses.  To stem the ongoing losses, several other 

adjustments to the network are scheduled to take effect from June 1st, 2026; 

withdrawal from the Dominica market, which has incurred an overall loss of US 

$.73 million as at April 2026; withdrawal from St. Kitts Market, which has incurred 

an overall loss of US $1.65million as of April2026; discontinuation of the nonstop 

Guyana to Suriname service, which has incurred and overall loss of US 

$1.24million as of April 2026.  Finally, service frequencies to Martinique and 

Guadeloupe are to be reduced from four weekly flights to two.  These routes 

generated losses of US $1.23million, Martinique, and US $1.86 million, 

Guadeloupe, respectively.  The combined loss sustained on these routes as of 

April2026 is US $18.84 million, or in excess of TT $128 million.  The 

discontinuation and service adjustments to the routes would allow these losses to be 

converted into operational savings and improve financial stability.   

Customers holding bookings on affected services beyond the discontinuation 

dates will be contacted directly by Caribbean Airlines or through their travel 

agents.  Affected passengers will be offered re-accommodation or alternative 

regional services, where feasible, via Caribbean Airlines and partner connections, 

offered a full refund of the unused portion of their ticket, or retention of the ticket 

value as a future travel credit, subject to fare conditions.   

Caribbean Airlines is actively working toward concluding a codeshare 

agreement with a regional airline partner.  Once finalized and approved, the 
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agreement will provide customers with access to the wider network of destinations 

through coordinated schedules, seamless connections, and integrated ticketing 

arrangements.  With the prior network decisions now under structured review, 

Caribbean Airlines is positioned to rebuild on a stronger commercial foundation.  

The airline continues to invest in operational reliability, customer service 

improvements, fleet modernization, and disciplined route planning grounded in 

clear financial criteria.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

VICTIMS’ RIGHTS BILL, 2026 

Bill to provide for the treatment and rights of the victims of offences, 

brought from the Senate [The Minister of Justice and Minister in the Ministry of the 

Attorney General]; read the first time. 

Motion made:  That the next stage be taken later in the proceedings.  [Hon. 

D. Maharaj]  

Question put and agreed to. 

Standing Order 79(3) 

(Continuation of Bill in the Second Session) 

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

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

Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, in accordance with Standing Order 79(3), I beg 

to move that the Elections and Boundaries Commission (Local Government and 

Tobago House of Assembly) (Amdt.) Bill, 2026, be restored to the Order Paper in 

the Second Session 2026/2027 of the Thirteenth Parliament for the resumption of 

proceedings on the Bill.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Question put and agreed to. 

EVIDENCE-BASED NATIONAL ROAD SAFETY SYSTEM 
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(IMPLEMENTATION OF) 

[Second Day] 

Order read for resuming adjourned debate on question [May 01, 2026] 

Be it resolved that this House take note of the increase in road traffic 

fatalities across Trinidad and Tobago; 

And be it further resolved that this House call on the Government to urgently 

establish and implement an adequate, evidence-based national road safety 

system, consistent with international best practice, to suppress the increase in 

road traffic fatalities and protect the lives of citizens.   

Question again proposed.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, you have 10 

minutes remaining from the last session. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I am going to continue exactly where I left off on the first day of this 

Private Motion brought by the Member of Parliament for Arouca/Lopinot.  But 

before I do so, I just want to highlight what I would have already mentioned, what 

we have done in the Ministry of Transport and Civil Aviation for road safety.  I 

would have mentioned the rehabilitation programme, the speed devices, which was 

launched just about two weeks ago, the fixed penalty warning, the increase in fines, 

and the demerit points system.  I shared correct data on statistics, unlike the 

Member of Parliament for Laventille East/Morvant, who was sharing wrong data 

and the great work the hon.  Minister of Public Utilities has done in changing the 

lights along the highway.    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

2.00 p.m.  
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Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  I left off at the great work the traffic management 

team was doing.  I would now like to move on to the other things we have done.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, in December, in a three-week period, VMCOTT fixed 52 

police vehicles.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Sen. The Hon. E. Zakour:  These vehicles were parked up in some private 

garages for up to two years.  One vehicle that was parked up for one year, took one 

hour to fix, and a vehicle that was parked up for two years, took a little over an 

hour to fix.  I know the Member of Parliament for Arouca/Lopinot is very jealous 

about this, because when he was on the Board of Directors for VMCOTT all those 

years, they never did anything like this.  When I get an opportunity at the mid-year 

review, I will tell you exactly what was going on in VMCOTT when that Member 

was on the Board of Directors.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, on the 5th of January, 2025, this Government would 

have expanded the vehicle inspection framework, which allowed public service 

vehicles, as per section 2 of the Act, under 2, 270 kilograms, to go to any one of 87 

inspection stations, including VMCOTT, and public service vehicles over 3,200 

could go to VMCOTT alone.  By doing this, Madam Deputy Speaker, 100,000 less 

vehicles a year are going to licensing offices alone.  Recently, we further expanded 

it to allow public service vehicles over 2,270 to go to VMCOTT.  The Government 

would have also extended the early renewal period for persons holding driving 

permits, where you can now renew a driving permit three months in advance. 

Previously, it was one month.   

This Government has also installed road signage.  Along all the highways in 

Trinidad, you would see road safety signs going up.  I know I would not have the 
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time to go into full details, Madam Deputy Speaker, so I will just highlight.  

Recently, we launched the online fixed penalty notices, where persons could 

now pay for fixed penalty notices online. Before, you just had to go to TTPOST 

alone.  We also introduced the Priority Bus Route Complaints Hotline, where 

persons could lodge complaints against maxi-taxis on the Priority Bus Route.  The 

Point Fortin Licensing Office no longer closes for lunch.  What happened in the 

past, someone with will go during their lunch hour, and it will be closed and they 

would leave.  Now, it remains open throughout the whole day.   

The Ministry also launched a park-and-ride survey, where very soon we will 

be opening registrations for park-and-ride, where persons in Arima, San Fernando, 

Chaguanas and Couva could join a park-and-ride via maxi-taxi concessionaires or 

PTSC and come into Port of Spain.  We also recently expanded the online permit 

renewals, where persons whose driving permits have expired in less than five 

years, can now do it online.  Once they expired, you had to go in person.  This 

came into effect just recently, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

We also launched the Online Certified Copy Application System, where 

persons could be in the comfort of their home and office and order certified copies.  

Since we did, over 10,000 persons have ordered certified copies.  We also 

established a Traffic Warden Base in Rio Claro as well, and we are also going to 

be expanding the traffic warden unit very, very soon, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, there is so much more we have done, but I want to 

move on to what we are working on currently in the time I have left.  Currently, we 

are talking to the Ministry of Education to add to the curriculum, road safety in 

schools, where persons at a young age will now be educated on road safety.  The 

Ministry is also working on a comprehensive inventory and assessment of all 
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public vehicles in the country.  I was very shocked to learn that there was never, in 

recent times, an inventory of all public service vehicles in the country.   

We are also establishing a road safety unit as part of our broader road safety 

agenda as well.  Very soon, we will be launching a road safety campaign, and I 

want to ask the Members opposite, what did you all do in 10 years regarding a road 

safety campaign?  What did you all do?  We will be launching one very soon.  We 

will also be working on licensing office reform as well, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

We are working on the red light enforcement.   

Very soon, we will be launching the secure licence plates.  We are also 

working on a checkered band system.  This initiative is to introduce a checkered 

band maxi-taxi system, aimed at providing regulated public transportation services 

to underserved rural communities.   

We are also working tirelessly to fix the public transport system, PTSC.  I 

have been very vocal about what we inherited regarding PTSC.  Very soon, we 

will be launching a road assessment programme.  Under this initiative, 

approximately 2,000 kilometres of roadway across TT will be assessed to identify 

high-risk areas and supported targeted safety improvements aimed at better 

protecting all road users.  This has never been done in the history of Trinidad and 

Tobago, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Speaker, I know I just have a few minutes left.  In closing, road 

safety is not a single policy, a single system or a single intervention.  It is a 

comprehensive, coordinated effort that requires discipline, compliance and 

sustained action.  Throughout this contribution, I have outlined the steps this 

Government has taken to strengthen enforcement, improve roadworthiness, 

enhance traffic management, and adopt a more data-driven and proactive approach 
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to protecting lives on our roads.  We are moving beyond reactive responses to a 

system that anticipates risk, promotes responsible behaviour, and ensures 

accountability across all road users.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the difference is clear.  While others relied on 

measures that were ineffective, this Government is implementing practical, fair and 

evidence-based solutions that deliver real results.  But road safety is not the 

responsibility of the Government alone.  To the people of Trinidad and Tobago, I 

say this:  Every driver, every passenger, every pedestrian has a role to play.  We 

must all take responsibility for our actions on the road, obey the law and look out 

for one another.  This is not about rhetoric. It is about responsibility, it is about 

restoring order on our roads, strengthening compliance, and more importantly, 

saving lives.  That is our commitment, and it must be a shared commitment by all.  

I thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Dominic Romain (Malabar/Mausica):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

I am pleased to lend support to my colleague, the mover of this Motion, the 

Member for Arouca/Lopinot, on what is a very important Motion, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, on the last day, the 1st of May, when this Motion was first 

piloted, I was not in the Chamber.  But in preparing for this debate, I had occasion 

to look at the proceedings on that day on the Parliament Channel, and I must say 

that there were times that I thought, in listening to the contributions of Members 

opposite, that I was looking at an episode of Amateur Night at the Apollo; a 
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serious matter— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Comedy night, Madam Deputy Speaker, and the acts were not 

all 

that great; a serious matter reduced to jokes and laughter, and all of that.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, this particular Motion is dear to me because on the 

29th of March of this year, I lost a very good friend of mine in a most unfortunate 

accident.  Many persons would have seen video footage of that accident that took 

place on the highway in the vicinity of the Munroe Road Flyover, where a pickup 

was being driven by a 22-year-old who lost control of the vehicle, crossed the 

median and slammed into an oncoming vehicle, Madam Deputy Speaker, and that 

was a long-time friend of mine, a friend of 18 years, Mr. Michael King.   

As a result of that accident, Madam Deputy Speaker, Mr. King died on the 

spot and his wife suffered critical injuries.  She had to undergo several surgeries, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, and is still in recovery.  Mr. King—and the media would 

have reported on that extensively and we would have heard that Mr. King was a 

young businessman from Lopinot.  But there is another side of that that the media 

did not capture, that Mr. King was a father of four children, Madam Deputy 

Speaker; twin boys, 19-years-old, who just got their first job, and for them, their 

father was their sounding board for any major decisions that they had to make in 

their lives.  He was also the father of a 16-year-old boy who many people say was 

his twin.  Oftentimes, we would tell him he made himself, and this young man is 

currently doing the CAPE exams, Madam Deputy Speaker, and he also had an 11-

year-old daughter who just wrote the SEA exam.   

All four children, Madam Deputy Speaker, at pivotal moments in their lives, 
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milestone moments.  When the results of some of these pivotal moments come out 

later this year, unfortunately, their father will not be around to celebrate with them.  

I feel particularly for his daughter because I know when the results come out and 

you know, you go out to celebrate, she is probably going to see other fathers and 

young girls, like herself, celebrating with their fathers, and hers will not be there.  I 

know, as someone who grew up in a single-parent home, having lost my father 

when I was just a year and 10 months old, it is difficult.  So we take road safety 

very seriously, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

I can tell you that Mr. King’s family, they are struggling because they are 

looking for closure, particularly given the circumstances of this accident.  They 

want closure that could only come from the knowledge that his death was not in 

vain, that it could not have been avoided, that the circumstances that would have 

led to that 22-year-old losing control of that vehicle was not because of 

foolishness, that it just happened.  As devout Jehovah’s Witnesses, I know they 

find comfort in the scriptures, Ecclesiastes that talks about time and circumstances 

befalling us all.  But still, Madam Deputy Speaker, they are looking for that closure 

that may very well never come.  There are so many other situations like that, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

When these accidents take place, that is the side of it that we do not see, and these 

people struggle for years, and those who sometimes cause the accidents, they move 

on.  I am sure that the 22-year-old—because he and the other person who was in 

the vehicle with him, they were both discharged from the health centre the same 

day, probably back on the road.  I am not casting any aspersions.  I do not know 

what the circumstances were that led to him losing control of the vehicle.  But you 

know, there is talk out there.   
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So that is why it is very important, Madam Deputy Speaker, that when it 

comes to road safety as parliamentarians, as legislators, we need to get it right.  

This is not a subject that we should be bickering over.  This calls for a bipartisan 

approach, so that we can ensure that we get the best policies in place to reduce the 

number of road traffic accidents.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, both the Member for Oropouche East and the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation gave us some statistics.  In fact, the 

Member for Oropouche East would have chastised the mover of the Motion for not 

providing data and statistics to support the claim of an increase in the number of 

road fatalities.  But the Member for Oropouche East told us that there was a 13 per 

cent reduction, year-to-date, in the number of road fatalities, January 1st to April 

30th, as compared to the same period last year.  And a few minutes later, the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation told us that there was a 10 per cent 

decrease for the same period.  So some people may say, “Well, 10, 13 is just a 3 

per cent difference within the margin of error,” but we are not trying to predict 

election results here, so there is no margin of error.   

Every percentage point represents a life lost.  Every percentage point 

represents, Madam Deputy Speaker, a family that is grieving the loss of a loved 

one, so it is important that we get it right.  Because statistics and data drives policy.  

Correct data, accurate data will tell us whether or not what you currently have in 

place is working, whether you need to make improvements, and where these 

improvements need to take place.  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, when it comes to 

quoting data and statistics, this Government has a credibility problem.   

2.15 p.m. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to quote from an Express article dated 
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13th of May, 2026.  So, we heard 13 percent, 10 percent.  Let us hear from the 

Commissioner of Police now: 

“It isn’t often”— 

And the title of the article is “Driving down road deaths” 

“It isn’t often that the authorities can boast of success, but so far in 2026 the 

reduction in road fatalities looks like an ongoing triumph.  

To be sure, this reduction comes in the wake of two fatal accidents over the 

weekend, with a 74-year-old woman killed while trying to cross the 

Churchill-Roosevelt Highway, and another in which two men died on the 

Uriah Butler Highway at Caroni when their car hit a lamppost at so high a 

speed that the vehicle split in two. 

However, both incidents occurred when the total number of fatal traffic 

accidents, according to the Commissioner of Police Allister Guevarro, have 

been reduced by 42% and serious accidents by 51%.” 

So, we heard 13, 10, and 42.  Who do we believe?  The Commissioner, he is in 

charge of an institution that is supposed to be keeping record of these events.  So, 

should we go with the 42?  Now, the Member for Oropouche, when he was 

speaking, he said, “we don’t invent data.”  Well, apparently, somebody did not get 

the memo.  Somebody among the three of them. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Right now, Madam Deputy Speaker, the lie detector test looking 

at those three gentlemen with “cooyah mouth”. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  And I throw my mind back.  You see, this is not the first time 

that the Government has proffered data that we have had to question.  I recall, 
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during the budget debate, the Minister of Finance, the Member for Fyzabad, told us 

that “under the PNM, 10 years, 70,600 persons lost their jobs”.  A couple of 

months later in contributing to the private Motion— 

Mr. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1), please, on relevance.  This is a 

matter that deals strictly with road safety.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member, please move along and keep it relevant, 

please. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, but I was trying to speak to 

the issue of the credibility of the Government when it comes to data. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  And I was making the point that the Member for Couva South, 

in contributing to a private Motion brought by the Member for Laventille West, 

told us the number of persons who were fired under the PNM was 64,200, a 

difference of some 6,400.  So again, who do we believe?  Where do they get their 

statistics from?  Credibility is an issue.  So that when the Member, when the 

Minister comes to chastise my colleague for Laventille West to say that he brought 

the correct figures and the Member did not. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, when I listened to those three figures, I said, you know 

what, let me go and do some research.  Because the Member for Barataria/San 

Juan loves to tell us repeatedly that “the Parliament gave all of us an iPad and we 

all get a contribution every month to pay a research officer, and we should use it, 

use it.”  So I tried to use it, and I went to ChatGPT. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. D. Romain:  I went to Google AI and I asked both entities to tell me how 

many road traffic accidents we have had in Trinidad for 2026.  You know what 
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they told me, Madam Deputy Speaker?  

As of now, there is no single official, complete figure established or 

published yet for the total number of road traffic accidents in Trinidad and 

Tobago for all of 2026.  Data for the year is still being compiled by the 

authorities, like the TTPS and the Central Statistical Office. 

Imagine that.  So how can I verify the figures, the data that the two Members who 

spoke opposite proffered? “Cah take them seriously.”   

Madam Deputy Speaker, both the Member for Oropouche and the Minister of 

Transport and Civil Aviation told us that with respect to the announcement of the 

increase in fines, the oppressive increase in fines, I might add, on December 25th, 

that was announced in the budget speech by the Member for Fyzabad.  Well, I have 

the “blue book”, as I call it, that was given to all of us, which is a replica of the 

speech that the Member delivered.  I quote from page 54:  

“9. Penalties on Offences 

To ensure stricter adherence to the law, we propose more rigorous 

consequences for non-compliance. 

Consequently, the following is proposed:   

      Existing Proposed 

1. Environmental Tyre Tax  $3,000 $5,000 

2. Application for Registration 

of a Pesticide   $2,000 $4,000 

3. Brewers    $4,000  $10,000.  

            

     Existing Proposed  

4. Driving while disqualified from 
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Holding or obtaining a driving permit No Fee $5,000 

5. Careless Driving    No Fee $15,000 

6. Driving or being in charge of a  No Fee $15,000 

vehicle while blood alcohol levels 

exceed prescribed limit 

These increases in Penalties will contribute to an additional $180 million to 

revenues.” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that is the sum total of the reference made by the Member 

for Fyzabad, any increases in fines in the budget.  But we saw fines were increased 

on what, almost 75 offences?  But this is what the Minister told the population.  So, 

it ought not to have come as a thief in the night.  Okay.  Then, they referenced the 

Finance Bill, where reference was made, of course, to the increases.  But, we need 

to remember that when we speak in this House, we are not just speaking to each 

other. There's a listening public, there is a viewing public, and when we quote 

things here, they may not understand what we are talking about.  In fact, many 

times I have encountered persons in my constituency who say, “listen, when you 

all are talking in the Parliament, try and break it down for us the simple man, so we 

can understand what y’all talking about and we could follow.”  

Clause 10 in the Finance Bill: 

“10. The Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic Act is amended—” 

Here is what it reads: 

“(a) In section 19— 

(i) in sub section (5), by deleting the words ‘two hundred dollars’ 

and substituting the words ‘five hundred dollars’ 

(ii) in subsection (6), by deleting the words ‘five thousand dollars’ 
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and substituting the words ‘six thousand dollars’; 

(b) in section 21(1), by deleting the words ‘eight thousand dollars’ and 

substituting the words ‘twelve thousand dollars’; 

(d) in section 56(3), by deleting the words ‘five hundred dollars’ and 

substituting the words ‘nine hundred dollars’; 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am sure the persons who are listening and viewing have 

no idea what I am talking about.  So when they hear in this section 21 and 42, they 

have to go back to the parent Act to see what this refers to.  The average citizen is 

not going to do that.  They do not even know what Act this applies to.  So they had 

a responsibility, since you are increasing the fines, to tell the population.  When it 

is that the PNM was proposing—well, not the PNM, sorry, the RIC was proposing 

to increase electricity rates.  There was consultation, to all the population.  

Members opposite went to every consultation, “kuchur and bachannal, dragging 

coffin, ole noise”, mas. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:  But 100 and 150 per cent increase in fines, no consultation, but 

they love the population, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the demerit points system has featured prominently 

in this debate, and I think rightly so, because it was just one of several measures 

that the last administration would have implemented to treat with the issue of road 

safety.  The Member for Oropouche East quite correctly stated in his contribution 

that when it comes to road use, we have a lot of citizens who are hardened, 

indisciplined.  And the purpose of the demerit points system, primarily, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, was to treat with those persons who have shown themselves to be 

unrepentant when it comes to recklessness on the road.  Those persons who show 
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that they lack the discipline that attends the privilege of holding a driver’s license.  

Penalties do not work for those persons.  Fines do not work for those persons.  And 

there are some people, sadly, who are on the nation’s roads, who are holding 

driver’s licenses, who really should not be there.  Some of them require a time out 

to appreciate the value of holding that driver’s license— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. D. Romain:—and that is what the demerit points system was about.  

But we heard from the Member for Oropouche East, “the demerit points 

system was injurious, oppressive, unfair, wicked”, and therefore they had to get rid 

of it.  He told us everybody was complaining, taxi drivers, couriers, persons who 

need their driver’s license to earn a living.  And they took a decision, based on 

whatever limited data they had at the time, to— 

Hon. Member:  They did not have any.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Yeah, well they had no data.  The Minister of Transport told us 

that “when you are in Opposition, you don’t have access to data, but in 

Government, you do”.  So therefore, I am still trying to find out 10, 13, 42—you 

said you have access. 

Hon Member:  Temu data. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yeah.  But Madam Deputy Speaker, there is merit in the demerit 

system, because while our Government chose to get rid of it, in a sense, there are 

other jurisdictions within the region and around the world that are now adopting 

this very demerit system that they said is oppressive, wicked, unfair.  Let me just 

give you a few examples: 

As of February 16, 2026, New York State implemented a stricter driver 

violation point system, increasing point values for common violations and 
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lowering the threshold for suspension to 10 points within 24 months.  

Accumulating 11 points often causes immediate suspension, 11 points, while 

6 points in 18 months triggers a driver responsibility assessment of $300. 

Key aspects of the New York demerit points system, suspension threshold 

accumulating 10 or more points within 24 months based on violation, it can 

result in driver’s license suspension.  Speeding, 1 to 10 miles per hour over 

the speed limit, 3 points.  Speeding 21 to 30 miles per hour over the speed 

limit, 6 points.  Speeding 40 miles per hour over the speed limit, 11 points. 

And one of the similar features, Madam Deputy Speaker, as was the case 

with our demerit points system, is that you pay a fine and you get demerit points.  

But they said that that was unfair, double jeopardy, being punished twice.  Some 

people need that.  They recognized that.  And I do not believe for one moment, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, that they generally and really believe that the demerit 

points system was not good.  But they recognized that it was a populist—a good 

decision to make in order to get votes, because people were complaining about it.  

And what was required was for you to fix the system, not to get rid of it altogether.  

And the last administration was in the process of doing so, Madam Deputy 

Speaker. 

And I reference an article, Trinidad Guardian, “Sinanan defends demerit 

points system”, dated the 6th of June 2024, for the benefit of the Minister: 

“Minister of Works and Transport Rohan Sinanan, wants the population to 

know that the Demerit Points System is under review.  In fact, he says it has 

been under review every year since it was introduced in May 2020. 

He said as a result of this process, the ministry amended the minor offences 

list and removed the deducting of points for defective fittings or blown park 
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lights or taillights in 2022. 

In the current review process, Sinanan said the ministry is looking at another 

adjustment. 

We are looking at extending the time of suspending a driver, and before you 

reach to that point, you can go and do a course, or you can go and do some 

rehabilitation driving…there are several things that we are looking at,’ he 

explained… 

As Sinanan reiterated the importance of the system, he said over 37,000 

people had been suspended from driving and were due to do remedial 

courses. 

‘That is why we are reviewing the system, because there are people who are 

driving with over 300 points’”—as the Minister would have told us—

“’…attached to their name, you could imagine how many violations…but to 

them is no big thing,’ 

‘Crime is not only about somebody who takes a gun and goes and kills 

somebody, we all have a part to play…’”—and the Minister said that.  But to 

the point, they said they did not have the data. 

Well, Mr. Sinanan gave some data in this article, Madam Deputy Speaker, and 

perhaps if the Minister had done some research, he might have come across this 

prior to the election, and he would have had an idea, or the Government might 

have had an idea as to what the Government then was facing with respect to 

lawlessness on the road. 

“Giving an example of errant driving, Sinanan said a 2020 survey done 

between January and June 27 at the Wrightson Road traffic lights near the 

Hyatt Regency found 24,581 violations. 
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‘That is people breaking the traffic light right outside there.  You could 

imagine what is happening around Trinidad?’ 

Another statistic revealed that from 2020 to 2023, 70,000 people were 

ticketed for not wearing seatbelts.”  

So, the data was there, so when they say “they did not know, and we did not 

know”, this is what the last administration was treating with.  When the demerit 

points system Bill would have come to the Parliament to be debated, I am sure 

statistics would have been provided to support.  Were they asleep, Madam Deputy 

Speaker?  But they say they were not aware.  When they announced to the 

population, “put us in office and we will get rid of that dreaded, wicked, injurious 

demerit points system.”  

Mr. Hosein:  Promise made, promise kept.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes, that is what they wanted to say “Promise made, promise 

kept.”  Yes, and you all were able to say that.  Wonderful.  But at the same time, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, while people were complaining about the demerit points 

system, there were persons who were in support of it.  When it was announced that 

the Government was going to follow through on that ridiculous promise, that 

populist promise, there are people who were saying, “listen, there is some value in 

it.  So relook it.  See how you could fix it.  Look at what obtains in other 

jurisdictions and see if you could bring it in line because it is needed”, Madam 

Deputy Speaker.  

Now, the Member, the Minister and both the Member for Oropouche as 

well—Oropouche East, would have told us about some 1,809 persons, I think, 

whose licences were suspended.  What is the interesting thing about that?  I am no 

attorney, but I would want to put a spin on the fruit of the poison tree doctrine.  I 
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think that is what you all call it. 

2.30 p.m.  

So the demerit point system is the tree.  It is injurious, oppressive, wicked, 

and unfair.  Therefore, Madam Deputy Speaker, it follows that any fruit that comes 

from that tree is also poisoned.  If the tree is bad, the fruit is bad too.  “Cyah have a 

bad tree and good fruit.”  They chopped off the branches of the tree and kept the 

stump in the form of the six offences that still carry demerit points.  Got rid of the 

tree.  Removed the demerit point system from 69 offences, but they told the people 

whose licenses were suspended, “Yuh license still suspended.”  Why did you not 

lift the suspension?  You are telling the people, “Hear what.  When we look at our 

system, you all were the victim of government wickedity”, if I might borrow a 

word from the Member for Oropouche East. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. D. Romain:  Government “wickedity”.  You receiving that suspension of your 

licence as unfair, injurious, but you still have to keep your suspension.  You have 

to go through a rehabilitation process in order to be able to get back your licence.  

You have to pay the outstanding fines, and then you can get back your licence.  So 

we are keeping the fruit; cut down the tree.  That made sense to them, Madam 

Deputy Speaker.  Okay.  

They said that the demerit point system had no value.  It was not working.  

Prime Minister has somewhat of a different view, and I refer, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, to an article, again, dated—what is the date on this?  Alright, I am not 

seeing the date, but it is an Express article.  It says here, and they are quoting the 

Prime Minister.   

“On December 25, a legal notice was published announcing increased 
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penalties across a range of offences, including speeding, dangerous driving 

breaches, documentation violations, and other road traffic infractions.   

Persad-Bissessar, as Opposition Leader, had previously criticised the former 

People’s National Movement (PNM) administration for imposing what she 

described as hardship on citizens through the demerit points system and high 

traffic fines. 

However, responding to questions from the Sunday Express yesterday, the 

Prime Minister said her Government removed the demerit system, yet 

reckless road behaviour continued, causing deaths and endangering lives. 

“Some people…”—and they are still quoting her here—“...are making a 

habit of mistaking leniency and kindness as a licence to keep breaking the 

law… 

“…we removed the traffic demerit points system and some persons took that 

as a permit to abuse leniency and break the law on the roads…” 

So the Prime Minister was effectively saying, in this last statement here, that 

the demerit point system had been effective in causing some persons to exercise 

restraint and a little more discipline on the nation’s roads because they were afraid 

of losing their licenses.  As soon as that system was removed, according to the 

Prime Minister, some persons took that as a permit to abuse leniency, and Madam 

Deputy Speaker, they let loose, breaking the law on the roads, causing the Prime 

Minister to label Trinidad and Tobago a lawless dump; lawless dump. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, if it is that you want to get a buy-in in policy 

of this nature, you sometimes need to use what we call “moral suasion”.  People 

are upset that you increased the fines by 100 per cent; they are complaining, just as 

they complained about the demerit point system.  Perhaps complain even more, I 
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would say, Madam Deputy Speaker.  But you would think the Prime Minister 

would want to take the citizens into her confidence and talk to them nicely and say, 

“Listen, this is the situation, and we are working in your best interest.”  Here is 

what the Prime Minister had to say.  

“If any citizen wants to break the law and drive recklessly and kill 

themselves on the road, that’s fine by me,”—no—“…problem…”  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. D. Romain:  A far cry from half of me belongs to you, and the other half I 

give to you.  There have been Prime Ministers before me, Prime Ministers after 

me, but there will never be a Prime Minister who loves you as much as I love you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  But—yes.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  If you want to drive recklessly and kill yourself, fine by me.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]   

Mr. D. Romain:  That is how she loves, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Yeah, that is 

how we show love.  Go and kill yourself.  You could imagine a parent telling their 

child that?   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. D. Romain:  “I tired tell yuh, stop driving recklessly, but you know, if you 

want to drive recklessly and kill yourself, go right ahead.”  A parent saying that to 

their child.  That is love, UNC style, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to give just a couple more examples of 

countries where the demerit point system is working well and has been embraced 

by the authorities there.  Just over yonder, Guyana: 
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“Traffic Chief, Assistant Commissioner of Police Mahendra Singh, has 

confirmed that Guyana’s demerit point system will soon be rolled out, 

calling it a key measure to strengthen road safety and improve driver 

compliance. 

According to him, the measure is intended to encourage drivers to comply 

with traffic laws voluntarily, and where that fails, to ensure compliance 

through strict enforcement. 

He added that continued violations could result in permanent penalties, 

explaining that “it speaks to a first occasion, second occasion, and thereafter 

what can happen where you’re disqualified permanently.”” 

New Zealand.  In New Zealand, the demerit point system penalises unsafe 

driving with 100 or more points accumulated within a two-year period, resulting in 

a mandatory three-month licence suspension.  Points are issued for speeding, 

mobile phone use, and traffic offences, remaining active for two years from the 

offence.  Key aspects of the New Zealand demerit point system:  suspension 

threshold, and warning letter.  The New Zealand Transport Agency sends a 

warning letter when you reach 50 points.   

Validity period, points remain active for two years from the date of the 

traffic offence.  On offences, demerits are issued for a number of offences, not 

wearing seat belts, breaching licence conditions, L plates, passenger restrictions, 

and some alcohol-related offences.  Speed cameras know that safe speed camera 

infringement notices do not carry the merit points.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, all they simply had to do was look at the system, 

amend it, as I said before, look at what exists— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, you have two more minutes of original 
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speaking time.  Would you like your additional 15 minutes?   

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes, Madam Deputy Speaker, thank you so much.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. D. Romain:  As I was saying, just look at the existing system and fix it.  

 Road safety is an issue that requires a multi-pronged approach, and 

increased fines alone, Madam Deputy Speaker, and the Member for Oropouche 

said it, you know it is the prudent use of punitive policy to bring about behavioural 

change.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I have seen some behaviour on the road that has 

me wondering sometimes.  I will give you an example.  The Member for 

Oropouche gave us some examples of former Ministers under a previous PNM 

administration who got charges for DUI, who knocked down somebody with a golf 

cart, and all of that.   

A few weeks ago, Madam Deputy Speaker, we finished here very late, and I 

was heading up the highway, going between 95 and 100, because with these 

increased fines, you always have to be focused on your speedometer because you 

do not want to get no serious—having to pay serious fines based on just going one 

kilometre over.  So I was about 99 or 100 thereabouts.  As I was approaching the 

Grand Bazaar interchange, you know, the ramp to go over to the south, “a beautiful 

blue Volvo pass me whoosh, rock muh car.”  I said, “Wow, boy, he is in a hurry to 

get home.”  Afterwards, I recognized that it was the vehicle belonging to the 

Member for Oropouche East. 

Hon. Members:  What!  Oooooh. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Now, I do not know if he was driving or if he was being driven, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, but I tell you, if I were going at 99 or 100, clearly the 

speed at which he passed me, he was over the speed limit.  Yes.  But permit me, 
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Madam Deputy Speaker, to give you another example of [Inaudible].   

Mr. Morris:  Madam Deputy Speaker, permit me to rise respectfully on 48(6) 

because this cannot be—you cannot use it as facts.  This is an opinion; we do not 

know if this actually occurred.  This cannot be entered in Hansard.  If you can 

bring what the colleague—what the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation told 

us were facts in existing records.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, a point of order.   

Mr. Morris:  This is a hearsay.  “Them say, he say, she say”, we cannot allow this, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.    

Mr. Gonzales:  The Member just has to rise on a point of order.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What point of order are you raising?   

Mr. Gonzales:  He is not entering a debate.  He has an opportunity, but he cannot 

give an editorial.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What point of order are you raising on?  Member for 

Malabar/Mausica, please stick to the facts and move on with your contribution.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. Hosein:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on 48(6).  Is the Member taking 

ownership for the statement that the blue Volvo that he observed?  Is the Member 

for Oropouche East the owner of that vehicle?  Is he taking ownership of that 

statement?   

Mr. Elder:  Yeah, take it.  Please.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica, if you wish, you may 

clarify and move on.   

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I said I do not know if the Member was 
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driving the vehicle or if he was being driven.   

Mr. Tancoo:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on 48(6) as well.  Because what the 

hon. Member is alleging—alleging without fact—is that a Member on this side was 

breaking the law.  If he is unable to so prove, he should apologize and withdraw, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica, I will give you two 

options.  You either withdraw and apologize or stand by your statement.   

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I stand by my statement.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I adhere to the advice that you have 

provided to the Member for Malabar/Mausica.  However, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

this is a serious imputation on the Member for Oropouche East regarding breaking 

the laws of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago.   

Mr. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, is this a point of order?  If it is, what is the 

point of order?   

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, this is an abuse of the House.  

Mr. Imbert:  What is the point of order?   

Mr. Padarath:  Therefore, I raise 48(6)—   

Mr. Imbert:  You cannot stand up.  The Member is speaking.   

Mr. Padarath:  The Member must apologize and withdraw the statement.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  After careful consideration, Member, I agree with this 

statement, and you should withdraw and apologize.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  
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Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise on Standing Order 48(6).  If it is 

that the Speaker—the hon. Member for Malabar/Mausica is saying that there was a 

blue Volvo vehicle which he witnessed, he saw and observed, in which the hon. 

Member for Oropouche East was in, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is a statement of 

fact— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Scotland SC:—and he is entitled to stand.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, and thank you, Port of Spain South.  The 

Member did not say that he was in the vehicle.  He said the vehicle belonged to 

him.  So, I would stand by my ruling.  Member, please withdraw and apologize.   

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I withdraw and apologize.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. D. Romain:  But let me cite another example, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

The Prime Minister, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for Siparia, 

would have, as I said before, described the country as “a lawless dump”.  Of more 

recent vintage, we would recall, and this is public record, that during the last 

general election campaign, the Member for Siparia, by her own admission, was 

involved in two road traffic accidents.  She said that, right?   

The details of the second one, the Member was a bit forthcoming, but the 

details of the first one, not so much, and perhaps for good reason.  Becauseof the 

details, Madam Deputy Speaker, that incident basically betrays the hypocrisy of 

that labelling.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, on the 17th of March, 2026, two things happened 

that day.  The Member for Port of Spain North/St. Ann’s West became Prime 
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Minister, and the Member for Siparia was involved in a road traffic accident while 

on her way to a public meeting somewhere in the east, Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Member:  2026?   

Mr. D. Romain:  2025, sorry.  My apologies, Madam Deputy Speaker.  The 

details of that accident, the vehicle in which the Member was a passenger, which 

she was being chauffeured, let me get it, because I have the picture of the vehicle.  

It was sent to me.  So let me just get that; PDA 8540. 

Hon. Member:  [Interruption] 

Mr. D. Romain:  Yes, I do— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1), first of all.  The Leader of the 

Opposition and the Prime Minister are both driven by Special Branch, and it is a 

matter of national security to read out— 

Mr. Imbert:  Madam Deputy Speaker, somebody is not allowed to give a speech 

on a Standing Order.   

Mr. Padarath:—the license plates or the registration number.  I am on my legs, 

48(1).   

Mr. Imbert:  You are not allowed to do that.   

Mr. Padarath:  I am on my legs.   

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin, are you raising on a point 

of order?   

Mr. Padarath:  This is a matter of national security.  Putting the safety, not only 

of the Prime Minister, but also that of those who sit in the vehicle assigned by the 

Special Branch, in this instance then Leader of the Opposition.  This is highly 

irresponsible and reprehensible, Madam Deputy Speaker, and should not be 
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allowed to continue.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Point of order is 48(1).   

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, yes, the Member has raised a point of 

order.  It is not his responsibility to give an editorial, Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Gonzales:—and that is what he has to do.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping and crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What is your point of order?   

Mr. Gonzales:  The Standing Order says—  Madam Deputy Speaker, you raise a 

point of order.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, what is your point of order?  Can you tell me 

what is your point of order?   

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am saying that— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What is your point of order, Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot?   

Mr. Gonzales:—the point of order is that the Member is—  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What is your point of order?   

Mr. Gonzales:  The point of order, Madam Deputy Speaker, is that the Member is 

not allowed to editorialize, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  What is your point of order? 

Mr. Gonzales:  He just has to raise a point of order.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping]   

2.45p.m.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  If you have no point of order, I request that you 
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resume your seat.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Please resume your seat, I am on my legs.  If you 

continue, I would have to ask you to please take a break. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, this is disrespectful to the Chair. 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Padarath:  Very disrespectful to the Chair. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member for Port of Spain South.  

Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise as it relates to Standing Order 

47(2).   

“A point of order should strictly relate to specific breaches of the Standing 

Orders…” 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  There was no specific breach— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Ms. Mohit:  This is an editorial. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, may I continue, please?  

Consequently, the hon. Member for Couva South cannot just stand up and have a 

soliloquy—[Inaudible] 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, Port of Spain South, for raising that point 

of order.  I would rule that the Member for Couva South was within the Standing 
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Orders; completely within the Standing Orders.  Member for Malabar/Mausica, I 

would again ask you to withdraw that statement. Withdraw the statement— 

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the vehicle identification number— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Withdraw the statement of providing information 

which should not be said. 

Mr. D. Romain:  I got the number incorrect anyway.  So—right? I was looking to 

get the correct number, so I will not quote it.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I would 

simply give the details of the accident.  The vehicle in which the Member was 

being driven— 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1). 

Mr. Lee:  Irrelevance.   

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, you have a couple of minutes remaining, 

please stick to the relevance of this.  

Mr. D. Romain:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am responding to the Member for 

Oropouche East who, in his contribution, gave several examples of former PNM 

Ministers who were involved in traffic violations.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1).  The examples given by the 

Member for Oropouche East did not include a Prime Minister and a Leader of 

Opposition.  They are guarded by the Special Branch of Trinidad and Tobago for 

obvious security reasons.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica— 

Mr. D. Romain:  He spoke about the former Prime Minister “bounce down some 
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lady”—[Inaudible] 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1)—[Inaudible]     

Hon. Members:  [Continuous desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Malabar/Mausica.   

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1).  When former Prime Minister 

Rowley “bounce down the woman”—[Inaudible] 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you. Thank you, Couva South.  Member for 

Malabar/Mausica, let me remind you that this is to take note of the increase in road 

traffic fatalities across Trinidad and Tobago.  This is not about the Prime Minister.  

Please continue to another point or I will ask you to resume your seat.   

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

there is a level of lawlessness on the roads today— 

Mr. Birchwood:  In here too. 

Mr. D. Romain:—and existing prior.  So I would say, there was an accident—I 

am not quoting who, right?—which gives an example of the lawlessness— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 48(1).  The Member should be advised 

to move on, 48(1).  We will not allow you to malign the characters of Members on 

the Government side; 48(1). 

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, Standing Order 53(1)(e) from the 

Member for Couva South.   

Hon. Member:  Have a seat.  

Mr. Gonzales:  “You doh tell meh have a seat.”  
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Hon. Members: [Crosstalk] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Overruled, Member.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Which one are you overruling?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I am overruling 53(1)(e):  

“shall maintain silence...”   

I am hearing noise, and I consider it noise from this side as well. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, I ask you once more, please continue to 

another point. 

Mr. D. Romain:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I have another forum I will 

raise that in.  You all could listen on Sunday.  Madam Deputy Speaker:   

“Over 200 reports of road traffic accidents…have been reported in Tobago 

for 2026 so far.”   

I am reading another article here: 

“With the upcoming Easter holidays approaching, the Tobago Division of 

the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service is urging visitors and locals to be 

cautious on the roads. 

Senior Superintendent Rodhill Kirk expressed concern about the number of 

road fatality reports on the island. 

‘We know we don’t have the luxury of wide spaces so that vehicles can 

traverse freely, but we have noticed that some of the drivers along the roads 

in Tobago…’”—have used—“‘...excessive speed and reckless driving.  

These are the main contributors to what we are seeing now in terms of these 

road traffic accidents.’” 

So 200 accidents, Madam Deputy Speaker, and this is as of 26th March in Tobago.  
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And if it is at least one of those 100 vehicles was involved in an accident with 

another, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is some 200 vehicles or 300 vehicles that 

would have been involved in accidents in Tobago alone.  And there is concern for 

that, because what that is causing is an increase in insurance rates with all of these 

claims that are taking place. And now what you are seeing is that persons, when 

their insurance comes up for renewal—and I could tell you from my own personal 

experience. I have clients who are now seeking to switch from fully comprehensive 

to third party, and then you have people who are telling you they are shopping 

around.  Sometimes you send the renewal notice to the client, you call them when 

you realized they have not renewed and they are telling you they are looking to put 

together the money, and so on, to try and pay their insurance.  So that could lead to 

a possible situation where you have persons who would be seeking out, perhaps, 

false certificates, Madam Deputy Speaker.  And we are concerned about, again, 

lawlessness.   

One more thing, Madam Deputy Speaker, before I wrap up—and, of course, 

it has to do with the effectiveness or the efficacy of the increased fines resulting in 

behaviour change.  Well, it seems that motorist have now found the loophole to get 

around that.  So you get a fine and what you simply do is that you contest it and 

you will get a court date sometime between 2028 to 2032, and so you buy yourself 

between two to six years to accumulate the money to be able to pay the fine, or you 

are banking on, by the time 2032 comes around, the officer is not going to 

remember giving you the ticket, far less the circumstances under which he would 

have given you the ticket or issued the ticket.  The officer might be retired, he 

resigned, he is on leave, all of these different things, Madam Deputy Speaker.  So 

while the former administration would have been successful in their efforts to 
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remove hundreds of thousands of traffic matters out of the court system, based on 

what this administration has done, you now put all those back and we will see a 

huge backlog, 2028to 2032, and beyond.   

So, I am just cautioning the Government.  You all say you have the solution, 

you have the answer, fine, but time will tell, Madam Deputy Speaker.  And I could 

tell you, the citizenry are concerned; they are concerned about the number of 

accidents that they are seeing, the severity of these accidents where there are 

multiple deaths in one accident alone. And we on this side do not support the views 

of those on the opposite side, Madam Deputy Speaker, that what they have put in 

place is necessarily enough.  This is a Government that is satisfied with just doing 

just barely enough.  Once you can achieve figures just below what the PNM did, 

“we good.”  So if the PNM had 100 road fatalities, they would be content with 99, 

and then run and say they had 1 per cent decrease in road fatalities.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Caroni East. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

The Minister in the Ministry of Health (Hon. Dr. Rishad Seecheran):  Thank 

you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker, for allowing me to contribute in this 

very, very important Motion.  Madam Deputy Speaker, to begin I would like to 

first say that I was deeply, deeply, deeply disturbed by the contribution for the 

Member from Malabar/Mausica.  It can best be described as political mischief. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, this is a very, very serious 

Motion that we are debating here this afternoon, and the ability of the Member to 
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politicize such events was very, very disturbing to me, and his willingness to attack 

political opponents when we are debating such a very, very important Motion.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise, not because road safety is unimportant, but 

to say that as the Member for Caroni East, I oppose this Motion and all iterations 

of this Motion.  This Motion is fundamentally flawed in its assumptions.  It is very 

selective in the presentation of facts by those opposing us, as well as it is 

misleading in its conclusions that it invites this honourable House to draw.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for Malabar/Mausica began by this 

Motion as well as the measures that are proffered here today, that it needs 

bipartisan support.  He went on to say that our data has a credibility problem.  

According to a TTPS statement on January 01, 2026, and it was published on the 

Trinidad and 

Tobago Newsday: The TTPS confirmed that road fatalities declined over the last 

year.  In 2024, there were 124 deaths, and in 2025, there were now 109 deaths.  

That is a 12 per cent reduction in fatalities year-on-year.  That is TTPS’ data.  

The Member went on to say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the PNM’s 

initiative of increasing utility bills—and then he corrected himself and he said, the 

RIC’s initiatives of correcting utility bills, we on this side “railed up” against that.  

But I would like to tell this honourable House that when you increase utility bills, 

the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago would have to pay that month after month, 

year after year.  What we have done with fines, increasing fines, they apply only to 

those who break the law. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  If you do not break the law, you have nothing to worry 

about, right?  You cannot compare that to raising utility bills in which everyone 
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have to use; all families.  He went on to continually give support to a very failed 

demerit points system.  It has failed, Madam Deputy Speaker, because of the data I 

just quoted, right?  Year upon year, since it was implemented, road fatalities, 

which is an indicator of the success of your road traffic safety measures, have 

increased.  So it did not achieve its effect.  It has served no value. Madam Deputy 

Speaker, 1,809 disqualifications, yet deaths on the road rose, as well as it was 

double jeopardy.   

He went on to say that reckless road—the Prime Minister said, reckless road 

behaviour continues. And behaviour modification takes time.  You have to allow 

these measures that we have implemented some time to work, right?  It is a public 

health measure, and I will get more into that later on into my debate.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, he went on to say, while he was driving in his car 

along the highway he was keeping a very close eye on the speedometer.  And that 

is exactly what these fines are trying to achieve: Persons having to adhere to the 

law and to stay within the speed limit.  So, Madam Deputy Speaker, those on the 

opposing side have been selective in the facts that they have tried to give to this 

honourable House, and they have been very misleading in their conclusions.   

I would like to thank the Prime Minister for all the measures that she has 

implemented, through the Minister of Finance in the Finance Bill, with regard to 

road safety.  And I will also like to make mention of the contributions made thus 

far on this side by the Minister of Energy and Energy Industries, as well as the very 

stellar contribution by the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation.  What Minister 

Eli Zakour has done in one year, has outdone what the PNM has done in the 

previous 10 years before that.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   
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3.00p.m.  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  And it exemplifies one year of stellar performance of this 

UNC Government.  And, Madam Deputy Speaker, let me make it clear, every 

single death on our roads is a tragedy, every life deserves compassion, 

accountability and action.  And road safety is indeed a national concern.  But no 

responsible Member on this House can deny that, but Madam Deputy Speaker with 

the measures that have been implemented by the Minister of Finance, better days 

are coming, better days are coming.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  So, Madam Deputy Speaker, we cannot support an 

attempt to distort the public discourse—incomplete statistics, partisan storytelling, 

as well as selective outrage. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the PNM, they are not supporting our measures, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, and it tells of how out of touch of reality that they are.  

They cannot recover from the serious licking they got in April 2025, and 

apparently they are going to make the same mistakes again.  They are averse to a 

law-abiding society, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Crime and criminality, blood in the 

streets—we are bringing back order to Trinidad and Tobago, Madam Deputy 

Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  If they were still in power, if they were still in power, 

nothing, nothing, nothing would have changed—nothing would have changed.  I 

sat on that side for five years in Opposition, pleading with them, giving them ideas.  

All of us, on that side, gave them ideas.  When we were on that side, and they 

never listened, never listened. 
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In one year, we have decreased the murder rate.  In one year, we have 

decreased the road fatality rate.  That is performance, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, my friend from 

Malabar/Mausica—and he is my friend—we will have a meal together in about 

three weeks at Dining with the Saints. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. Lee:  That is your friend? 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  And he spoke about having lost a very close friend and 

we all here have lost someone close to us on the road.  When I was a first-year 

university student, I lost a friend as well, Arvind Tota-Maharaj, and he lost his life 

on the Bus Route.  He was crossing the Bus Route in the vicinity of the Eddie Hart 

Grounds and someone, trying to avoid traffic on the Eastern Main Road, made 

their way onto the Bus Route.  They were overtaking a maxi taxi and hit him and 

he died right there on the spot.  Within these increased fines, there is an increase in 

fines if persons use the Bus Route illegally, right.  I have to make mention of that 

in honour of Arvind Tota Maharaj. 

I also know a colleague whose both parents died crossing the highway in 

2012 in the vicinity of the Divali Nagar.  And they were crossing, attempting to get 

to the Divali Nagar from the western side of the highway to the eastern side of the 

highway.  At that time, there was not a walkover and persons used to park on the 

other side of the highway because they did not have enough parking and try to 

cross that highway without a walkover, and two persons died on that fateful night, 

a mother and a father. 
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As well as, I have two friends, while I was in Mount Hope Dental School, 

that also died soon after graduating from their medical and dental programmes: Dr. 

Adrian Bhagan in 2004, as well as Dr. Rajeev Bahall in 2018.  And I will speak 

more about the issues regarding those deaths as I go along in my contribution. 

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, this is a very, very poorly crafted Motion.  This 

is one of the worst crafted Motions I have seen in the last five years here in this 

House. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  I mean, it is a false narrative.  I mean, the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot should have put it into ChatGPT— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:—to ask it how to write a Motion.  It basically says that 

the PNM, as the last administration, has successfully solved the road safety crisis.  

Right, that is what it says.  And then it says that we, the current Government, have 

dismantled effective systems and that road fatalities have increased because of 

those decisions, despite the fact that they have decreased, and that we, the 

Government, lack a coherent road safety strategy. 

And when you examine the evidence, right, all the TTPS data, that does not 

bear fact.  When you look at the legislative record, since we have come into power, 

we are not only looking at road legislative amendments, it is a whole-of-

Government approach.  Even in health, with the Minister of Health, Dr. Lackram 

Bodoe, and myself as the junior Minister, we have put forward amendments that 

would aid in road safety and I will get into that as we go on a little bit further. 

We also have the stellar work done by the Minister of Homeland Security 

with regard to enforcing many of these measures.  That was not done previously, 
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Madam Deputy Speaker.  And we have numerous media reports that would 

discount what they on that side are saying.  So, thus, the essential premise of this 

Motion just collapses.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Opposition is claiming an 

increase in road traffic fatalities and, as I said before, there is documented evidence 

that there is a 12 per cent reduction in fatalities year-on-year. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is not a political talking point.  This is reported 

by our national law enforcement authority and I need to make that fact.  This 

Motion is based on an increase in deaths when there is a documented decrease in 

deaths.  Just on that premise alone, this Motion fails.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the 

Opposition is saying that our road safety systems are weakened and that we have 

increased the enforcement powers but, Madam Deputy Speaker, data has shown by 

the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation that there has been a decrease in 

tickets issued.  Thus, the public, the citizens, there is an increase in compliance 

with road safety laws and that is because, Madam Deputy Speaker, we have 

strengthened the penalties and the citizens have noted this and there are 

behavioural modifications. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, Minister Zakour made fact—made a point of 

modernizing traffic compliance systems.  And many of the measures that he is 

currently implementing—online permit renewals, online certified copies, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, he is doing a new road safety unit, as well as a road safety 

campaign, as well as licence office reform—and these all must be commended 

under the leadership of our Prime Minister, the hon. Kamla Persad-Bissessar. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  And, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is a holistic approach.  

We have the Minister of Public Utilities doing excellent work with regard to street 
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lighting—26,587 street lights have been repaired in the last year. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, 26,000..  You know, it always 

begs the question: whenever the UNC is in power, how come, you know, measures 

such as these can be done in one year?  Like, what were they doing previously? 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Like—we have 12,660 metres of new guardrails. They 

are installing new signs, they are painting crosswalks, installing speed bumps.  

These are all road traffic safety devices.  We have the Minister of Works and 

Infrastructure— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  And, you know, I have invited the Minister of Works 

and Infrastructure into my constituency to view Caroni East and I had my entire 

office—we had to be there waiting for her at 5.00 a.m. and I thought, I thought I 

was going to be early.  So, I reached there for 5.00 a.m., you know, and Minister 

Jearlean John was there before me.  Could you believe that? 

Hon. Members:  Yes.  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  By the time the tour was finished around half past 8 that 

morning, it was now time to get doubles.  That is how early we were. 

Mr. Lee:  Come early.  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Right, she is doing a stellar job, across the entire 

country— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:—thousands and thousands—thousands of potholes are 
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being patched.  She is going to pave Welcome Road in Caroni East next week.  

Thank you very much, Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Welcome Road was not welcoming under the PNM, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, we on this side, in one short 

year, have expanded legislative reform.  There are penalties for late permit 

renewals, penalties for defective vehicle fittings.  I mean, who does not want that?  

Why do you not want to drive on a road with safer vehicles? How could you argue 

against that? 

Improved compliance—over 9,900 permits were renewed late.  Ten 

thousand persons did not renew their driver’s licence on time and if someone with 

basically an invalid, expired driver’s licence hits you, how are you going to get 

compensation through the insurance?  How are you going to do that? Right?  In 

terms of monetary compensation, in terms of physical compensation if something 

happens to you, in terms of your health or well-being, how are you going to get 

compensation?  And they are arguing against this? 

This Motion is less concerned with road safety and more concerned with 

manufacturing some political narrative that is what they are about, Madam Deputy 

Speaker. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, Minister Eli Zakour is on record as saying that 

there was a 12 per cent decrease in road fatalities moving into 2026. He said that 

there was a 44 per cent decrease in January.  Forty-four per cent decrease in 

January.  A 29 per cent decrease in February and close to 15 per cent at the time in 
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March.  At the end of April, he said that there was a 10 per cent decrease in road 

fatalities compared to the same period last year.  That is performance, Madam 

Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran: Right, and that happened because we moved out the 

demerit point system.  

Hon. Members:  Correct.  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  That is why that happened.  We moved out— 

Hon. Member:  We move out the PNM. 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  And we move out the PNM.  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:—that demerit point system—they do not realise that they 

were under a demerit point system and they got so many points that they lost their 

licence to govern. 

Hon. Member:  Oh my.  Oh my   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the total number of fixed 

penalty notices that were issued from January 1, 2025 to April 2025 was 43,684 

fixed penalty notices.  Right, that was in the previous year, in 2025.  If you look at 

the period from January 1, 2026 to April 2026, there were 32,129 fixed penalty 

notices.  That is 11,555 less tickets that were issued for the corresponding period 

last year.  So, how can this be a revenue-generating scheme on our side when we 

collected $10 million less? 

Hon. Members:  Uh hmmm.  
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Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  How can it be?  Madam Deputy Speaker, in January 

2026, 3,789 persons renewed their driving permits late.  In February, we had 1,184 

persons renewing late.  In March, 2,269 persons and in April, 1,962—9,900 

persons renewing their driving permits late for the year.  Right, so you had over 

8,500 persons on the road driving with licences expired for close to six months.  

Right, over 1,000 of these permits were expired between three years to five years.  

Right, that is what we were dealing with.  It was lawless.  It was lawless.  The 

Prime Minister was right. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  It was lawless.  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, what had 

upset me was when the filer of this Motion presented this Motion—my very good 

friend from Arouca/Lopinot presented this Motion.  Yes, and you know what he 

did was—what he said on Hansard at the time, he said: 

“Mr. Speaker, it does not look good upon us as a country when bodies are 

strewn all over our roads and our highways and our pavements, just because 

it speaks deeply to who we are as a country.” 

3.15 p.m.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is an attempt to politicize fatalities.  He is not 

debating the Motion.  Right.  Fatalities should never become instruments of 

partisan warfare.  Exploiting fatalities to attack political opponents, that is 

sensationalism.  Bring the evidence.  Road safety deserves seriousness, not theatre 

like on that side.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, what he did too in moving the 

Motion is, he poured cold water on our frontline personnel, and they deserve 

respect for the yeoman service they do for Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  The TTPS, the Traffic and Highway Patrol, the 

emergency responders, our firefighters that have to react to these incidents, our 

paramedics in the Ministry of Health, our healthcare workers that are in the 

hospitals and have to see these persons when they come in, they confront traumatic 

collisions like this.  What he did there was a disservice to them and they deserve 

our national support and not political gains.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, we on this side are balancing enforcement with 

fairness and that is what was done in the Motor Vehicles and Road Traffic (Amdt.) 

Act; grace periods for minor administrative infractions.  If your headlight is out, 

you are given a grace period; that is minor, right?  You have a chance to comply 

and not be fined, and this reflects proportionality as well as administrative justice.  

It is not overwhelming the courts, as well as our citizens, with what you would call 

punitive penalties.  It encourages compliance with correction and preserving 

sanctions for much more dangerous conduct, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

The Motion also speaks about international best practice.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, what we are doing is international best practice.  We are focusing on the 

high-risk behaviour.  We are reducing unnecessary court congestion.  We are 

improving public cooperation, as well as encouraging voluntary compliance.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, from the data that I have previously given, road safety 

reforms must be viewed against the trends that we came in with.  We inherited a 

trajectory of fatalities that was going up, Madam Deputy Speaker, and we were 
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able, in just one short year, to bring it down, and it will go down further in this 

year, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Our interventions are contributing positively.   

But, Madam Deputy Speaker, what I would say about the other side is that 

they are very, very good at political storytelling.  You know, a lot of the data that 

they want to give this House, you know, they always hark back to 2018, 2019, 

2020, 2021 and then act— 

Hon. Member:  1912.   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  [Laughter] like, you know, when you come forward, 

there is a big jump now in the data.  But that was during COVID.  They are 

quoting COVID-19 data.  The entire country was in a lockdown.  All public 

servants were working virtually.  There was hardly anyone on the road, so how 

could they get into an accident?  That is how misleading that they could be with 

their data.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, what we are doing on this side is that we are 

implementing policy directions and producing observable results.  The reduction in 

fatalities, that is not by accident, it is because of coordinated interventions, 

legislation, enforcement, infrastructure, as well as public education.  The Minister 

of Transport and Civil Aviation spoke today about an initiative to introduce road 

safety education within our schools, and that is something that has happened in 

North America and will prove beneficial here in Trinidad and Tobago.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Kamla Persad-Bissessar Government, in 

her second term, has demonstrated the political willingness to modernize our very, 

very, very archaic traffic laws.  Our commitment to stronger enforcement.  Our 

recognition of international best practices.  Investment in compliance systems.  

Support for technological monitoring, as well as responsiveness to road safety data.  
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Madam Deputy Speaker, I just want to make this point before I get into the 

substantial part of my contribution that we were faced with severe lawlessness here 

in Trinidad and Tobago, and an alarming incident of lawlessness.   

Minister Zakour has said that in the last—this was on the 8th of January, 

2026—he said that in the last two days, close to 1,000 persons came into the 

licensing office to renew their driver’s permits, which should have been done 

within the legal time frame.  What we are seeing today is that persons are coming 

in with months or even years of their permits being expired.  He went on to say 

that this is not a popularity contest when lives are at stake.  So, the Government 

has acted, and I give kudos to Minister Zakour for saying that.  The Minister also 

noted that the previous demerit point system had failed to achieve its intended 

objective of improving road safety.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, Minister Zakour also announced plans to introduce 

red-light enforcement technology.  Cameras will be placed at traffic intersections 

throughout the country, and they will take photos of you when you are breaking the 

light, Madam Deputy Speaker, and that he is working on that very, very soon.   

But, Madam Deputy Speaker, what I would like to deal with here today is a 

comment made by the mover of the Motion, the Member for Arouca/Lopinot.  He 

went on to say that our health sector has been impacted.  He went on to say that 

you have the very serious issue of persons being exposed in a very serious manner, 

going to and from work and studies, and there are implications in the social sector, 

in the health sector, in the education sector, and all of these things.  He went on to 

say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that the United Nations has a global plan for a 

decade of road action safety, and the data shows that on an annual basis, over 1.3 
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million people around the world will die from serious road accidents and road 

fatalities—1.3 million persons on an annual basis.   

He went on in his contribution to say that we now have to look at the 

capacity of the State, to respond to post-crash incidents and that when you have a 

serious accident on our roads, the ability of the State, through the fire services, as 

well as our health sector, to respond in a timely manner.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, your original time has ended. Would you like 

your additional 15 minutes?   

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Yes, please.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  Madam Deputy Speaker, you see road traffic and law 

enforcement on the whole, and many of the measures implemented in our fiscal 

measures, they are what can be considered a public health initiative.  We are trying 

to preserve life, prevent disability, reduce trauma, improving and protecting the 

healthcare systems, as well as improving national productivity through the 

prevention of loss of life.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, every road collision has serious, serious 

consequences for the health sector.  Be it emergency services, the hospitals, the 

intensive care units, the rehabilitation systems, our mental health services, as well 

as families and those in schools.  We have to consider, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

the economic and social cost of road traffic incidents.  One of the greatest public 

health initiatives that was ever crafted was the seat belt.  In many emergency 

rooms around North America during the 1950s and 60s, many persons were 

presented with head injuries from road traffic incidents.   
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What they did in the United States is, they did a public health initiative 

where they studied why this was happening and how it could be prevented because 

of the impact on the healthcare system.  That is how they came up with the seat 

belt—well, Volvo came up with the seat belt, but that is how the United States 

implemented it as a law in the 1950s and ’60s.  Road traffic injuries are among the 

leading causes of death globally, and it places a substantial burden on the 

healthcare sector.   

What we are trying to do with preventative health interventions is reduce 

mortality, reduce injury severity, improve behavioural compliance, as well as to 

just simply reduce pressure on the healthcare system.  What, is very important in 

achieving that, Madam Deputy Speaker, is trying to get motorists to reduce their 

speed.  Prevention is better than cure.  So, as a government, we have legislated 

against speeding.  We have legislated against impaired driving.  Against distracted 

driving.  Against reckless overtaking.  Against the non-use of seat belts, as well as 

the non-use of motorcycle helmets.  These are many of the measures in which fines 

were increased in order as a public health protection to reduce trauma as well as to 

save lives, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

You do not have to be a rocket scientist to figure out that higher speeds 

increase collision likelihood.  Higher speeds would also increase severity, and 

higher speeds would reduce your ability to survive an accident.  These are what 

these amendments are based upon, and it ties in directly into injury prevention.  

This, Madam Deputy Speaker, is not really a fiscal measure, it is a public health 

intervention, and as well, these reforms included updating the fixed penalty 

systems, increasing traffic fines, as well with enhanced enforcement mechanisms.   
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Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to also move very quickly on to 

another statement that the Member said while moving the Motion.  What he said, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, was that persons when they are returning home from 

fetes, usually get into accidents and in some cases, there are dead persons on our 

roads.  Madam Deputy Speaker, that falls directly into my next contribution here 

today.  What we are looking at here today is the use of alcohol in Trinidad and 

Tobago.  What we have found at the Ministry of Health is that we have had here in 

Trinidad and Tobago a very significant alcohol use.   

There is worldwide evidence, Madam Deputy Speaker, that higher taxes on 

alcohol have been shown to significantly reduce road traffic accidents, by 

decreasing consumption as well as drunk driving.  Evidence indicates that a 10 per 

cent increase in alcohol prices can reduce drinking by as much as 5 per cent and 

lower drinking and driving by up to 8 per cent, with even greater effects among 

younger drivers.  Large-scale studies have also shown that doubling alcohol taxes 

can and will reduce traffic fatalities by approximately 11 per cent, and that is what 

the Minister of Finance did.  He did not double the taxes, but he increased the taxes 

on alcohol.   

These findings show and demonstrate a clear inverse relationship between 

alcohol pricing and road fatalities, making taxation an effective policy and tool for 

improving road safety and reducing alcohol-related harm references.  Madam 

Deputy Speaker, we have many studies around the world to show this.  This is 

international best practice.  We have New Zealand, where they increased their 

excise duty, as well as their GST, their Goods and Service Tax.  It was estimated 

that a 4.3 per cent reduction in pure alcohol consumption, substantially reduced 

transport injuries and crash-related social costs.  The same can be said for Finland, 
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where studies found alcohol price increases were associated with fewer alcohol-

related fatal motor vehicle accidents during the period 2000 to 2016.  As well as 

Sweden, Madam Deputy Speaker, they have increased their excise duty, and they 

have shown that high-risk drivers are most likely to not get into an accident.   

Here in Trinidad and Tobago we have something called the MICS, the 

Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey and this was done in 2022.  What that survey 

found was that 42.1 per cent of women aged 15 to 49 had consumed at least one 

alcoholic drink in the past month, while 7.3 per cent reported initiating alcohol use 

before the age of 15.  So, what this shows is that we have an alcohol issue here in 

Trinidad and Tobago, and this ties in directly with our road traffic incidents.  We 

have as well in the Ministry of Health, something called the STEP surveys in 2011, 

and one was done in 2024.  These are standardized population-based surveys 

developed by the WHO to track NCD risk factors.   

But very, very interestingly, what they have found, in 2011, persons who are 

lifetime abstainers from alcohol among females and males, were 29.7 per cent in 

2011.  In 2024, that has reduced to 15.4 per cent.  So, it has basically been sliced in 

half.  Persons who currently drink alcohol in the last 30 days in 2011, were found 

to be 40 per cent and in 2024, 51 per cent.  Persons who engage in binge drinking 

that is six or more units of alcohol at a time, in 2011, you know, it was 5 per cent.  

In 2024, it has increased to 12.7 per cent.  So, we here in Trinidad and Tobago, we 

have seen that alcohol use has increased in the population as the number of persons 

who drink alcohol has increased.   

What this has also shown, Madam Deputy Speaker, at the World Health 

Organization level, is that Trinidad and Tobago has a higher percentage of youth—

people are aged between the ages of 15 and 19 years old—who consume alcohol.  
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The WHO estimates that 31.7 per cent of Trinidad Tobago youth are aged between 

the ages of 15 and 19 consume alcohol, and in Jamaica it is 26 per cent, and in 

Guyana it is 27 per cent.  So, we here in Trinidad and Tobago, our youth consume 

a lot more alcohol than many of our neighbours in CARICOM.  Worldwide, 2.6 

million deaths per year result because of the harmful use of alcohol, representing 

4.7 per cent.  So, we have an alcohol problem here in Trinidad and Tobago.   

One of the measures that was taken by the Minister of Finance was to raise 

taxes on alcohol, and that is a public health care measure, and that will impact 

beneficially with regard to road traffic safety here in Trinidad and Tobago.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, when drivers comply, there will be fewer collisions, 

fewer traumatic injuries, fewer deaths, as well as fewer hospital admissions.   

I would like to quickly speak about impaired driving, because here in 

Trinidad and Tobago, we do not only have an alcohol abuse issue, we also have 

persons maybe on a prescription drug.  Persons may be on a drug that may not 

necessarily be a prescription drug, but that may be a drug—be it some sort of 

ecstasy, or perhaps it may even be cannabis.  We currently do not have a 

mechanism in order to test if someone is high on marijuana, and that is something 

that Minister Zakour—I spoke to him earlier this afternoon—he is looking actively 

into doing that, Madam Deputy Speaker.  So, we have the issues of impaired 

driving legislation on alcohol affecting the youth here in Trinidad and Tobago with 

regard to judgment, coordination, reaction time, and risk perception.   

3.35p.m.  

I would also like to quickly speak about the driving culture here in Trinidad 

and Tobago, our national driving culture.  Road users here in Trinidad, we tend to 

glorify speeding.  It is a fast and furious society.  They treat highways like 
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racetracks, and they drive very aggressively, and they disregard the traffic laws.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, many of the fines imposed here on January the 1st seek to 

modify that behaviour.  These are deeply entrenched behavioural norms.   

Many of the norms that we have here in Trinidad and Tobago, they are not 

applicable in a North American country.  Many persons here, we do not adhere to 

first-to-stop, first-to-go.  In many instances, persons, they increase speed going into 

an intersection, whereas in North America, that is illegal to do.  You actually have 

to slow down as you approach an intersection, you know.  We have pedestrians on 

our highways.  In North America, you are not allowed to have pedestrians on your 

highways, as well as we have a serious issue of jaywalking here in Trinidad.  We 

also have to look at the issue, Madam Deputy Speaker, of vulnerable persons, and 

how we can treat and safeguard those persons as they use our roadways, as well as 

our sidewalks.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to state that, you know, these 

increased fines are an excellent first step by the Government of Trinidad and 

Tobago.  They only adhere to persons who are errant drivers.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, a global assessment of fines for traffic violations suggests that increases of 

less than 100 per cent of fines are less effective in changing motorist behaviour.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, having said that, I would also like to say that we are 

a very responsible Government.  We are working on road safety with regard to 

infrastructure, with regard to driver behaviour, with regard to our emergency 

response capacity, with regard to law enforcement, with regard to public 

compliance, as well as vehicle conditions.    

Madam Deputy Speaker, whether you impose traffic fines or you do not 

impose traffic fines, they on that side will criticize you.  We recognize that.  But we 
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recognize that stronger penalties serve as behavioural deterrents and mild 

consequences no longer discourage reckless drivers.  Deterrents only work when 

consequences are meaningful.  Madam Deputy Speaker, we here, on this side, are a 

meaningful Government under the leadership of Kamla Persad-Bissessar.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. Dr. R. Seecheran:  So, having said that, Madam Deputy Speaker, we here, 

we are on the right direction.  Road safety is too important to be reduced to partisan 

simplification.  The people of Trinidad and Tobago, they deserve an honest debate 

and not what was given previously by those on that side.  They deserve 

evidence-based policymaking.  They deserve responsible leadership.  This Motion 

falls horribly short of all those parameters.  Therefore, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 

cannot support this Motion.  It distorts the factual record, it ignores recent 

legislative reforms, it overlooks strengthened enforcement measures, and it 

politicizes public tragedy for partisan advantage.  Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank 

you very much. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Diego Martin West. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Hans Des Vignes (Diego Martin West):  Madam Deputy Speaker, I rise in this 

House, under the leadership of the hon. Member for Arima, who will stand one day 

as the next Prime Minister of this beautiful country of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  This Motion is one that should be taken extremely seriously 

because road safety affects each and every one of us.  It is how we get from point A 

to point B in Trinidad and Tobago.  It does not just affect drivers.  It affects 
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children.  

It affects pedestrians.  It affects every single one of us who exists in this country.  

There is a tangled web that those on the other side weave when they tend to 

deceive.   

So, the Member for Caroni East, he stood up in this House and he said, “The 

increase in fines, it is effective and it is working,” and so on.  I go to an article from 

the 23rd of April,2024, in the Newsday—now closed down—by Yvonne Webb.  

The article states—a specific individual speaking:   

“…advocated for investment in training programmes to promote safer 

driving habit and equip drivers with the skills to navigate the roads 

responsibly.  

‘We must explore alternatives to fines and suspensions…” 

The speaker that she is quoting is saying: 

“‘We must explore alternatives to fines and suspensions…Who will feed 

their families when they can’t earn a living?’… 

Arguing”—at the point time—“that traffic fines are too high, she 

promised…”—hear the word.  Hear the word: 

“…she…”—“promised,”— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes: 

“‘A UNC government will reduce traffic fines across the board and 

implement state-sponsored driver education programmes instead.” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and crosstalk] 

Mr. Marcelle:  “Who say dah?  Who say dah?” 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  I look at them on the other side, hanging their heads in shame, 
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because that is promise made, promise broken. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  Here is what the speaker further went on to say:   

“‘What is publicly presented as a mission for public safety is really a scheme 

for government revenue collection.  We cannot ignore the Licensing 

Authority’s…heavy-handed tactics, which have turned our roads into 

battlegrounds of daily road blocks and traffic jams.   

This is not about road safety.  It is yet another tax drive by the Government, 

using the Licensing Authority to raise revenue.’” 

Here is what the speaker goes on to say:  

“‘It is property tax…online tax, tyre tax – tax, tax, tax – and now is 

Licensing Authority tax.’” 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Manning:  Who said that?  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  The words of the hon. Member from Siparia. 

Hon. Members:  “Noooo.”  

Mr. Manning:  No.  I do not believe it. 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  So, when we look at road safety, we understand that we are in 

the UN decade of road safety.  The aim, globally, is to reduce road fatalities by 50 

per cent.  That is true.   

Now, I actually have a landmark article here—Barataria/San Juan, he raised 

his head there:   

“Landmark road safety initiative launched in Trinidad and Tobago  

By Proclamation, under the hand of Her Excellency, the President of the 

Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, amendments to the Motor Vehicle and 
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Road Traffic Act…were brought into effect on May 26th 2020.  This 

proclamation allows for implementation of a Demerit Points System, New 

Traffic Ticketing System and Red Light Camera Enforcement System in 

Trinidad and Tobago.”  

Yet, the Member for Caroni East stood up in this House and said, “We are 

legislating for red light camera enforcement system.” “It already there.  But yuh 

coming to tell de House that yuh legislating for it.”  That is not true, and it is 

important that we are factual in our approach when it comes to road safety. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  Again, they mentioned that they have legislated for this and 

that, in terms of road traffic and road safety.  You have not legislated.  All you have 

simply done is increase fines.  That is what it is.  Let us call it for what it is.  Right?   

We looked at so many things in terms of what fines do.  Let us look a little 

bit at what the past administration did, what we did, the People’s National 

Movement, when in government:  Expanded digital enforcement, automated 

camera systems, legislative upgrades and infrastructure improvements.  For 

example, the Programme for Upgrading Roads Efficiency, PURE, and the Traffic 

Management Branch conducted continuous stope stabilization, road marking and 

traffic calming measures, like rumble strips and pedestrian crossings nationwide.  

The People’s National Movement, when in government, we had a plan for road 

safety.   

The improvement of roads is critical because what we often see, especially in 

my constituency and surrounding constituencies, for example, Western Main Road, 

St. Lucien Road, Morne Coco Road— 

Mr. Manning:  In “San’do” East. 
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Mr. H. Des Vignes:—all roads—well, in “San’do” East as well—that the Member 

for Couva North came to the House and told us, “They would be repaired,” these 

roads are not repaired.  What we have seen on countless occasions in our 

constituencies is people swerving from potholes and almost causing accidents; 

countless times.  There are countless posts about it on social media.  Again, we 

urge the Government— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:—as part of their way of improving road safety, to repair the 

roads.  It is a crucial part of improving road safety.  

Mr. Hosein:  [Inaudible]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I am being disturbed by 

Barataria/San Juan.  I know I mentioned the “Landmark Road Safety Initiative”— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Uncalled for Member.  Please continue. 

Mr. Hosein:  If you want a house with a—[Inaudible]—you would have to apply 

for it.   

Ms. John:  Yes. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  I do not want a house that has anything to do with you, 

Barataria/San Juan. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  So, another thing that was mentioned is that persons applying 

for the renewal of their licences late, 8,500 people.  I do not know if those on the 

other side are so disconnected from society that they do not understand what 

happens in our society and the truth of our society.  There are a lot of people in this 
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country without vehicles that have driver’s licences.  They use it as a form of ID. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  Instead of them being able to renew their licence for the 

standard figure, they now have to pay double that figure to renew, and all they are 

using their licences for is as a form of ID, one, and two, some of the citizens that 

have had to pay this amount, it is because they were out of the country.  So, in other 

words, we are penalizing citizens who are not using their licence at the point in 

time to actively drive on the nation’s roads, we are penalizing them to renew their 

licence.  That, Madam Deputy Speaker, again, is another unfair, oppressive, 

unbased methodology put in place by this Government.   

Again, road safety, in all forms or fashions, it is something that we all care 

about.  We all have lost people on the nation’s roads.  Just highlighting some of the 

more recent ones. My colleague did mention Michael King died after a pickup 

crossed the median and struck his vehicle on the Uriah Butler Highway.  During 

our time, we know countless upgrades were made to the Uriah Butler Highway.  

Then, there was the article of a woman knocked down along the Churchill 

Roosevelt Highway in Aranguez near the Courts Megastore, with police initially 

seeking the public’s help to identify her.  That kind of report should trouble all of 

us in this House.  A person should not die on the road and be introduced to the 

country, first, as an unidentified body at the side of the highway.   

Some of the other deaths that we saw, five people killed and had two injured 

in four weekend road incidents.  One of those incidents involved 47-year-old Habib 

John, who was walking along Rochard Road in Penal with a 68-year-old woman, 

when they were both struck by a vehicle.  Mr. John died at the scene, and the 

woman was left critically injured.  Those on the other side mentioned that there are 
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long-lasting effects for road accidents.  We agree.  That is why we stand behind this 

Motion, that road safety needs to be taken seriously because there are long-lasting, 

lifetime effects associated with these fatalities.  These examples matter to all of us 

because it speaks of the reality that all of our communities face, all of our 

constituents face in Trinidad and Tobago.   

People walk along the roadway, and it has to be safe for walking.  Again, I 

go back a little bit to upgrades of roads and infrastructure surrounding roads.  For 

example, some of the main roads in our country, the grass is so high, as highlighted 

by Diego Martin North/East in one of the Motions he brought into this House, that 

pedestrians often have to step into the road because there is not enough room on the 

sidewalk or on the verges of these main roads and highways.  So, again, we ask for 

the Government, in terms of improving road safety, to also improve the 

surrounding roads.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  I mentioned “disconnected” earlier, and there was a question 

raised by the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation about, “Where was the road 

safety campaign?”  I do not know if the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation 

does not watch TV or does not pay attention to what is happening in society.  The 

same Sgt. Brent Batson he stood up next to, with the cameras, is on countless— 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:—road safety campaign ads; countless! 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  He has the audacity, the gall, the disconnection to come into 

this House and say, “Where was the road safety campaign?”  

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk and desk thumping] 
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Mr. H. Des Vignes:  A road safety campaign for schools, that is all well and good, 

but what about a road safety campaign for the actual people who are drivers 

already?  That is something we really need to look at.   

Now, the demerit points.  Let us talk about the demerit points and 

“evidence-based”.  So, “evidence-based”, when we look at demerit points in other 

jurisdictions—the Member for Malabar/Mausica highlighted New Zealand.  But 

when we look at Australia, the State successfully implemented a “good behaviour” 

incentive for 1.3billion motorists who had accumulated demerit points by 

remaining entirely free of traffic infringements for a 12-month period.  These are 

things that could have been done to improve—when we look at Spain, following 

the introduction of permiso por puntos, penalty points system, the country 

experienced a 14.5 per cent decrease in road traffic deaths just 18 months after the 

implementation.  In Ontario, Canada, the province uses demerit points in tandem 

with mandatory remedial measures.  When drivers cross specific thresholds, they 

are required to attend an interview with the Minister of Transport and Civil 

Aviation.  This rehabilitative focus gives offenders a chance to correct their driving 

habits before facing outright licensing suspensions.   

In Canada, they achieved a 71 per cent drop in motor vehicle-related 

fatalities and a 53 per cent decrease in total injuries.  Caroni East mentioned—

when we were talking about the schools and the road safety campaign in the 

schools, he said, “Yes.  In the US, road safety campaigns in schools work.  Yes.  

They found evidence of it.”  You know what evidence shows in the US?  Demerit 

points work. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  So, how it is the gerrymandering and selective information is 
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something that they continue with?  In the United States, like California and New 

York, they have successfully integrated their points system with defensive driving 

programmes.  Drivers who accumulate points have the option to voluntarily 

complete certified traffic safety courses, allowing them to remove points from their 

official driving records and avoid heavier insurance penalties.   

He mentioned assessment surveys.  So, the way demerit points work, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, is we are able to track information in a real way, whereby we can 

identify what types of vehicles most often break the law, we are able to assess what 

areas do people most often break the law or are in violation, and we know what is 

happening around us.  You do not need surveys for that.  What you need is a proper 

system of recording.  That is one of the many elements of the demerit points 

system.  

“Increase in traffic fines” was mentioned many times by those on the other 

side.  What we have found, quite often, in different parts of the world is that 

increasing traffic fines affect, unequally, the poor and the rich.  What happens is, 

even in our society, you would hear individuals say it, “I could afford to pay that 

fine,” and they go ahead with their errant, mischievous, deviant behaviour.  That is 

what happens.  This is not a fair process.  This is a process that affects different 

people in different ways, unlike the demerit points system.  Whereby, whether I am 

rich, poor, whether I drive a Benz or a B15— 

Mr. Birchwood:  Or a blue Volvo. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. H. Des Vignes:—it affects us the same way, in terms of points, and the way it 

affects our ability to continue on the nation’s roads.  

3.55 p.m.  
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I just want to make sure I get some of the other points.  Road signage.  The 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation mentioned road signage, that is run of the 

mill, come on.  The Minister of Health mentioned alcohol usage and they saw a 

decline in alcohol usage.  I am going to raise a point from an article from March 

31st, 2026, by Joel Julien.  Now, I will show you how those two things are related.  

Around the time of the budget, the Minister of Finance raised the fines on 

cigarettes and alcohol, right.   

Mr. Birchwood:  The taxes.    

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  The taxes, sorry.  At the point in time, we mentioned the 

Laffer Curve.  Which again, is an economic theory illustrating the relationship 

between tax rates and Government tax revenue.  When you tax too high, you do 

not get as much Government tax revenue.  What often happens is not that the users 

stop using the illicit item, what they do is they tend to go to the illegal items, the 

black market items, so to speak.  When we look at what is happening with 

cigarettes in our society:  

“Illicit cigarette activity has jumped 50% since the 2026 excise hike 

announced in the national budget, according to estimates by West Indian 

Tobacco Company (WITCO).”   

This exact same thing could be happening with alcohol in Trinidad and Tobago.  

But again, they do not search, look, find, execute, and present the data that is not 

convenient to them on the other side.   

So once again, we are not saying that the previous administration fixed all of 

our problems in terms of road safety.  What we are saying, is that significant 

improvements were made that were very clear.  The reasons for the decrease, funny 

enough, could be many reasons.  What they claim is a decrease could be many 
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reasons.  Yes, we know, as my friend from Malabar/Mausica stated, we cannot trust 

the data because it is varied.  One is saying 13, one is saying 14, one is saying 40-

something; we cannot trust that.  But even if there was a decrease, it still does not 

change the fact that we need to improve and statistics can be very funny things.  I 

will tell you why.   

One of the things that is in front of us is that less people are on the nation’s 

roads, because more people do not have jobs, they no longer have jobs to go to.  

Less people can send their children to school.  I can tell you honestly, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, in Diego Martin, there was more traffic heading out of Diego 

Martin on a morning than there is now.  I do not have the exact statistical data to 

say this is the reason why, but the Central Bank is saying one thing, and the IMF is 

talking about our contraction in our economy.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. H. Des Vignes:  All of these are reasons why there may be a decrease 

according to their data.  But again, you can present data that is not necessarily 

information.  Raw data without context is not as valid as data with context.  The 

funny thing about this is, when they come to this Parliament and talk, they cannot 

identify the actual things that they put in place to change and improve road safety 

in Trinidad and Tobago.  So again, at the centre of this Motion:  

“…this House is calling on the Government to urgently establish and 

implement an adequate evidence-based national road safety system, 

consistent with international best practice…”—as the demerit points were—

“…to suppress the increase in road traffic fatalities and protect the lives of 

citizens.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Government should therefore commit to seven 
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practical actions.  What is now required is a properly coordinated national road 

safety system.  That means a published national road safety strategy for 2026 to 

2030, aligned to the Safe Systems Approach and the United Nations target of 

reducing road deaths and serious injuries.  One of the things we would like to see in 

this road strategy is to take into account what is happening around us.  We have 

seen deaths of cyclists on our nation’s roads, and recently, we have seen one of 

veteran runners while running the Midnight Marathon being hit by a vehicle.  This 

road safety strategy should take into account the realities of our society, especially 

with the increase in 5Ks happening around us.   

We want to see empowered coordinating frameworks between the Ministry 

of Transport and Civil Aviation, the Licensing Division, the TTPS, local 

government, health, education, THA, emergency services and all stakeholders 

involved in our transport system.  It means a published dangerous road audit with 

priority action on accident black spots.  For example, we know there is an accident 

black spot on the Priority Bus Route in the vicinity of Eddie Hart Grounds.  It also 

means treating pedestrians as a safety priority through safer crossings, lighting 

sidewalks, traffic calming, disability access and better transport hubs.  It also means 

sustained public education for different road users supported by quality public 

reporting on road fatalities—I will say that again, quality public reporting on 

fatalities—serious injuries, enforcement, dangerous locations, response times and 

progress against targets.  We need to set targets to measure where we are in terms 

of those targets.  It is not just coming to the Parliament and saying, “We have 

achieved a reduction.”  But if the UN goal is a 50 per cent reduction, let us know 

where we are in terms of that and let us know how we are progressively getting to 

that point.   
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The Opposition, as always, we support all evidence-based, fair, capable-of-

saving-lives legislation and initiatives.  What we cannot support is drift and 

guessing and gerrymandering and throwing around figures and words and promises 

that were broken.  We cannot support a pattern where policy only becomes urgent 

after another family is forced to grieve.  There is a point at which repeated tragedy 

becomes a test of leadership, and in this instance, we ask the Government to lead.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the roads of Trinidad and Tobago should not 

continue to be a place where ordinary journeys carry extraordinary risk.  Citizens 

should be able to go to work, school, worship, recreation, business and home with 

greater confidence that the Government is going to do their part to protect them.  

This Motion is grounded in that simple obligation.  It is not complicated.  It is not 

just about thumping desks and bacchanal and calling out one another or trying to 

throw a Prime Minister or Opposition Leader into a debate.  It is not about that.  

This is about the people of Trinidad and Tobago.  

This Motion is not a joke.  This Motion, again, is grounded in a simple 

obligation.  It is about protecting life.  It is about modern governance that 

understands the changes in our society and the realities of our society.  It is about 

placing evidence above excuse.  It is about ensuring that when the State has the 

tools to prevent avoidable death, it uses them with urgency and competence.  For 

those reasons, Madam Deputy Speaker, I support my leader, and I support the 

Member for Arouca/Lopinot for bringing this Motion forward.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, I thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Naparima.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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The Parliamentary Secretary in the Ministry of Culture and Community 

Development (Dr. Narindra Roopnarine):  Madam Deputy Speaker, I thank you 

for the opportunity to briefly contribute to this debate on road safety.  As I rise to 

contribute to this Motion, I do so with a clear, firm and unequivocal position.  I 

reject this Motion in its entirety— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:—without hesitation and without apology.  Let me be 

absolutely clear from the outset, road safety is not a talking point to score cheap 

political mileage.  It is not a convenient headline.  It is a matter of life and death.  It 

affects the mother trying to get home to her children, the worker commuting at 

dawn, the 

student traveling to school. , It is about safety, dignity and security of— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:—every single citizen of Trinidad and Tobago.  That is 

precisely why this Motion is so disappointing.  Because instead of treating this 

issue with the seriousness it deserves, the Opposition has chosen once again to 

engage in selective storytelling and political theatrics.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the PNM now comes to this 

honourable House attempting to rewrite history and present themselves as 

champions of road safety.  That is a stretch so far, it borders on fiction. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:  Where was this urgency when they presided over years of 

inconsistent enforcement?  Where was this concern when citizens complained 

about inadequate road infrastructure, poor lighting and dangerous road conditions?  
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Where was this so-called commitment when implementation gaps and weak 

follow-through undermined many of the very policies they now boast about?  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for Diego Martin West spoke about tangled 

web-weaving, but I say to them on that side, we on this side understand that the 

light shines on the darkness, but the darkness does not always comprehend it.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Dr. N. Roopnarine:  I say to the Opposition, the light of the UNC shines on you 

and you should try to fathom it.  Because, Madam Deputy Speaker, you cannot 

neglect a system for years, then suddenly rediscover concern when it is politically 

convenient.  Road safety demands honesty, it demands balance, it demands 

evidence.  But when what we have before us is none of that, what we have is a 

Motion built on exaggeration, omission and a carefully curated narrative designed 

to shift the blame rather than accept responsibility.  I say to this honourable House, 

Trinidad and Tobago deserves better than that.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:  That is why they were voted out of office, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, because Trinidad and Tobago was tired of their rhetoric.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, if we are to deal with road safety seriously, then let us do so with facts, 

with integrity and with a genuine commitment to solutions, not with distortion, 

deflection and political grandstanding.  Madam Deputy Speaker, under the 

leadership of the hon. Prime Minister, this Government understands that public 

safety is not an optional responsibility, it is a sacred duty.  That is the difference 

between serious leadership and the stale, exhausted, self-serving politics of those 

opposite.   

The Member for Siparia has consistently made clear that governance must 
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improve people’s lives in practical terms and few duties are more practical, or more 

urgent, or more morally serious than the protection of life on our roadways.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, the people’s welfare is our priority.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, that principle should not be recited in this Chamber only when 

convenient. It must be lived through policy, funding, enforcement and most 

importantly, political courage which those opposite lack.   

We on this side deal with facts, data and outcomes, not propaganda dressed 

up as policy.  From that perspective, I can say without hesitation that what the 

Opposition has presented here today and in the last Sitting is not a serious 

argument, it is a political performance.  Madam Deputy Speaker, they speak as 

though road safety exists in a vacuum, as though outcomes can be cherry-picked 

and weaponized ignoring the complex interplay of behaviour, enforcement, 

infrastructure and education that any competent citizen understands.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, if the PNM truly respected evidence-based policy, 

they would know that you cannot dismantle years of systemic weaknesses 

overnight, nor can you manufacture causation from coincidence simply to score 

debating points.  What we are seeing here is not concern rooted in science.  It is 

outrage manufactured for optics and as someone trained to assess risk, interpret 

data and protect lives, I will not lend my voice to a Motion that substitutes 

exaggeration for evidence and politics for public health.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, road safety is not merely a transport issue, it is a 

population health issue.  Globally, road traffic accidents, as was stated before, are 

among the top 10 causes of death, with approximately 1.35 million lives lost each 

year.  That is a global emergency.  Trinidad and Tobago is not exempt as well, road 

traffic injuries rank as the 12th leading cause of death in this country.  Between 
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2015 and 2018 over 500 lives were lost on our roadways, with thousands more 

injured with life-altering injuries.  This placed a significant strain on our health 

system, emergency services and economy.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Opposition now speaks as though road safety 

has suddenly become a crisis under this Government, but this is a long-standing 

issue that persisted during their tenure as well.  It is not new and it cannot be 

addressed with selective outrage.  The reality is that road traffic injuries are a 

persistent public health challenge requiring sustained multi-sectoral action.  These 

are largely, largely, preventable outcomes, driven by human behaviour, 

environment and systems.  That is why the global community, through the 

Sustainable Development Goals, has set a target of reducing road traffic deaths and 

injuries by 50 per cent.  Achieving this, though, requires more than isolated 

measures.  It demands socio-cultural change, education and consistent enforcement.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, road safety is too serious to be reduced to political 

talking points.  This is about lives.  The burden on hospitals, long-term disability 

and economic impact.  This Government’s approach is grounded in prevention 

through education, behaviour change and long-term strategy.  That is the 

difference, the Opposition focuses on blame, we focus on prevention.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, this is a serious, long-standing issue that requires 

evidence-based solutions, not political convenience.  The people of our nation 

deserve nothing less.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the Opposition claims they 

implemented internationally recognized measures that reduced fatalities, but I say 

to them, caveat auditor:  “Let the listener beware.”  When we examine the reality 

that narrative unravels.  If their systems were truly effective, why did we inherit a 

fragmented framework with uneven enforcement, poor data integration, weak inter-
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agency coordination and a persistent culture of road indiscipline?  Res ipsa 

loquitur, the facts speak for themselves, as we on this side have illustrated before.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, road safety was never solved, it was inconsistently 

implemented and poorly sustained under those on the opposite side.  Their attempt 

to now portray their record as flawless is revisionist at best.   

The Member for Malabar/Mausica spoke about statistics but the data 

contradicts their claims.  Madam Deputy Speaker, a Trinidad Guardian article 

dated April 18th, 2026, reports that fatalities for early 2026 are lower than 2025, 18 

compared to 27.  That is data, not evidence, not rhetoric.  

4.15 p.m. 

Further, Arrive Alive statistics show fatalities increased from 89 in 2023 to 

104 in 2024, with deaths rising from 95 to 110, a significant spike under their 

tenure.  The facts do not support the Opposition’s narrative.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, road safety is not the achievement of any one 

administration.  It is an ongoing process requiring consistent enforcement, 

coordination, and political will.  This Motion is not grounded in evidence, and 

therefore it cannot and should not stand.  Madam Deputy Speaker, road safety 

cannot be the responsibility of the State alone.  It is a shared responsibility, 

collective in design and personal in execution.  We can pass the best legislation, 

strengthen enforcement, and implement advanced systems, but none of that 

changes a simple reality.  Unsafe roads are driven by unsafe behaviour, speeding, 

reckless overtaking, and distracted or impaired driving are not policy failures; they 

are choices. 

Roads become dangerous not because laws are absent, but because they are 

ignored.  When discipline is treated as optional, and convenience outweighs 
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caution, this is what happens.  You can build roads, Madam Deputy Speaker, but 

you cannot legislate mindset.  This is where the Opposition’s arguments fall short.  

Even the best systems will fail without a culture of responsibility and respect for 

the rule of law.  Road safety is not just a governmental issue; it is a national 

socio-cultural issue.  True safety depends on how individuals behave when no one 

is watching.  Until attitudes change and personal responsibility is embraced, no 

framework, no system will reach its full potential. 

But, we on the side, Madam Deputy Speaker, we will continue to educate our 

people, shape behaviour and build safer roads for future generations.  Real change 

begins with personal responsibility, but it must be supported by proactive policy.  

This Government is introducing structured road safety education in schools to instil 

discipline, awareness and respect for life at an early age.  Instead of correcting bad 

habits after they form, we are preventing them.  Today’s students are tomorrow’s 

drivers, and shaping their mindset now is key to reducing future road fatalities.  

This approach aligns with the United Nations’ goal to reduce road traffic deaths 

and injuries by 50 per cent by the year 2030.  Achieving this requires more than 

just enforcement; it demands education, cultural change and long-term planning.  

Whilst the Opposition focuses on the past, we are focused on the future, building 

systems, investing in education and delivering real, proactive solutions to save 

lives. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the claim that the Government has failed to 

implement a comprehensive road safety strategy is incorrect and ignores the 

realities on the ground.  Work is actively underway to strengthen enforcement, 

improve traffic management, upgrade infrastructure and expand public education to 

change behaviour.  These are coordinated, ongoing actions, not promises.  As we 
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know from them on the other side, what PNM stands for, “promises never 

materialize”.  The hon. Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation has been on the 

ground in constituencies, engaging directly and assessing conditions.  That is 

leadership through action, not optics, because road safety is not solved in press 

conferences; it is solved on the ground, at junctions, on highways, in licensing 

offices, in enforcement units and in communities where people actually experience 

the system every single day. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to tell those on the other side that we 

know strategy.  Because you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, what they are really 

seeing is something that they are not accustomed to: active governance.  

Governance that is visible.  Governance that is engaged. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Dr. N. Roopnarine:  Governance that is responsive.  Not governance that waits 

for crises to become headlines before reacting.  So, I reject the suggestion that 

nothing is being done.  On the contrary, a lot is being done methodically, 

practically and with intent.  It may not always be packaged for political theatre, but 

it is real work with real impact. 

And ultimately, Madam Deputy Speaker, ultimately, that is what matters.  

We will budge the system’s inertia, nudge the public’s attitudes, trudge our 

delivery and judge our results.  Madam Deputy Speaker, this Motion is most 

concerning, not for what it says, but for what it seeks to do.  It is not about saving 

lives, but about assigning blame, distorting context and offering little room for 

genuine collaboration.  This is a familiar Opposition approach: blame the 

Government, ignore inconvenient evidence and downplay progress. 

Road safety cannot improve through blame shifting or political attacks.  It 



86 

Evidence-Based National Road Safety  2026.05.22 

System (Implementation of)   

Dr. N. Roopnarine (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

requires good faith and collaboration amongst all stakeholders.  However, this 

Motion undermines public confidence by presenting a selective narrative, 

dismissing progress and exaggerating challenges.  That approach is dangerous as it 

erodes trust, reduces compliance and hinders implementation.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, talk is cheap, but action is priceless.  This issue demands collaboration, 

not confrontation.  Without that shift, this Motion is not about road safety; it is 

about politics, and for that reason and that reason alone, it should not be supported. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, as I conclude, let us return to what should have 

been the purpose of this Motion, saving lives on our roadways.  That is a goal we 

all share on both sides of this House.  Where we differ is how we achieve it. Safer 

roads are not built on noise, selective outrage or political narratives, but on honesty, 

cooperation, discipline and evidence-based policymaking.  So, I say this 

respectfully but firmly, Madam Deputy Speaker, we will continue to do the work.  

We will continue to strengthen the systems.  We will continue to improve the 

enforcement.  We will continue to educate the public.  We will continue to build a 

safer road environment for all citizens, but we will not support Motions that 

misrepresent progress, distort reality and reduce a national issue into a political 

storyline.  For those reasons, Madam Deputy Speaker, I cannot support this 

Motion.  I reject it in its entirety.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, the time is now 4.24 p.m.  We will 

now break for tea, and we will return at 5.10 p.m.  This House is now suspended. 

4.24 p.m.:  House suspended. 

5.10 p.m.:  House resumed. 

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

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

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Thank you very much, my leader.  I will not be distracted by 

Caroni Central at the beginning of my contribution. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Because you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Member for 

Caroni Central has many more things to think about as opposed to disturbing me.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, it is an honour to stand here this afternoon to wrap up this 

very important Motion that has been engaging the Parliament for well over two 

Sittings.  The last Private Member’s Day, and today, in this House.  And I want to 

thank my colleague from Couva South for his collaboration towards ensuring that 

we wrap up this very important debate today. 

But at the onset, Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to salute the contribution, or 

contributions rather, of my colleagues from Malabar/Mausica. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  I know his contribution would have caused some stir in this 

House, but it was a good stir.  And when Members of the Government appear to be 

very restless in one’s contribution, it tells you of the depth of what the Member is 

saying, Madam Deputy Speaker.  But sometimes the truth offends, you know, in 

this country, the truth offends.  So, I want to salute the Member for 

Malabar/Mausica, the Member for Diego Martin West— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:—and the Member for Laventille East/Morvant, who would 

have contributed in this Motion at the last Private Member’s Day Sitting.  A very 
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important discussion, a very important debate relating to the safety of our citizens, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  And you would recall that on the last occasion, when I 

opened my contribution, I reminded Members that most of us, if not all of us, who 

came to this Parliament on the last Sitting, and even today, we travelled, we use 

our motor vehicles.  Thousands of our students on a daily basis commute using 

motor vehicles. Thousands of citizens commute using motor vehicles going to and 

from work. 

I also reminded the national population and this House, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, that I recall some years ago, the amount of vehicles that were registered at 

the Licensing Division was over 1.2 to 1.3 million vehicles, for a population of 1.4 

or 1.5 million people.  That is the number of vehicles that we have registered.  And 

perhaps, on a daily basis, 700,000 to 800,000 vehicles, they traverse on our roads 

by citizens going about their daily routine. 

So, travelling on a daily basis poses significant threat to the lives of citizens 

on a daily basis.  Not only us here in Trinidad and Tobago, but around the world, 

because based on statistics, over 1.2 to 1.3 million people annually lose their lives 

as a result of road accidents, serious road accidents.  So, this is a very serious 

debate, Madam Deputy Speaker, very serious.   

I also reminded the Parliament and the country that in 2008, Trinidad and 

Tobago had approximately 266 road fatalities per year.  That was some of the 

background information I would have provided in this very important Motion.  And 

that over a period of time, we engaged in a number of initiatives that were multi-

pronged.  Some of it involved legislative interventions, updating our Motor 

Vehicles and Road Traffic Act.  Some of it involved public education.  We got our 

engineers at the Ministry of Rural Development and Local Government, and the 
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Ministry of Works and Transport to look at the designs of our roadways and our 

highways, et cetera, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

5.15p.m.  

We look at the capacity of our Trinidad and Tobago fire services and their 

ability to respond to reports of roads crashes.  Because your response time and the 

capacity of the State to respond in real-time or on a timely basis can result in 

whether or not someone survives a road accident.  We look at the capacity of the 

Trinidad and Tobago Police Service and how they manage their road safety plan, 

their road safety unit, and whether they are equipped to be able address some of the 

problems that would have arisen during the debate.   

The licensing authority was also a very important factor in this 

transformation process, Madam Deputy Speaker, that took over 15 years or 20 

years.  It took quite a lot of time.  Because are things that do not fix in one year or 

fix in two years.  It takes dedicated work, relentless efforts, not only by 

politicians—as a matter of fact, the less politicians have to do with some of these 

things is better.  I would explain a short while ago.  But you get all of the agencies 

that are involved, the public servants, and some of the technocrats in all of them, 

get them to sit in a room and come up with a comprehensive approach to address 

this issue.   

The reform of this Licensing Division was a critical component because 

when we introduced some of these initiatives, one of the things that we recognized 

in the licensing authority was that it was so outdated in terms of its processes, it 

was so heavily reliant on paper, that you had to undertake some major reforms in 

the way in which the licensing authority conducts its business.  I have listened to 

the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, and he would have gone through a 
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number of initiatives, saying that this is what we are doing to improve road safety.  

I listened to the Minister, and I felt so sorry for him.  

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Because he does not have a clue what he is talking about.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Everything that the Minister has spoken about started and was 

completed under a People’s National Movement Government.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]    

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, let me tell you this.  The demerit 

points system—I mean, a lot of Members on the other side criticized it, and if it 

was that bad, then why did you retain it for seven traffic offences?  If it was that 

bad, throw it out.  But you retain it for some of the most egregious traffic offences.  

In the same breath and on one side of your mouth, it is good to prosecute persons 

and to apply the demerit points system for serious traffic offences, and on the other 

side of your mouth, it is that bad, that you need to throw it out.  That is an example 

of a government that does not know if it is going or if it is coming; not an idea. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  If it is that bad, throw it out.  But you cannot be saying, in one 

breath, that it is good, so therefore you have to retain it, and then when it is 

politically convenient to you, you throw it, “and you bad talk it”, and you have the 

worst thing to say about it.  This is an example of what we are talking about.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, a lot of these initiatives in the licensing authority 

that the Minister spoke about only came about because of a complete digitization 

of the licensing office that began in 2017.  When these processes were put in 

place—because we recognized that all of these agencies that play a role in 
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enforcing the laws on our roads and road safety and they need to be integrated on a 

digital platform, so that you do not take paper to move from the licensing office to 

the courts. Because I will tell you what.  There was a time in this country when 

most of the traffic tickets that were issued were paper-based tickets.  And you 

know what used to happen?   

When police officers issue traffic tickets to persons, a lot of these tickets 

never reach the courts.  Many persons never paid their fixed penalty tickets, and 

that is because they depended back then on a police officer to take a copy of the 

ticket and take it to the court, take a copy of that ticket run down to licensing 

office, take a next copy of the ticket, run to some other agency under the Minister 

of Works and Transport, and that is what the system was all about.  But when we 

digitized the process at the licensing authority, one of the things that was 

recognized is that you can make the services available online to many of our 

citizens. That is the reason why people can renew their driver’s permit online.  

That is the reason why the Minister boasted about making online requests for your 

driver’s permit, online requests for certified copies, and all of that.   

All of that came about because of the reforms that were put in place by the 

previous Government to ensure, Madam Deputy Speaker, that we revolutionize 

and that we have a system that can improve and contribute towards safer roads for 

all our citizens, and to make services available online for all our citizens.  So the 

Minister spoke about inspection centres, removal of the driver’s permits, online 

licensing services, online certified copies, and he said that currently we are talking 

to the Ministry of Education. 

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  You are now talking to the Ministry of Education?  It is either 
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you are now learning your job as a Minister and you do not know your work, 

because if you had done your research, you would have recognized that there is a 

plan and there is a policy that existed since 2017, where interaction and discussions 

have already taken place, and are continuing to take place with the Ministry of 

Education where driver’s education is concerned.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  So do come here and pretend as though it is something new.  It 

is not something new.   

Now my colleague from, is it Caroni East?—and then Naparima, they 

entered into the debate, and I did not plan to spend much time on their contribution 

because it sounded like ChatGPT.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  So I did not want to contribute or respond to ChatGPT 

comments in this Chamber.  But Naparima—I would leave Caroni East for now.  

He does not look like he could take some blows today.  “But I will reserve some 

lash fuh Naparima.”  Naparima talked about politicizing the debate. 

Mr. Imbert:  A political debate.   

Mr. Gonzales:  In the Parliament, you know.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  I say, “but like Naparima in church?”   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  “You talking about doh politicize a debate in the Parliament of 

Trinidad and Tobago.”   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  The last time I checked, I was the Member of Parliament for 
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Arouca/Lopinot.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. Hosein:  I am glad you put that on the record.   

Mr. M. Gonzales:  You have enough work in LandmarkTT to—[Inaudible]  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping and laughter]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  But let me not be distracted.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

Naparima, hear Naparima, “You politicizing”—I want to remind Naparima what 

politicizing this issue sounds like.  I want to remind him because in 2024, the 

Prime Minister, the then Leader of Opposition, had some interesting things to say 

about road safety in Trinidad and Tobago.  I am reading a Guardian article from 

2024.  You see, he talked about not politicizing the discussion.  But you see, if he 

moved away from ChatGPT and anchored his preparation on facts and reality, he 

would have stumbled upon this:   

“UNC Political Leader Kamla Persad-Bissessar said if elected she would 

lower traffic fines, calling them a ‘scheme for government revenue 

collection.’ 

‘A UNC government will reduce traffic fines across the board and 

implement state-sponsored driver education programs instead,’ she said.   

Speaking at UNC Cottage Meeting in Princes Town yesterday she said the 

ticketing and Demerit Points System is being abused by some police and 

licensing officers. 

‘Some of these officers seem to be on a power trip, bullying and abusing 

citizens regularly,’ she said. 

‘There are many videos on the internet of officers harassing drivers with no 

basis in law.  They insult and abuse drivers in front of their families.  These 
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officers must be reprimanded for their abusive behaviours towards the 

public.”’ 

Caroni East said in this House that in my contribution, I disrespected public 

officers.  Who disrespected public officers there?    

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Who called the public officers abusive?  But I said, I did not 

want to respond too much on Caroni East.   

“She added that traffic fines are too high.  She said the country must explore 

alternatives to fines and suspensions, such as training and education except 

in cases of dangerous driving and driving under the influence of drugs or 

alcohol. 

‘We cannot ignore the Licensing Authority’s heavy-handed tactics, which 

have turned our roads into battlegrounds of daily roadblocks and traffic 

jams,’ she said.” 

This is the Member of Parliament and the current Prime Minister of Trinidad and 

Tobago.  This is what the Member for Naparima, he drew me into this.  I did not 

want to conclude the debate on this, Member for Naparima.  But I have to remind 

you, move away from ChatGPT, do your research and you will not set yourself up 

like that.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Let me remind the country of what a gentleman—I think he is 

the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation—in another Guardian article: 

“Transport and Civil Aviation Minister Eli Zakour says Government’s 

decision to impose stiffer road traffic fines was driven by evidence 

uncovered after taking office…” 
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So he is not studying the Prime Minister again, after she made all these kinds of 

promises.  So this is—the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation is saying that:   

“…the decision to impose…road traffic fines was driven by evidence 

uncovered after taking office, insisting the scale of lawlessness on the 

nation’s roads was far worse than what was understood during the election 

campaign.   

Addressing criticism over why the United National Congress administration 

had made an about-turn”—literally a u-turn—“on its pre-election position 

not to increase traffic fines, Zakour said once in Government, access to 

detailed reports and enforcement data painted a disturbing picture of 

widespread indiscipline and weak compliance with basic road laws.   

‘On the campaign trail, we did not have access to the operational data…’” 

This is the Minister of—not a previous Minister, a current Minister saying that, 

that we took information—we promised this country everything because we did 

not have access to official data.   

“‘…the statistical data.  But since assuming office, we have access to all 

data, and the lawlessness is worse than what we thought, so the Government 

had to act decisively,’ Zakour said at a media conference at the United 

National Congress (UNC) headquarters in Chaguanas.” 

That is enough of him for now.  

But it tells you where we are, and why it is dangerous to play politics, 

because this is what the Member for Naparimia said, and I want to remind him that 

is an example of politicians playing politics with people’s lives, not this Motion.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Not this Motion.    
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Madam Deputy Speaker, the Minister—not today, but when he started his 

contribution in this Motion—he has a habit of coming into this House and coming 

with recycled contributions.  I have been listening to him carefully, and it is painful 

nonetheless to listen to him.  But I want to take him on, on some of the things he 

said in this debate.  He oftentimes comes, and he makes reference to a Member on 

this side who would have done something to increase the speed limit around the 

savannah.  I want to tell the Member to move on from that, because you have come 

here on numerous occasions with that same old wash-out sound, and it is not 

making no sense.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  None whatsoever.  He likes to make reference to the Member 

of Parliament for Arouca/Lopinot as being the head of the legal department in the 

Ministry of Works and Infrastructure.  Let me tell the Minister.  I am proud of my 

contribution that I would have made to this country in the public service.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  He could go wherever he wants.  I did not sit there and waste 

time. 

Hon. Members:   [Laughter] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  I did not sit there and waste time.   

Hon. Members:   [Laughter and crosstalk] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Because, Madam Deputy Speaker, a lot—why are you all 

laughing so?  What is the issue?  Because a lot of the work that we did reduced 

road fatalities from 266 to the lowest in the history of this country.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  It is because of the works that I did under the Ministry of 
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Works and Transport, and successive governments that supported the work, and I 

am proud of that.  But he cannot come to this House or in the Upper House, the 

Minister that is, and boast of anything that he would have done to make life better 

for the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Nothing whatsoever; nothing.  But the Minister, that is, he 

talked about in this his contribution that when he became Minister, there was some 

speed gun Note in Cabinet two years ago, and as a result of that, the PNM has no 

moral authority to talk about speed guns.  Let me take that on because this is not 

the first time he has come here to talk about that.  I want to put on record what 

transpired and how the PNM conducted itself when we were in Government.   

I recall that the Member for Diego Martin North/East was a member of the 

Finance and General Purposes Committee.  I was a member of that F&GP 

Committee as well.  The police brought a Note asking for specific speed guns to be 

acquired.  We asked the question: “Then what due diligence did you conduct in 

making this recommendation?”  Because, in so doing, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

had we approved it, it meant that the State would have been stuck with this specific 

device until such time the Legal Notice is changed to accommodate another brand.  

Because once you approve a brand, it is placed in the Gazette and you cannot 

utilize any other brand, other than what is gazetted.   

So the Member for Diego Martin North/East asked the question: “How do 

you go about coming up with this particular brand that you are asking the Cabinet 

to approve?” None of them could have provided a reasonable response, and our 

position was that you cannot tell the Cabinet what brand you want.  But you have 

to conduct the necessary due diligence, an open and transparent process, to make 
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these recommendations. And if you cannot satisfy the Cabinet that you are engaged 

in an open and transparent process, then what you are trying to do is set up the 

Cabinet, by locking the Cabinet and the country to a particular brand, because 

perhaps someone has an interest in a brand being put forward to the Cabinet.  We 

ask them to go back and do their work, and they do their research and come to us.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, you know what?  They never came back.  They 

never came back with proper recommendations to acquire the speed gun.   

So when the Minister came here to make it look as though it is the PNM 

Cabinet that sat on a Cabinet Note, no, it is the PNM Cabinet doing what it is 

supposed to do to protect the taxpayers of this country.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. M. Gonzales:  On that note—because I recognize that they launched some 

new speed guns recently.  I want to ask the Minister of Transport what transparent 

process was engaged by the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service in the acquisition 

of those speed guns.  Was it an open tender process?  Was it a sole select process?  

What was it a selective tender?  What process?  Because that is simply what we 

were asking to do.   

Mr. Alexander:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  And I am hearing the Member for Tunapuna talking.  “He cyah 

talk no other where, you know, but he want to come here and harass me.”  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

5.35 p.m.  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  All he could do is sit here and talk about—over the Floor, but 

when it is time for him to talk, he is either running from the camera or blowing in a 

plastic bag.   
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Mr. Alexander:  “Because ah doh want to respond to yuh nonsense”. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  But, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is all we ask to do.  Tell us 

what the transparent process is and go back and engage in a transparent process 

and come back to us.  They never came back.   

So, if the Minister has the opportunity to respond, perhaps he can tell us, 

what the process was.  It is simple as that.  But it is not something that engaged the 

Cabinet because we gave specific instructions— 

Mr. Alexander:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, can I speak in silence, please?   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, Member, you may.  Please continue.  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

so that is what I would say for now on the Minister of Transport and Civil 

Aviation.   

The Member for Malabar/Mausica, made a very important point in his 

contribution that I want to spend a two minutes on.  Two weeks ago, in the 

presence of the Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, the Commissioner of 

Police made a very interesting statement.  Some days before the Commissioner 

made that statement, the Member for Oropouche East, perhaps in a very interesting 

place in this contribution, where he spoke the truth, right.  And he said that—and 

that is the time he spoke in his contribution—the reduction in road fatality was 

about 13 per cent.  And that was very much consistent with the information that we 

had, 13 per cent.   

You know, Madam Deputy Speaker, days after, in the presence of the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation, the Police Commissioner said that the 

road fatality rate reduced by 42 per cent, 42 per cent.  And the Member for 
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Malabar/Mausica made the point, Madam Deputy Speaker, because today, the 

issue of credibility in the Trinidad and Tobago Police Service is on the lips of 

every single decent citizen of this country.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  If you go online and you search where you are supposed to be, 

you cannot get statistics.  You cannot get information, and they want to come here 

and tell us, depend and rely on what they say.  But how can you rely on what they 

say when they lack credibility, Madam Deputy Speaker?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  They lack credibility.  So the Minister says one thing, the 

Commissioner says one thing, but the facts are different.  When we continue and 

we conduct ourselves in a way where we lack credibility, then the very citizens, 

when we are speaking truth to them, Madam Deputy Speaker, will turn and give us 

their backs.   

When a Commissioner of Police speaks to the country, the country must not 

be wondering if what he is saying is the truth or what is given to him by 

politicians.  Because today, Madam Deputy Speaker, as we prepare for this debate, 

two young persons died; one is a licensing officer, interestingly, today on our 

highways, bringing the road fatality rate to about 40 or 41 at this point in time.  

That is the reality.  That is the reality.  And if the Commissioner of Police did not 

have up-to-date figures, because at that point in time, the reduction was just 9 per 

cent and the Minister stood there and never even made one attempt to correct the 

Commissioner of Police.  And today, I can tell you that the rate is perhaps the same 

or it would have gone ahead, but that is not the reason why we are here today.  The 

debate is bigger than this.  It is bigger than this.  I think this is very unfortunate.   
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[Madam Deputy Speaker stands] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  I will take my time, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I thank you very 

much for your generosity.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I was hoping that the Minister would 

have spoken about a decision by this Government to increase the age of vehicles 

entering this country from a four-year limit to eight years.  The Minister of 

Finance, in his budgetary contribution last year, he said that the Government has 

taken a decision to move it from four years to six years.  But by the time they 

signed the legal order to implement the policy decision, it moved from six years to 

eight years— 

Mr. Imbert:  Eight years. 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Eight years, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy 

Speaker, that single decision alone would open up the doors to thousands of 

vehicles entering on the streets and many of them are substandard, making 

Trinidad and Tobago a literal dumping ground.  

Hon. Members:  “Ah lawless dump.” 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Or rather, as the Member for Siparia said, “a lawless dump”, 

Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Thank you, Member for St. Ann’s.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

eight years?  A lot of these vehicles that are now entering and our children are 

travelling in to go to schools, because you want to lure people as though you are 

now getting access to cheap vehicles.  Cheap vehicles at the cost of your lives?  

What are we doing?  When most countries around the world are turning away from 
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that to ensure that vehicles that are available to our citizens are vehicles that are—

they have modern anti-braking systems, modern seatbelt systems, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, and all of the characteristics that will ensure our safety, especially in the 

event of a serious accident.   

In Trinidad and Tobago, you have a government moving the age limit from 

four years to eight years, literally telling citizens you can buy substandard vehicles, 

you can buy old vehicles and opening up Trinidad and Tobago to be a literal 

dumping ground for old vehicles.  That is what I expect the Minister of Transport 

and Civil Aviation to be telling us here in this debate.  Not about increasing fines.  

And then he boasted about VMCOTT and talked about when next he comes here, 

he will talk about my appointment as a director on the board of VMCOTT.  He 

could talk about it now, I have nothing to hide.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  “Doh wait” on the mid-term review.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

let me read to you a document entitled: 

Trinidad and Tobago National Road Safety Council 2021-2030.  

And this is what it says: 

In 2015, the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago reduced 

the allowable age for the importation of foreign-used vehicles from five 

years to four years old.  The reduction age improved the quality of vehicles 

entering the country with safety features that enhance safety to the driver.  

Some of the features that are guaranteed with newer vehicles are 

anti-locking braking systems, forward collision warning, automatic 

emergency braking, adaptive cruise control, blind spot warning, and lane 

departure warning, just to name a few.   
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In 2017, the Government of the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago introduced 

additional vehicle testing centres.  

The Minister said that, recently his Government took a decision to increase vehicle 

testing centres.  This document said that: 

In 2017, the Government of Trinidad and Tobago introduced additional 

vehicle testing centres and increased resources for the enforcement of 

vehicle testing and regulations. These two initiatives made it more accessible 

for motorists to gain inspections for their vehicles, thus facilitating safer 

vehicle operating on the roadways.  Additionally, the enforcement of vehicle 

standards have significantly improved since the increased human and 

technological resources at the Licensing Division. 

This document, this National Road Safety document, to reduce road fatality by a 

further 50 per cent, 2021 to 2030, addressed most, if not all, of the initiatives that 

the Minister comes here today to take paternity for.  Did anyone not pass this 

document to the Minister, so that he would not come here and do that to himself?   

Madam Deputy Speaker, let me also tell you, politicians, as I would have 

made that point, sometimes based on our statements, the impact can be dire.  And 

that is the reason why a decision was taken for the formation of a National Road 

Safety Council.  Because, Madam Deputy Speaker, for that Council, there are a lot 

of professionals that were put in place to ensure that we do not politicize the 

argument on this very important issue.  And let me just give you an example of 

some of the agencies that are involved:  Ministry of Works and Transport; the 

Tobago House of Assembly; the Ministry of Rural Development and Local 

Government; Ministry of Health; the Tobago Regional Authority; Ministry of 

Communication; Ministry of Planning and Development; Town and Country 
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Planning Division; the Bureau of Standards; Ministry of Education; Ministry of 

Social Development and Family Services; National Security; TTPS; FIRE; 

Ministry of Public Administration.   

In the private sector, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Trinidad and Tobago 

Automobile Association; the Association of Trinidad and Tobago Insurance 

Companies; National Alcohol and Drug Abuse Prevention; Maxi-Taxi Association; 

the University of Trinidad and Tobago and the University of the West Indies; 

media houses; Automobile Dealers Association; Arrive Alive, just to name a few 

of these organizations that came together under the umbrella of a National Road 

Safety Council, Madam Deputy Speaker, to ensure that we have a comprehensive 

approach to addressing the issue of road fatality, and this document was generated.  

And a lot of what transpired over the last year ran contrary to what is being 

proposed in this important piece of document that was put together by citizens of 

this beautiful twin-island Republic of Trinidad and Tobago.   

Therefore what this Motion is doing, Madam Deputy Speaker, is asking the 

Government to take note, take note of all of the initiatives that resulted in the 

reduction of road fatalities from 266 in 2008 to below 100 by 2022/2023, and to 

reinstate initiatives so that by 2030, we in Trinidad and Tobago can reduce road 

fatalities by a further 50 per cent, Madam Deputy Speaker.  And when we do so, 

we save lives, many families will not have to live with the trauma as they are living 

now and that we will not tinker with initiatives and programmes that were put in 

place to save our children, our mothers and our fathers.  We will not put the burden 

that we are putting on the health sector, on national security, on our social services, 

Madam Deputy Speaker.  These are some of what I expected to hear from the 

Minister of Transport and Civil Aviation and some of the speakers in the 
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Government.   

They thought that this debate was all about the demerit point system and 

what have you, no, it is far wider than this, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Therefore, to 

bring my conclusion to an end I am asking the Government, as we have done in 

this Motion, to put in place a comprehensive approach to national road safety so 

that our citizens once more can be fully protected and we put in place a national 

road safety council.  You reinstate a national road safety council so that all of the 

initiatives and programmes that we would have put in place can be reinstated and 

our lives and our circumstances in Trinidad and Tobago can be far better.  With 

those few words, Madam Deputy Speaker, I kindly beg to move.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Question put. 

Motion negatived. 

MATTER OF PRIVILEGE  

(Hon. Jagdeo Singh) 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, in accordance with Standing Order 

32(2) of the House of Representatives, leave has been granted to the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot to raise a matter of privilege.  Member for Arouca/Lopinot.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

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

Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, in accordance with Standing Order 32(2), I seek 

your leave to raise a matter directly concerning the Privileges of the House of 

Representatives in respect of actions and omissions of the hon. Jagdeo Singh, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, which evidence, a breach of the 

privileges of Parliament and a contempt.  The request for leave is premised on the 
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matter set out below.   

On Friday May 1st, 2026, the House of Representatives debated a Motion to 

Adopt “The Special Report of the Public Administration and Appropriations 

Committee”, dated April 17th, 2026, which included a minority report also dated 

April 17th, 2026, and I quote: 

“1. Introduction  

This Minority Report is submitted in response to the Special Report of the 

Public Administration and Appropriations Committee concerning the 

conduct of a Member of the Committee regarding an Inquiry into the State’s 

Acquisition of Pharmaceuticals as it relates to the current processes 

applicable to its importation and approval, dated April 17, 2026.  While the 

Majority Report focuses on the conduct of a single Member, it is the 

considered view of the undersigned that the issues arising cannot be fairly 

assessed in isolation from the broader conduct, tone, and procedural 

approach of the Committee itself. 

…The Minority is compelled to address the wider context within which 

these events occurred.  There has been a clear and troubling erosion of 

parliamentary standards within this Committee, under the current Chairman.  

In particular, the introduction of material into the Committee by a Member 

in circumstances that plainly blurred the line between evidence and 

advocacy was not only permitted, but relied upon.  More concerningly, that 

material was treated by the Chair as a proper evidential basis for questioning 

and deliberation, without any apparent regard for the procedural impropriety 

inherent in its introduction.  

This approach represents a fundamental departure from established 
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committee practice. A committee cannot properly discharge its mandate 

where evidential standards are compromised in this way, and where the 

distinction between witness evidence and Member participation is 

disregarded. 

Accordingly, the Minority finds that there has been a discernible breakdown 

in parliamentary standards within this Committee under its present 

leadership…” 

In the course of the contribution of the hon. Camille Robinson-Regis, 

Member for Trincity/Maloney in the said debate on Friday the 1st May, 2026, the 

hon. Member read the contents of an article entitled as: “Complaints over 

Pharmaceutical Drug Cartels”, by Anna Ramdass in the Daily Express, on Monday 

December the 16th, 2024, and a true copy of which is hereto annexed.  In this 

article appears a picture of the hon. Jagdeo Singh over the caption:   

Lack of competition: Attorney Jagdeo Singh.  

The article states, and I quote: 

The issue of drug cartels in the pharmaceutical sector was first raised by 

Attorney Jagdeo Singh at a United National Congress public forum recently. 

And it goes on to state that: 

In a telephone interview with the Express yesterday, Singh said the 

complaints are involved in the incorporation and distribution of 

pharmaceuticals seem to be concentrated in one group of companies with a 

common owner.  He said, the pharmaceutical sector needs to be more 

competitive, open and transparent.   

As a lawyer, I have received numerous complaints from clients who have all 

said that they have tried to import pharmaceuticals, but when they apply for 
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permits to do so, it is being stuck in the Chemistry, Food and Drugs 

Division.  There has been undue and long release for permits and these are 

people who want to do things the right way and not bring things by suitcase 

trade.   

He said that they are encountering a lot of bureaucratic resistance.  

Competitiveness in the pharmaceutical industry is very important because it 

ensures timely and safe supply of approved and drugs, he added.  

He said, if one company is allowed to dominate the market it affects the 

price and also what pharmaceuticals are being brought into the market. He 

said, if established companies have a monopoly it all will be difficult for a 

new company to bring pharmaceutical to compete.  

5.55p.m.  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice, 25th Edition— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member, I am to advise you that you are allotted five 

minutes under Standing Ordering 32(6) to make your— 

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker, you gave me permission to read out.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  According to the Standing Orders, you only have five 

minutes and you are aware of this.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  So, Madam Speaker, just for further clarification.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Sure.  

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

approved statement that was given, that you would have provided, is it that I do not 

have the authority to complete— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I did not provide you with any approved statement, 
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Member.  

Mr. M. Gonzales:  Well, the approval to proceed with the Motion, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, that is what I am asking.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, so I will now rule.   

Hon. Members, I received a letter on May 8th, 2026, on the letterhead of the 

Leader of the Opposition, but at the end the letter was signed by the Member for 

Arouca/Lopinot.  And this was seeking leave to raise a matter of privilege against 

the Speaker of the House.  This caused me a bit of confusion as to which Member 

filed the Motion because it was under the letterhead of the Member for Arima, but 

the Member for Arouca/Lopinot signed it.  So I am not sure who filed the 

complaint.  Therefore, I will now address the matter as just “the complaint”. 

Casting this aside, I now wish to deal with the substantive matter raised in the 

complaint relating to the matter of privilege against the Speaker in his capacity as 

Chairman of the Public Administration and Appropriations Committee, the PAAC. 

The complaint relies principally upon public statements published in the 

Trinidad Express newspaper on December 16, 2024, where the hon. Member made 

public utterances of the complaints in his private professional capacity regarding 

the delays and bureaucracy and the importation of pharmaceuticals.  As such, the 

core of this Motion is whether a prima facie case is made on bias or whether the 

hon. Member has a conflict of interest.  Therefore, I must determine whether or not 

a prima facie case against the Speaker has been made out. 

So, what is the evidence the complaint relies upon?  Maingot’s 

Parliamentary Privilege in Canada, 3rd Edition, states that:  
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The threshold for leave under Standing Order 32(2) is not whether an 

allegation is proved or even probable, but whether it is prima facie credible 

on its face and raises a matter of legitimate parliamentary concern. 

The complaint relies on three different publications, which essentially used the 

identical quote of the hon. Member about receiving complaints in his private 

professional capacity as an attorney-at-law regarding the delays and bureaucracy in 

the importation of pharmaceuticals: 

(a) A Trinidad Express article, “Complaints over pharmaceutical drug 

cartels”, dated December 16, 2024; 

(b) A media release dated December 16, 2024, by the Ministry of Health, 

titled “The Ministry of Health Refutes Delays in Drug Registration 

Process”—  

—which responded to the hon. Member’s public utterances; 

(c) A Newsday article dated December 19, 2024, entitled “Health Ministry: 

No delays in drug registration process”—  

—which reported on the hon. Member’s public utterances and the Health 

Ministry’s media release.  Therefore, we can all take it that since December 2024, 

the hon. Member’s statements were widely reported, circulated and published in 

two major newspapers and the media platforms of the Ministry of Health.   

I now examine the wide publication of the hon. Member’s public statements 

regarding the pharmaceutical industry in the context of the enquiry of the Public 

Administration and Appropriations Committee, the PAAC.  The complaint at 

paragraph four outlined the chronology of meetings of the PAAC, which indicated 

that there were nine meetings of the PAAC, which commenced on September 15, 
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2025 until the work of the PAAC was halted as a result of the findings in the 

Special Report regarding the conduct of Sen. Janelle John-Bates. 

I wish to highlight the timing of the complaint of bias against the hon. 

Member.  After nine meetings of the PAAC, no Member of this House ever raised 

any issue of bias or conflict of interest against the hon. Member. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  However, only upon debate of the Special Report on 

the 1st of May 2026, did I receive this complaint dated May 8th, 2026.  I must admit 

the timing of this privilege matter raised my suspicion.  Erskine May’s 

Parliamentary Practice, 25th Edition, at paragraph 5.10, states that: 

“A Member is required to declare any relevant pecuniary interest or benefit 

of whatever nature, whether direct or indirect, that he may have or may be 

expecting to have.” 

Further, it is the responsibility of the Member, having regard to the rules of the 

House, to judge whether a financial interest is sufficiently relevant to require any 

declaration.  The test is whether a financial interest should be declared if it might 

reasonably be thought by others to influence the Member’s actions or words.  The 

complaint did not provide any particulars or facts to make out any conflict of 

interest.  As such, the declaration of an interest does not arise. 

Hon. Members: [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:   Further, the complaint failed to make out the essential 

evidence of bias.  Even with the suspicious timing of the complaint, taking the 

complaint at its highest, a prima facie case is not established. 

Members, it must be emphasized that this is not a novel circumstance within 

parliamentary life, especially in our context.  Members of this House, both past and 
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present, frequently bring prior professional expertise, knowledge, public advocacy 

and subject-matter familiarity to parliamentary proceedings. 

It must be further outlined that many attacks upon the Chair are, in 

substance, an assault to the institutional integrity of the Parliament itself.  Further, 

when claims are unfounded, they taint the public perception of the work and the 

diligence of the institution, which impairs public trust. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Therefore, I will remind hon. Members that allegations 

of this nature and gravity must always be advanced with precision, restraint and a 

proper evidential foundation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  To do otherwise is an abuse of the Standing Orders, 

conventions and privileges of this House. 

Accordingly, and for the reasons aforementioned, the material discloses no 

sufficient evidence capable of granting leave under Standing Order 32(2).  

Therefore, leave is not granted.  I so rule. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

VICTIMS’ RIGHTS BILL, 2026 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Minister of Justice.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

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

(Hon. Devesh Maharaj):  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam, Deputy 

Speaker, I beg to move:  

That a Bill to provide for the treatment and rights of the victims of offences 

be now read a second time. 
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Madam Deputy Speaker, as I rise to move the second reading of the Victims’ 

Rights Bill, 2026, I wish to indicate that this Bill is about safeguarding the rights 

and entitlements of every victim of crime.  It is not an afterthought.  It is a 

principled reform grounded in evidence, shaped by international experience and 

tailored to our national needs. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, when a crime is committed in Trinidad and 

Tobago, what is triggered is the involvement of the following agencies: the police, 

the Forensic Science Centre sometimes, the DPP and prosecutors, public 

defenders, Legal Aid, the Bar Association, the prisons, the Electronic Monitoring 

Unit, the Probation Department, social services, and the Children’s Authority.  

Some, if not all of these agencies, Madam Deputy Speaker, involves some sort of 

legislation or the other.  You would note, Madam Deputy Speaker, that in the list 

of those agencies that I have just called out, one person is silent, and that person, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, is the victim.  The most affected person in the whole 

criminal justice system, the person who is affected by the crime, does not take 

centre stage.  This bit of legislation, Madam Deputy Speaker, seeks to close that 

gap. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  This Bill represents a paradigm shift in our criminal justice 

system.  For generations, our legal framework was designed primarily to protect 

the rights of the accused—and rightly so, for due process is sacred.  However, in 

safeguarding the rights of the accused, we overlooked those who have done 

nothing wrong, those who bore the physical, emotional and financial scars of 

wrongdoing and were relegated to the periphery of the process that was supposed 

to serve them. 
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Why do we need to reform, Madam Deputy Speaker?  Let me show you and 

the country some statistics.  In 2024, there were 625 murders. Yet, behind that 

headline, there were 747 woundings and shootings, there were 2,399 robberies, 

there were 685 reports of rape and sexual offences, 1,618 instances of burglaries 

and 109 kidnappings.  Between 2020 and 2023 alone, there were over 42,000 

serious crimes reported to the police.  Can you imagine, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

42,000 victims of crime?  Where were they?  They were on the sidelines.  We have 

never heard about them and they had no rights. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I will just jump straight into the Victims’ Rights 

Bill itself and just to indicate, this was passed with the unanimous support of the 

Senate a few days ago.  We accepted certain amendments which were offered by 

Members of the Senate. 

Madam, clauses 1, 2 and 3.  Clause 3 of the Bill gives a definition section 

and in this definition section we accepted certain amendments with regard to the 

definition of who or what is a family member.  With regard to the definition of a 

victim, we accepted two amendments: one dealing with the witness of an offence 

and the other dealing with the domestic violence.  

Clause 4 of this Bill indicates the objects of this Bill.  It is very wide, it is 

very lofty and for the first time it puts the rights of victims in a legislative 

document.  For example, clause 4(a) speaks about  

“The objects of this Act are to— 

(a) recognise the principles that govern the response to victims by 

investigatory agencies, prosecuting agencies and victims’ 

services agencies, and to establish requirements for the 

monitoring and review of those principles;” 
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If we turn, Madam Deputy Speaker, to clause 8 of the Bill, we would see the 

general treatment—how must a victim be generally treated? And according to 

clause 8:  

“All investigatory agencies, prosecuting agencies and victims’ services 

agencies who deal with a victim shall—  

(a) treat the victim with courtesy and compassion;” 

Where in this country do we see this?  If you are a victim, you attend the police 

station generally, you leave sometimes—if you are a victim—feeling that you have 

committed the crime as the victim.  So, we are saying here, clause 8(a) that you 

have to treat the victim with courtesy and compassion, respect the victim’s dignity 

and privacy, take into account and be responsive to the victim’s circumstances and 

there are certain items there which the police must take into account. 

After you make your report, under clause 9:  

“All investigatory agencies, prosecuting agencies and victims’ 

services agencies shall— 

(a) provide clear, timely and consistent information to the victim about 

available support services;” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, with regard to clause 10, it talks about: 

“When communicating with a victim…”—that is, any agency, what they 

must“…take into account...” 

Clause 12(2) indicates that your rights as a victim will not die with you. 

Your representative can pursue those remedies that you are seeking.   

Now, during the prosecution of an offence, between clauses 15, 16, 17, and 

18 to 21, it states all what a prosecuting agency shall do when prosecuting the 

matter.  You must keep the victim informed.  You must give them timely 

information.  If you want to change your charge, you must inform the victim.  You 
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must seek his views.  If you want to discontinue the charge, if bail is about to be 

posted, you should give the victim sufficient information so that that victim can be 

aware that a person who has inflicted damage on him or her is coming out.  What 

will be the conditions of the bail, and therefore, they can take the necessary 

safeguards, if necessary. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, after the prosecution of an offence, the rights of the 

victim—after the prosecution of the offence—re also protected.  You can make a 

victim impact statement.  Currently, there are only limited instances where a victim 

impact statement will be made.  With this legislation, all cases a victim impact 

statement can be made about the emotional toll, the physical toll, the financial toll. 

6.15p.m. 

From clause 26 on, we have the complaints system built in.  There are no 

legal rights, enforceable rights being afforded to a victim.  In other words, you 

cannot go to court and enforce these rights.  However, Madam Deputy Speaker, for 

each agency, we are going to build in a complaints agency, where a victim can 

make a complaint if they are not following what they are supposed to do. For 

example, with regard to the police, the prosecutorial department, that complaints 

agency will be built in.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, clause 27 says, the Minister shall produce to 

Parliament, every two years, a report on the functioning of the different agencies 

under this Bill.   

We—“…shall cause to be developed”—under 28—“mandatory training 

guidelines for…”—all agencies so that you can follow it.   

So, if you have a complaint, you can follow it.  And the different officers of each 

agency must follow a particular reporting system on how to receive their 

complaints, and how to behave when they get a complaint.   
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And, Madam Deputy Speaker, according to clause 29, the Minister may make 

regulations subject to negative resolutions of the matters contained therein.    

Madam Deputy Speaker, I beg to move 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, the hon. Member for— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  One moment, please, Member.  [Confers with 

Clerk].My apologies.   Hon. Members, I shall now propose the question for debate.  

Question proposed. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Port of Spain South. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Keith Scotland SC (Port of Spain South):   Madam Deputy Speaker, the hon. 

Member for Arima has said, ad nauseam, that if there is legislation that is good for 

the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago, we on this side will support it. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  The thing about authenticity and integrity is that it is 

consistent, and in this regard, we support this piece of legislation because we think 

that it is good for the citizens of Trinidad and Tobago.  And that consistency from 

the hon. Member for Arima has to be commended.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  The concepts of victims’ rights, Madam Deputy Speaker, 

are couched from the father of restorative justice, Dr. Howard Zehr.  He is credited 

for being the main protagonist of restorative justice.  He devised a system that did 

a comparator of the traditional criminal justice system, with a restorative system. 

And we are warmed to this Bill.  We think it does not go far enough to give victims 
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exactly what we want to propose, which is justiciable legal rights.  We think that 

the teeth in an amendment like that would give the victims a right to approach a 

court and say, “Look, do not think that I have been dealt with fairly,” but this is a 

good start and we want to make some recommendations. 

What Zehr did was that he analyzed the current traditional criminal justice 

system, and in Trinidad and Tobago, our criminal justice system is premised on the 

constitutional guarantee that an offender is innocent until proven guilty.  And in 

sections 4 and 5 of the Constitution, there are enshrined rights, one of which is the 

right to a fair trial.  So, as you balance—it is a balancing act, because you balance 

that constitutional provision of a fair trial and the presumption of innocence with 

that of the victim’s.  Therefore, what we are doing here today is not really a 

process for simple minds, because we have to analyze it, and we have to go down 

and drill down into it.   

What happens in the traditional criminal justice system, as you compare it, 

Madam Deputy Speaker, with the lens that this Bill seeks to bring is as follows:  

Firstly, in the traditional criminal justice system, there is a police complainant, that 

is the central personnel that is involved because it is a police matter. And the 

victim is reduced to a mere witness who comes to the matter if it gets trial, gives 

his or her testimony, and if it is a matter before a judge and jury, he or she is 

allowed to sit in court after, if they so desire, and then they are out.  The victim is 

not actively informed about the progress of the matter, and sometimes the matter 

may be dispensed with, even without the knowledge of the victim.  So, for 

example, if a police officer does not attend court and the matter is set for trial, and 

the police officer does not inform the victim that the matter is set for trial, a master, 

or a magistrate, or even a judge of the High Court may very well dismiss the matter 

for want of prosecution, and thereafter, the victim will have no knowledge of what 
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happened to the matter in which he or she brought the complaint. 

The trial process that we are engaged in is a process about establishing 

innocence and guilt.  That is it.  It is not about the victim because that is how our 

criminal justice system is designed.  This legislation seeks to give some sort of 

involvement, some sort of dignity, some sort of place in that system to the victim.  

It is because, Madam Deputy Speaker, the lens that you look at in the criminal 

justice system sees crime as a violation of the law and the State, as opposed to this 

approach that we are warmed to, which sees crime as a violation of people and 

relationships.   

In the traditional criminal justice system, Zehr says that they focus on what 

laws have been broken.  We are now trying to focus on who has been hurt.  In that 

regard, we say that this legislation shows some promise, and it still does not go far 

enough to have any teeth, or to give effect to legislation that safeguards the rights 

of the victims, and we say that there ought to be an amendment that gives the 

victim a legal right to have a challenge.  That is our first recommendation to make 

this Bill more palatable and more akin to giving the victims real rights. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am happy to see that in the Senate, the definition 

of “family member” has been augmented to include spouses, cohabitees and long-

term partners.  That meets the reality of Trinidad and Tobago.  We would also ask 

that that legislation that goes back to “family member” ensures that persons who 

are long-term partners are included.  Let me go to the Bill clause by clause now, 

because I do not intend to be long, because we are supporting it.   

Clause 7 raises one of the most significant concerns within this Bill, because 

whilst the legislation creates a catalog of rights and obligations, it simultaneously 

states that these provisions are not intended to create enforceable legal rights or 

causes of action.  That is counterintuitive.  Put a right that gives the catalog of 



120 

Victims’ Rights Bill, 2026  2026.05.22 

Mr. K. Scotland SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

rights teeth.  That will make the Bill more progressive, and it will give more 

certainty to the rights of the victims, because this is exactly what this Bill is trying 

to do.  It is called the Victims’ Rights Bill.  How can you have a Victims’ Rights 

Bill without rights for victims?  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  That is a fundamental issue.  It is a Victims’ Rights Bill, 

hon. Minister, Member for Aranguez/St. Joseph, that gives obligation, but then 

says, “You have no enforceable legal rights Bill.”  So, maybe it is a misnomer.  

You should call it the “Victims’ Attempting to Give Rights Bill”.  But a Victims’ 

Rights Bill must have rights for victims.  That is just simple.  And we are asking 

that you make, or you do an amendment, to include enforceable legal rights or 

causes of action.   

The danger is that victims may view these protections as merely aspirational 

and not meaningful.  Rights cannot be enforced if they are not guaranteed.  If an 

agency repeatedly ignores a victim, refuses to provide information or acts contrary 

to the spirit of the legislation, there must be some sort of legal accountability 

beyond mere moral persuasion.  Therefore, consideration ought to be given to 

establishing limited remedies, review mechanisms or independent oversight, so 

that victims can have confidence that their rights are not simply symbolic, but there 

are practical.  In other words, provide an avenue that victims can realistically seek 

redress if their rights under this Bill are breached, and that is the suggestion of the 

Opposition on this point. 

Secondly, clause 10.  We say that child victims and their rights are not 

adequately addressed, and are insufficiently addressed by this Bill in its present 

form.  Whilst the Bill makes a passing reference to children within the bosom of 

clause 10, we submit on this side that the treatment and protection of child victims 
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are sufficiently not addressed, or are insufficiently addressed therefore, throughout 

the legislation.  Children who become victims or witnesses of crime are amongst 

the most vulnerable participants within the criminal justice system.   

In the old rule, before the amendments, and even now, before a child gives 

evidence, you must have a voir dire, so that it can be established that the child 

understands the meaning of telling the truth.  That is an enquiry that must be done.  

That is so because the law then understood the fragility of children.   

So, flip that now, where you are trying to give them some sort of rights and 

because they are the most vulnerable participants within the criminal justice 

system, we say that you must protect them a little more than you would protect an 

adult victim.   

Crime, and the witnessing of a crime by a child affects their psychological 

development.  It affects their emotional stability.  And the limited understanding of 

the legal processes by a child requires far more specialized safeguards than those 

applicable to adults.  Sometimes even adults do not appreciate the vagaries of our 

legal system, far less for a child. 

6.30 p.m.   

A child who is a victim of abuse, domestic violence, trafficking or violent 

crime cannot be expected to navigate investigations, court proceedings, and cross-

examination in the same manner as an adult.  Therefore, we say that the legislation 

should expressly provide for child-sensitive procedures, such as mentors—I am 

making concrete suggestions now—trained psychologists, and trained child 

psychologists, and other support systems that would be in place to ensure that the 

rights of children who are victims are protected.   

It will include specially trained investigators and prosecutors, and we say it 

should have a mandatory use of a child psychologist or support persons where 
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appropriate.  Child friendly interview environments, limitations on repeated 

questionings, a known tool by cross-examination and by cross-examiners is to 

wear down the child by repeated questions in cross-examination that has to be 

balanced, of course, by the fair trial rights, but include that in the Bill so that 

children can have enhanced protection both subsequent to the alleged act, during 

the pendency of the trial, and during that testimony in order to minimize trauma 

and intimidation.   

The learning says that the actual repeating of the event may actually cause 

trauma.  If it does that for adults, what do you think, Madam Deputy Speaker, it 

will do for children?  Consideration should be made, or given to the use of video-

recorded evidence or remote testimony, or expedited hearings involving children, 

so that they are not repeatedly traumatized by prolonged proceedings.  If this Bill is 

truly intended to protect victims, then it must recognize that children require not 

merely equal treatment but specialized treatment tailored to their vulnerability and 

best interest.  And we recommend, respectfully, a change and beefing up in this 

regard.   

Clause 10, communication with the victims.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

clause 10 recognizes the importance of communicating with victims in a manner 

responsive to their circumstances, including language barriers, disabilities, and 

again, childhood vulnerabilities.  This is progressive, and this is humane.  

However, the provision ought to go further by expressly incorporating trauma-

informed communication standards in the Bill itself.  It must ensure that 

investigators, prosecutors and support personnel are properly trained to engage 

with victims in an empathetic and professional manner.   

In that regard, consideration ought to be given, as we implement, to 

interpreter services, sign language support, specialized child interview, so you do 
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not put that in the Bill necessarily, but you put that as part of your structure of 

giving the victims more assistance and overcoming barriers that may impede them 

from fully participating in the criminal justice system, so that every victim, 

regardless of the circumstance, we say if these suggestions are taken on board, can 

fully participate in the justice process with dignity.   

“Clause 11…the disclosure of…personal information…”   

Madam Deputy Speaker, in the age of modern technology, the disclosure of 

personal information becomes even more difficult and even more concerning.  You 

no longer have to go to someone’s place of abode in order to interact with them.  

Once you have a number on WhatsApp, or IG, or whatever they have, or whatever 

exists out there now, all you need to do is press send.  That is a serious challenge 

because interference now is no longer person-to-person.  The World Wide Web has 

created a new methodology where victims can be intimidated without the 

perpetrator being there in person.   

Therefore, clause 11, although it addresses the protection of victims’ 

personal information, and we recognize how critical that is, the issue becomes even 

more stark in this digital age.  Today, a victim’s address, photograph or contact 

details can be circulated instantly through social media platforms, exposing the 

individuals to intimidation, harassment and further trauma.  Here is the thing:  It 

may not be linked, or it could be masked by the offender, or anyone related to him 

or her, based on the device that is used, you know?  In other words, it does not 

have to be your phone with your number and your pin, et cetera.  It can be done 

elsewhere through third parties, and that must be something that this Bill ought to 

consider.   

In matters involving gangs, for example, domestic violence or particular 

sexual offences, breaches of confidentiality can place the rights or the lives of 
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victims at risk.  Therefore, we say stronger safeguards should be considered, 

including penalties, stiff penalties in this Bill for unlawful disclosure, and there 

should be mechanisms for identity protection, in particular, in sensitive matters.  

Victims should never fear that seeking justice will expose them to retaliation or 

public humiliation.  The Bill does not go far enough in this regard.   

Clause 14, information about investigations. Madam Deputy Speaker, clause 

14 requires investigators to provide information on the progress of the 

investigations, and I quote:   

“…at reasonable intervals…” 

The phrase itself may create an inconsistency in practice.  What is considered 

reasonable by one officer may be viewed as entirely inadequate by another.  

Victims frequently complain that months, sometimes years, pass without updates.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, sometime in the coming weeks, the courts of Trinidad 

and Tobago will have to deal with a 19-year-old case that is now coming up for 

trial.  There is a constitutional point now that says, well, that I hope will say that 

that 19-year delay is antithetical to the protection of the law.   

What happens in circumstances if a case is 19 years old and the victim is not 

informed frequently?  The victim would lose interest.  Sometimes the victims start 

off as a child, when you add 19 to one year, you have an adult.  Therefore, we must 

have a phrase or come up with a formula that is not “reasonable intervals”.  

Victims frequently complain about the anxiety of not being informed.  Therefore, 

to strengthen public confidence, the legislation should contemplate clearer 

standards for communication and clearer standards for transparency.  Even where 

sensitive information cannot be disclosed, for example, because of operational 

concerns, the victims should at least be informed that the matters remain under 

active investigation and that they have not been forgotten in the process.   



125 

Victims’ Rights Bill, 2026  2026.05.22 

Mr. K. Scotland SC (cont’d) 

 

UNREVISED 

Madam Deputy Speaker, clause 17 imposes a duty on the Office of the DPP 

to obtain the views of victims, and it is perhaps one of the most progressive aspects 

of the Bill because it recognizes that victims should be consulted before major 

prosecutorial decisions are taken, including the discontinuing of prosecution or the 

accepting of pleas to a lesser charge.  That provision acknowledges the emotional 

and societal impact such decisions may have on the victims and their families.   

However, there must also be safeguards that ensure that these consultations 

are meaningful and not just procedural formalities.  Victims should feel that their 

voices were truly heard, even where the ultimate prosecutorial decision differs 

from their views.  At the same time, and this is the balancing act, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, this is not an issue for simple minds.  At that same time, it is equally 

important to observe that it is an immutable law that the Office of the Director of 

Public Prosecutions is independent from all institutions, in that office alone lies the 

sole discretion for prosecuting matters.  Even if it is a private complaint brought, 

like 2839 of 2002, the DPP still has the power to discontinue those proceedings.   

So, yes, persons are under the power to bring private complaints, but 

because all complaints fall under the umbrella of the DPP’s independent 

constitutional power, exclusive, then this has to be balanced.  The consultation and 

that process have to be balanced with that constitutional reality.  So, there are 

enough lawyers on that side that they can carefully strike a balance between victim 

participation, I mean, I am not seeing Barataria/San Juan, he always knows about 

prosecutorial discretion.  So that the principle of the independence, of the 

independent Office of the Director of Public Prosecution is maintained, yet the 

principle of victim consultation is still given some teeth.   

When I did my research on this matter, Madam Deputy Speaker, an article 

struck my mind this week, and this is a practical issue that has to be dealt with.  
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Somewhere this week—ah, here it is, when you put this extra power and extra duty 

on the DPP, how does that weigh up now with the DPP saying he is understaffed?  

He does not even have enough staff to do the present prosecutorial roles.  So it is a 

practical concern if we are to be serious about what we are about here, and we on 

this side are serious.  So, we now put the practical concern of the DPP as early as 

this week, Monday of this week, saying that: 

“New attorneys could ease staffing shortages…” 

May 18th.   

6.45 p.m.   

So whilst we introduce this piece of legislation that puts additional duties on 

the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions—and I see that the hon. Prime 

Minister is here being disturbed by the hon. Attorney General—maybe we should 

ask that more staffing be provided to the Office of the DPP that will enable, that 

will enable the DPP— 

Sen. Jeremie SC:  [Inaudible] 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mrs. Persad-Bissessar SC:  That is exactly what I was saying. 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:—that will give, that will give— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk] 

Mr. Lee:  [Inaudible] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Take notes and learn.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  That will give the DPP more staff who will enable him to 

do the duties and adhere to the new additional things that he has to do.   

Clause 25, compensation and financial assistance.  Madam Deputy Speaker, 

in dealing with compensation and financial assistance, it is particularly significant 
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because many victims suffer long-term financial hardship after criminal offences.  

Some lose employment, require ongoing medical treatment, counselling, and 

relocation.  Some may have to bear funeral expenses.  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Would you like your additional 15 minutes, Member?   

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Eight out of it.  Yes, please.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, eight.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Yes, please.  Yet the Bill leaves the practical question and 

answers, including the timelines for application, and the speed within which 

assistance can be accessed.  So, we know that funding is not part of the Bill, but we 

say that that aspect ought to be properly funded to ensure that victims receive 

timeous assistance as it relates to the funding that is promised.   

Clauses 27 and 28, which requires parliamentary reporting and mandatory 

training guidelines, it is essential to the success of this legislation.  A law of this 

nature cannot simply be passed and forgotten.  Parliament must continually 

monitor and assess whether victims are truly benefitting from these protections, 

whether by the agencies and whether the agencies also are complying.   

Data and statistics must be presented, Madam Deputy Speaker.  And equally 

important is training.  No legislation will succeed, and this legislation will not 

succeed if it is the individuals tasked with the implementation are not properly 

trained and equipped.  Officers, prosecutors, and support personnel must be trained 

not only in procedure, but also in trauma awareness and victim-sensitive 

engagement.  I do not think you can train in empathy, but develop some short 

course on understanding the other side.   

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, in this regard, we do not wish to put written 

amendments, but we propose some amendments.  To clause 7, we would like to 
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have limited enforceable remedies for serious breaches to the victims, judicial 

review mechanisms when an agency acts unreasonably or irrationally, statutory 

timelines for responses to complaints and oversight by maybe a victims’ rights 

commissioner or ombudsman.   

Clause 10, we respectfully suggest inserting provisions requiring interpreters 

for non-English-speaking victims, sign language, and that could even be as an 

addendum to the legislation, a Schedule, particularly trained officers for child 

victims, especially child victims of sexual abuse.  Proposed amendments also 

relative to clause 11, including criminal penalties for the unlawful disclosure of 

victim information by any means, be it social media or the traditional way of 

disclosure, and permit anonymity in anonymity orders in exceptional cases.  

Provide victims with identity protection mechanisms that is by no means novel.   

Clause 14, we propose an amendment to define the mandatory update 

period.  So you have a period, say, every six months, you must update the victim.  

Every nine months, whatever the international standards are.  Clause 17, the 

proposed amendment requires written records of consultation; permit victims to 

submit written representation; and, clarify that consultation does not compromise 

prosecutorial independence.   

Clause 22, we propose an amendment that creates formal guidelines for the 

preparation of assistance, counselling support and admissibility standards.  Clause 

25, we propose that some amendment be included that establishes a victim’s 

compensation fund, particularly linked and aligned to this Bill, not— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  We do our work on this side.  We are not indolent.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  We do not do “half-cook duck”.   
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Clause 27, require annual reports instead of every two years.  We are 

respectfully suggesting— 

Hon. Members:  [Crosstalk]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Oh, “indolent” really means lazy.  Sorry about that.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Mr. K. Scotland SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, in concluding, in the eight extra 

minutes I asked you for, the effectiveness of this Bill will depend not merely on 

what is written in the statute, but on how the Bill is implemented by the officers, 

by the prosecutors, by the agencies, and how victims are treated in practice and not 

on paper.  It is an important step to restoring humanity to our criminal justice 

system.  It acknowledges a silent pain that victims have been carrying for years and 

affirms that justice is not only about punishing offenders, but it is also about 

protecting and respecting and empowering victims.  Good intentions alone are not 

enough.  This Parliament has a duty to ensure that the legislation is practical, 

enforceable, and properly funded.   

As I close, I really would like to thank the Member for Arima for being 

consistent, because as we caucus, even before, we said this is good law, and on this 

side we are showing integrity and consistency, which is a virtue, and we support 

this.  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Member for Aranguez/St. Joseph.  

Mr. Gonzales:  No, no, no, Madam Speaker.  The Member was— 

Mr. Marcelle:  I stand— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]   

Mr. Marcelle:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I stood here. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]   
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Mr. Marcelle:  I am asking most respectfully.   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay, yes, yes, Member.  I saw—the Standing Order 

say that the—it depends on the—who catches the eye of the Speaker first.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Sure.   

Mr. Gonzales:  Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Madam Deputy Speaker, the 

Member for Aranguez is the mover of this Bill— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Yes, I do not need— 

Mr. Gonzales:—and allowing the Member— 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  I do not need you to explain that to me.   

Mr. Gonzales:  I am not finished, Madam Deputy Speaker.   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Gonzales:  With the greatest of respect, with the greatest of respect, Madam 

Deputy Speaker, Madam Deputy Speaker.  To allow the Member that is bringing 

an end to this debate, Madam Deputy Speaker—   

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Gonzales:  The Member for Laventille West was on his legs.   

Mr. Padarath:  Madam Deputy Speaker, Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Mr. Gonzales:  And you cannot deprive a Member.  You cannot deprive a 

Member from speaking.  The Member was on his legs.  The Member— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Mr. Gonzales:  The Member was on his legs.    

Mr. Padarath:  The Deputy Speaker made a determination. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Is everyone finished?  The Member for Aranguez/St. 

Joseph caught my eye first and therefore I call upon you to make your contribution. 
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Mr. Gonzales:  Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Mr. Marcelle:  Ridiculous!  Just ri— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk] 

Mr. Gonzales:  This is wrong!  It is wrong! 

[Members of the Opposition exit the Chamber] 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  You may continue.  You may start, Member for 

Aranguez/St. Joseph. 

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

(Hon. Devesh Maharaj):  Madam Deputy Speaker— 

Mr. Alexander:  “Stay Scottie, stay.  Stay, Scottie, stay.”  

Ms. Mohit:  “Aaye, yuh Chief Whip sitting dong, wey you going?” 

Mr. Alexander:  “Stay Scottie, stay.  Stay, Scottie, stay.”  

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Mr. Alexander:  Where are you going?  Stay, Scottie, stay.    

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Mr. Marcelle:  This is the kind of tyranny— 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Ms. Mohit:  “Imbert walk out, not de Chief Whip.” 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Okay.  Okay, Members.  Members, I would like to 

hear the contribution of the Hon. Minister of Justice. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Mr. Alexander:  “Scottie, wey yuh going?” 

Ms. Mohit:  Bye-bye.  Bye-bye. 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  I am happy, I am happy to hear from the other side that they 

support this wonderful piece of legislation. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Because, Madam Deputy Speaker, the passage of this 

legislation is going to take a slow process to implement.  

Mr. Alexander:  “We cut allyuh tail.”  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Madam Deputy Speaker, it will cause a change of behaviour in 

our prosecuting agencies, in our investigation agencies, a representative, former 

representative by the side of me.  But it is going to take time, Madam Deputy 

Speaker.  It is not going to happen overnight.  We recognize that and I want to tell 

my good friend from Port of Spain South— 

Mr. Alexander:  Pound the table Scottie. 

Hon. D. Maharaj:—it is going to take a while to operationalize, but it is going to 

be a powerful piece of legislation.  I am glad he remained here to hear it.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Mr. Alexander:  “Pong de table, Scottie.  Pong de table.” 

Ms. Mohit:  “Is dat dey running from.” 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Madam Deputy Speaker, to show the change that has to take 

place, I came across an interesting case.  

Ms. Ameen:  “Like he doh want tuh go out.”  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  I do not know if my friend is staying or he is going.   

Mr. Alexander:  “He staying, he staying.”  He is working for his Silk.  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Thank you very much, Port of Spain South for staying.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, there is this case of, I will not call the person’s name, it is 
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RS against the Commissioner of Police.  It is an unfortunate case, Madam Deputy 

Speaker, but I decided to raise this case.  This was a case, RS is the mother of a 

deceased victim.  I am seeing all kinds of signs coming, I do not know what is 

going on here. 

Hon. Members:  [Continuous crosstalk]  

Hon. D. Maharaj:  What is going on?  Madam Deputy Speaker, I will fast 

forward— 

Mr. Alexander:  “Yuh beg tuh move?” 

Hon. D. Maharaj:—and give my closing, despite all of these signs.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, in closing— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. D. Maharaj:—I would like to reiterate that this legislation is a starting point 

for Trinidad and Tobago and it is not being presented as a perfect model.  Even in 

jurisdictions such as the UK and New Zealand, which have had over decades of 

experience, there remain acknowledged insufficiencies.  This is a testament that 

systems take time to develop and that victims’ rights frameworks often begin with 

a recognition of rights, complaint mechanisms and administrative oversight and 

stronger enforcement tools can be added over time.  Trinidad and Tobago is now 

laying the foundation.  This is an important first step and as the system matures, it 

will open to further strengthening based on practical experience and needs of 

victims.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, this Government’s focus at this time is about 

having a victims’ rights legislation that ensures that victims are not only given 

rights in law, but those rights are supported by proper systems, proper training and 

proper procedures within every agency that deals with them.   

7.00p.m. 
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Madam Deputy Speaker, I will draw to your attention that in our manifesto, 

the last election, victims’ rights legislation was promised. 

Mr. Alexander:  Nice. 

Hon. D. Maharaj:  Today, it was delivered.  Promise made, promise kept.  I beg 

to move. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Question put and agreed to. 

Bill accordingly read a second time. 

Bill committed to a committee of the whole House.   

House in committee. 

Clauses 1 to 29 ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Question put and agreed to:  That the Bill be reported to the House. 

House resumed. 

Bill reported, without amendment. 

Question put:  That the Bill be now read a third time. 

Hon. Member:  Division. 

The House voted:  Ayes   26 

 AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B.  

Persad-Bissessar SC, Hon. K.  

Tancoo, Hon. D.   

John, Hon. J.   

Moonilal, Hon. Dr. R.   

Lee, Hon. D.   

Hosein, Hon. S.   

Ameen, Hon. K.   
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Alexander, Hon. R.   

Maharaj, Hon. D.   

Mohit, Hon. V.   

Sturge, Hon. W.   

Bodoe, Hon. Dr. L.   

Dowlath, Hon. Dr. M.   

Morris, Hon. W.   

Benjamin. Hon. M. 

Sobers, Hon. S.   

Watts, Hon. P.   

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R.   

Kesar, Hon. E.   

Elder, Hon. C.   

Sam, Mrs. S.   

Narinesingh, H.   

Roopnarine, Dr. N.   

Thomas,  D.   

Sampson, J.   

Question agreed to.   

Bill accordingly read the third time and passed.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon Attorney General. 

CRIMINAL RECORDS 

(REHABILITATION OF OFFENDERS) BILL, 2026 

Senate Amendments 

The Attorney General (Sen. The Hon. John Jeremie SC):  Madam Deputy 
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Speaker, I beg to move the following Motion standing in my name: 

That the Senate amendment to the Criminal Records (Rehabilitation of 

Offenders) Bill, 2026 listed in the Appendix be now considered.  

Question proposed. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Senate amendment read as follows: 

Clause 28. 

28 In subsection (1), insert after the word “regulations”, the 

words “, subject to negative resolution of Parliament,”. 

First Schedule. 

First Schedule  Insert the following new item:  

“32. Prevention of Corruption Act, Chap. 11:11. 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Attorney General. 

Mr. Jeremie SC:  Madam Deputy Speaker, I beg to move that this House agree 

with the Senate in the amendments to the Criminal Records (Rehabilitation of 

Offenders) Bill, 2026. I beg to move. 

Question proposed. 

Question put. 

The House voted:  Ayes   26 

AYES 

Padarath, Hon. B.  

Persad-Bissessar SC, Hon. K.  

Tancoo, Hon. D.   

John, Hon. J.   

Moonilal, Hon. Dr. R.   

Lee, Hon. D.   
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Hosein, Hon. S.   

Ameen, Hon. K.   

Alexander, Hon. R.   

Maharaj, Hon. D.   

Mohit, Hon. V.   

Sturge, Hon. W.   

Bodoe, Hon. Dr. L.   

Dowlath, Hon. Dr. M.   

Morris, Hon. W.   

Benjamin. Hon. M. 

Sobers, Hon. S.   

Watts, Hon. P.   

Seecheran, Hon. Dr. R.   

Kesar, Hon. E.   

Elder, Hon. C.   

Sam, Mrs. S.   

Narinesingh, H.   

Roopnarine, Dr. N.   

Thomas, D.   

Sampson, J.   

Question agreed to.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker: Leader of Government Business. 

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

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

Deputy Speaker, as we draw to the conclusion of the First Session of the Thirteenth 

Parliament, allow me to express on behalf of the Government Bench, led by the 

hon. Member for Siparia, our gratitude to the Parliament staff and to your good 

self, our substantive Speaker, for the conduct of the nation’s business in the 

people’s House.  We wish to thank all our colleagues who have contributed 

significantly, and this being our First Session, was also a landmark year in terms of 

legislation that was 

passed by this administration being both historic, and significant to the people of 

Trinidad and Tobago. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

Hon. B. Padarath:  I beg to move that this House do now adjourn to a date to be 

fixed.  I thank you. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]   

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, before putting the question to the 

House, I now invite Members to bring greetings on the occasion of Indian Arrival 

Day, which is observed on Saturday May 30, 2026.  The hon. Prime Minister. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping]  

GREETINGS 

(Indian Arrival Day) 

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

Madam Deputy Speaker.  I know my colleagues on the other side would have liked 

to join us here today to commemorate the 181st anniversary of Indian Arrival Day, 
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in our great Republic of Trinidad and Tobago.  Regrettably, they saw it fit not to be 

present and not to bring greetings on their own behalf or on behalf of their 

constituents.  So, I take this opportunity, Madam Deputy Speaker, on behalf of the 

Government of the people of Trinidad and Tobago— 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:—on behalf of the United National Congress, 

which forms the Government Cabinet of our great Republic, to extend sincere 

greetings to the national community, and in particular to our Indo-Trinidadian and 

Tobagonian brothers and sisters, whose history, struggles, sacrifices and 

achievements have become inseparable from the story of our nation itself.    

7.15 p.m. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, Indian Arrival Day is not merely a date on our 

national calendar, it is a solemn and proud reminder of one of the defining chapters 

in the making of T&T.  It is an occasion that calls us to reflect upon the courage of 

those who crossed oceans into uncertainty, to honour the resilience of those who 

endured hardship with dignity, and to celebrate the generations whose 

contributions transformed struggle into legacy and sacrifice into nation-building.  

One hundred and eighty-one years ago, the ship, Fatel Razack, arrived in Trinidad 

carrying the first group of Indian indentured labourers to these shores. 

I shared once before, and many of you who know the history will recall that 

our ancestors who came out of India were known as “bound coolies”.  And they 

were “bound coolies” because they were bonded by a contract of indentureship.  

They landed here, as I say, starting from 181 years ago.  Those men, women and 

children came from distant villages across the Indian subcontinent.  The conditions 

they encountered were harsh and unforgiving.  The indentureship system 

demanded exhaustive labour under difficult circumstances.  There were language 
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barriers, there was social isolation, and there was tremendous emotional pain 

caused by separation from homeland and family.  Many arrived with little material 

possessions, but they carried with them something far more valuable: Resilience, 

discipline, spirituality, and an unwavering determination to survive and succeed; 

and succeed they did in our Republic.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, when they came, they had no traveller’s cheques—

I said it before—they had no credit cards, they had no wire transfers, but they came 

with something really more valuable; they came with the Quran, they came with 

the Gita, with the Ramayana, their holy books, and with their own disciplines and 

ways of life, which they brought into our country.  Through sacrifice and 

perseverance, they transformed adversity into opportunity.  They laid a foundation 

for generations to come.  Today, their descendants stand proudly with all the 

people of T&T; all those who came to Trinidad and Tobago to create the beautiful 

rainbow nation that we now call “sweet T&T”.   

Madam Deputy Speaker, on Indian Arrival Day, we celebrate a tremendous 

cultural contribution of Indian heritage to our national identity.  Trinidad and 

Tobago is richer because of the traditions preserved and passed down through 

generations.  The rhythms of tassa drums, the beauty and devotion of Ramlila, the 

vibrant celebrations of Divali and Phagwa, the teachings and practices of Hinduism 

and Islam, the melodies of classical Indian music, chutney and chutney soca, which 

derived therefrom, and the flavours and aromas of our cuisine have all become 

treasured elements of our shared national culture.    

Indian Arrival Day, therefore, reminds us that cultural identity is not 

something that divides us.  Rather, it is something which strengthens the mosaic of 

our nation, the tapestry of which we call Trinidad and Tobago.  We may have all 
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come on different boats, but we are all united under one banner, Mother Trinidad 

and Tobago, and we are all now in the same boat, Trinidad and Tobago.  Every 

group that came to our shores brought with them traditions, values, and customs, 

which collectively enriched Trinidad and Tobago.   As we celebrate Indian Arrival 

Day, we celebrate the enduring truth that diversity remains one of our greatest 

national strengths here in T&T. 

As we reflect on this 181st anniversary, we affirm our collective 

responsibility to preserve harmony, understanding, and mutual respect among all 

the people of T&T.  In this regard, Indian Arrival Day is not only a celebration for 

one community, it is a national observance for every citizen of T&T.  It is a 

reminder that our greatest achievements emerge not when we focus on what 

separates us, but when we recognize our shared destiny as one people.  Trinidad 

and Tobago continues to stand as a powerful example of multicultural coexistence.  

Our people worship differently sometimes, our people speak differently 

sometimes, our people cook differently sometimes, and we celebrate differently, 

but yet again, we remain united by a common love for country and a shared 

aspiration for peace, dignity, and progress.  That unity we have must never be 

taken for granted; it must always be protected.  

I had the privilege of meeting members of two very strong multinational 

companies, a short while ago in this Parliament, who are seeking to invest in 

Trinidad and Tobago.  And they smiled at some of us who were dressed as we 

were.  And I said, “You know what?  In Trinidad and Tobago, you will see us 

dressed like this on Indian Arrival Day.  We celebrate Hinduism, we celebrate 

Islam, and everybody celebrates Christmas—all of T&T”.  So we are all united 

together in that way, and we must never forget that; that we must preserve this 
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unity—this cohesion.   Because I said to them, “That is our multicultural nation”.  

And they were very impressed, because we share this peacefully—in peaceful 

coexistence here in T&T.  No matter whence our forefathers came out of the great, 

great countries—out of Europe, out of Asia, out of Africa, out of China, and out of 

India.  Wherever we came from, we came here out of those places.  They are no 

longer “motherlands” to us.  Trinidad and Tobago is our motherland. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  But, we honour and recognize from whence our 

ancestors came.  So we have motherland Trinidad and Tobago, and we have 

grandmotherland Africa.  We have grandmotherland out of Africa, out of Asia, and 

out of India, of course.  We have grandmothers and great-grandmothers.  And 

today, I think they must all be proud; all those ancestors who came, those who 

were forced here through slavery, which I put together as being trafficked.  People 

were trafficked out of Africa here, in the worst conditions.  The indentured came as 

“bound coolies”.  I am sure all our ancestors today are proud that we are all sitting 

here in this Parliament of the Republic of Trinidad.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Hon. K. Persad-Bissessar SC:  So I thank you.  Never take our unity for granted.  

Let us always protect it, and may this observance strengthen our appreciation for a 

shared history, deepen our respect for one another, and inspire continued national 

unity for generations to come.  Happy Indian Arrival Day from the Government of 

Trinidad and Tobago, and on my own behalf, and Members of my party of the 

United National Congress, happy Indian Arrival Day.  I thank you, Madam Deputy 

Speaker. 

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, hon. Prime Minister, for that beautiful 

Indian Arrival Day message.  With no one from the Opposition to give greetings 

on their behalf, hon. Members, it is my privilege to join with those who have 

spoken before me—just the hon. Prime Minister—in bringing greetings to the 

national community on the observance of the 181st anniversary of Indian Arrival 

Day.   

Hon. Members, on May 30th, 1845, the Fatel Razack cast anchor on our 

waters, carrying 225 persons who stepped into these shores as indentured 

labourers. They were the pioneers of a migration that, between 1845 and 1917, 

brought nearly 144,000 sons and daughters of India to Trinidad and Tobago.  

Today, the descendants of those Girmitiy as constitute approximately 35 per cent 

of our national community.  They, alongside so many others who call this nation 

home, form an 

indispensable pillar of our health, economic, social, cultural, and democratic 

development.   

This year’s commemoration is marked against the backdrop of strengthened 

diplomatic engagement between Trinidad and Tobago and one of our ancestral 

lands.  That visit has spawned tangible gifts for the benefit of the people of 

Trinidad and Tobago.  As we look toward our shared future, it is also fitting that 

we reflect upon the contributions of the Muslim community among those early 

arrivals.  They brought with them, not merely their possessions, but also the Holy 

Quran, a deep-held faith and a spirit of resilience that would contribute 

significantly to the development of this nation.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 
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Madam Deputy Speaker:  Of notable mention was Dookie Meah, registered as a 

passenger—passenger number four—who eventually settled in Couva and, 

thereafter, with much determination, went on to found Trinidad’s first mosque.  

This was a major feat.  The legacies of those who came remain visible across our 

national landscape.  We see it in our economy, through business, captains of 

industry, presidents, prime ministers, speakers, sporting heroes and heroines, 

national icons, science, technology and education, laureate novelists, principals, 

and of course, our everyday citizens.  The imprint of our eclectic mix can also be 

seen across our cultural calendar through cuisine and various observed traditions, 

many of which had to be fought for as fundamental elements of religious freedom.  

The resilience shown in the face of adversity helped to shape the free and 

pluralistic society we know today. 

As our nation marks this occasion through cultural observances and 

commemorative activities across Trinidad and Tobago, we are reminded that our 

diversity, which makes us Trinbago so unique, remains one of our greatest national 

strengths.  In these halls of Parliament and across the length and breadth of our 

Twin Island Republic, we acknowledge and we honour the enduring contributions 

of the East Indian community to national life.  To every citizen of our beautiful 

Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, I extend the best wishes and a peaceful and 

reflective Indian Arrival Day.  I thank you.   

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Corpus Christi  

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Hon. Members, in this Parliament, we commemorate, 

we celebrate, and we acknowledge all holidays, and in the same manner, I would 

like to call on the Member for Mayaro to bring greetings for Corpus Christi.  
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Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

The Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister (Hon. Wilfred Morris):  

Thank you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker.  This evening, as a proud member 

of the Catholic faith, I stand on behalf of the Government, Members of Parliament, 

and the Prime Minister to offer the Christian community and indeed our nation, a 

holy, blessed and spiritually enriching Corpus Christi 2026.  

The feast of Corpus Christi, formerly known as the Solemnity of the Body 

and Blood of Jesus Christ, celebrates the Eucharist as a reminder of God’s 

presence, love and unending dedication to us even in tough times.  The blessed 

feast of Corpus Christi reminds us of Jesus’ offering of his body and blood, serving 

as a lasting memorial of his saving death for us.  The Gospel of Mark tells us that 

at the Last Supper, Jesus told his disciples, “Take this, this is my body”, then he 

took a cup, gave thanks, gave it to them, and they all drank from it.  He said to 

them, “This is my blood of the covenant which will be shed for many”. 

Corpus Christi is therefore an acknowledgement of God’s never-ending presence 

amongst us to offer hope.  It is also a reminder of his sacrifice and promise to us to 

ensure our salvation.  The Solemnity of Corpus Christi is a day that provides us 

with the opportunity to reflect on God’s constant provision of hope, sustenance, 

joy, refuge and love in our daily lives.  Corpus Christi calls on us as citizens to 

always believe in God’s mercy.  It calls on us to always act in goodness, always 

defy wrongdoing in society and, most importantly, always stand for justice.  As a 

matter of fact, these are the principles by which our Government, led by our Prime 

Minister, continues to operate on a daily basis as we work for the development, 

upliftment and enrichment of all.   
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Madam Deputy Speaker, on behalf of the Government Members of 

Parliament, on behalf of the Prime Minister, and on behalf of the UNC, we wish 

the Catholic members of our society and all Christian members of our society, a 

blessed Corpus Christi 2026.  Thank you.  

Hon. Members:  [Desk thumping] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  Thank you, Member, for Mayaro.  I, too, shall join in 

bringing greetings since the Opposition is not present.   

Hon. Members:  [Laughter] 

Madam Deputy Speaker:  As our nation prepares to observe the sacred feast of 

Corpus Christi on Thursday, 4th June, 2026, I rise to offer brief reflections on the 

significance of this solemn occasion to the Christian community and indeed our 

wider national life.  Corpus Christi, meaning “the Body of Christ”, is one of the 

most revered observances in the Christian calendar.  It is a day of profound 

spiritual reflection commemorating the presence of Christ in the Eucharist and 

reminding the faithful of the enduring values of sacrifice, service, humility and 

communion with one another.  

For generations in Trinidad and Tobago, this observance has held a special 

place in our national heritage.  Beyond the importance, Corpus Christi has become 

woven into society as a cultural fabric, a time when families gather, communities 

pause for worship and reflection, and many are reminded of the principles that bind 

us together:  Compassion, reverence, fellowship and peace.  In our plural and 

diverse Republic, occasions such as these serve as meaningful reminders of the 

strength; the strength that lies in mutual respect and shared understanding.  They 

call us to reflect not only on our individual faith and traditions but also on our 

common duty to build a society grounded in justice, kindness and service to others. 
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7.30p.m. 

At a time when nations across the world continue to confront uncertainty 

and division, a message of Corpus Christi speaks with renewed relevance.  It 

invites us to reaffirm our commitment to unity, to selfless service and to the dignity 

of every person.  On behalf of this House, I extend sincere greetings to the 

Christian faith across Trinidad and Tobago as they prepare to observe this holy 

day.  May this occasion bring spiritual renewal, peace to every household and 

continued blessings upon our beloved nation.  I thank you.   

Hon. Members [Desk thumping] 

Question put and agreed to.   

House adjourned accordingly.   

Adjourned at 7.31p.m.   

 


