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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
 

OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
4 FEBRUARY 2011 

10:05 AM 
Sitting Number 8 of the 2010/11 Session 

 
  
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker] 
 
MINUTE OF SILENCE FOR THE LATE  

MR. ARNOLD A. FRANCIS, QC, JP, 
CBE 

 
The Speaker: I would invite all Honourable Members 
of the House to join me in a minute of silence for the 
former, deceased Member, Mr. A. A. Francis, QC, JP, 
CBE. 

Please stand. 
 
[The House rose to observe a minute of silence.] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 

OATH OR AFFIRMATION  
OF NEW MEMBER 

 
The Speaker: Would Madam Whip, Ms. Foggo, from 
St. David’s constituency, please bring inside the bar of 
the House the newly elected Member, Mr. M. Bean 
from Warwick South Central. If you want Minister 
Weeks to help you, so be it. 
 Our newest Member, Mr. M. Bean, is going to 
take the Oath of Allegiance. 
 

OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 
MR. MARC A. R. BEAN 

 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I do swear that I will be faithful 
and bear allegiance to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
II, her heirs and successors, according to law. So help 
me God. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member is now going 
to take the Oath of an Assemblyman. 
 

OATH OF AN ASSEMBLYMAN 
MR. MARC A. R. BEAN 

 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: [Off microphone] I, being a 
Member of this present Assembly, do swear by Al-

mighty God to use and employ my best endeavour 
therein for the general good without any respect to 
private interest, gain or advantage, striving to dis-
charge in good conscience in all equality and integrity 
during my continuance therein. 
 
The Speaker: You were supposed to swear on the 
Bible. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: That is all right. Would you please take 
a seat there and sign the register? 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: The new Member, Mr. M. Bean, from 
Warwick South Central, has been duly sworn in and 
can participate in the proceedings of the House. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 
 
The Speaker: I am going to suspend the rest of 
Standing Order 14 to allow us to pay tributes to the 
late former Member, Mr. A. A. Francis. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended.] 
 

TRIBUTES TO  
MR. ARNOLD A. FRANCIS, QC, JP, 

CBE 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member from Devonshire North West, Minis-
ter Cox. 

Premier Cox has the floor. 
 Premier? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 We come to praise him and not to bury him. 
Much has been said and much has been written about 
the late, I say Honourable, Arnold Adolphus Francis. 
He has been known for his noble bearing, his stateli-
ness, his sartorial elegance, his wit, his intelligence, 
his integrity, and his ability. He has also been known 
for his political activism, his love for family. 
 And when someone dies, Mr. Speaker, who is 
a public figure, there are always stories that are 
shared privately about how that person made an im-
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pact. It is these stories that help to further humanise, 
endear, and shed further light on the nature and char-
acter of the person. Our elders would say that that is 
how we birth legends and celebrate our own. Our 
words almost become synonymous with the drumbeat 
when a chieftain dies. So I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, 
that the family had no objections to this special ses-
sion. And I am also most appreciative for your gra-
ciousness in allowing it. 
 I have three vignettes to share as my drum-
beat in memory of the late Arnold Francis. 

The first: He was a family man, a man who 
carved out special time to share with his children and 
grandchildren. I was most surprised one cold Decem-
ber, Mr. Speaker, at the elevator of a small boutique 
hotel in New York to bump into members of the Fran-
cis clan. Mr. Francis, his wife, his brood, and that ex-
tended to children and grandchildren and any part-
ners. They were all wrapped up tight because of the 
bitter cold. This was an annual sojourn that the family 
took time to do. They did dinner. They did plays. He 
was very keen that his young people, his grandchil-
dren, were exposed to things of a cultural nature, and 
that also they took time out of their busy schedules to 
spend time together. 
 It was almost, Mr. Speaker, if you forgive me 
for saying, like the black Waltons. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: He enjoyed it. And he was in his 
element. And family was so important. That is what I 
remember. That is number one. 
 Number two, Mr. Speaker: When I returned as 
a qualified lawyer, it was not a boom time and I ap-
plied to Richards, Francis & Francis, because al-
though I had a yearning to do corporate law and 
would have preferred to have been at that time an in-
house counsel, I knew that there were certain firms 
that politically and socially I wanted to be associated 
with. I applied to Richards, Francis & Francis, and I 
was successful in securing employment there. 
 Mr. Francis agreed. He did not have to. It was 
far easier to say no. However, as the senior lawyer, 
he felt a sense of duty and commitment to pass the 
baton, to look at those who were coming behind, and 
to offer a helping hand and a start. That is where I got 
to know his daughter Nadine, and we became firm 
friends. We laughed. We worked. And we had that 
sister time, also. 
 I also worked with Ms. Sonia Grant, and there 
I met the Honourable Wayne Furbert. And Mr. Arthur 
Hudson was there at the time. It was a very collegial 
environment, and it was a warm and inviting environ-
ment. The tone was set by the top, and that was Mr. 
Arnold Francis. I attribute much of the inviting atmos-
phere to him and his character. I enjoyed my time at 
Richards, Francis & Francis, and it gave me a firm 
foundation. I again acknowledge him. 

 The third account I have is one that I was told 
second-hand. The woman told me that the picture that 
will forever be emblazoned on her heart was that of 
seeing Mr. Francis on November 10, 1998, down at 
the Cabinet grounds, with tears streaming down his 
face. This, obviously, Mr. Speaker, was the day after 
the Progressive Labour Party was elected. He was 
visibly moved. It was said that he just stood there 
watching, a sense of pride and with the tears flowing. 
 Mr. Speaker, while for many it is his legal 
acumen that stands out, for me, when I think of him, 
the two words that come to mind for me are “proud 
patriot.” He was a man of politics and a man of peace 
and a man who passionately loved his country. He is 
a man who wanted to see his son and daughters and 
Bermuda’s sons and daughters succeed. 

He is a man who took time to stop and smell 
the roses, to enjoy jazz at the Bermuda National Gal-
lery when Gita was singing and Robert Edwards was 
playing. And he was a man who took time to give me 
his customary peck on the cheek, whether he saw me 
on the street or at a restaurant. 

But, Mr. Speaker, most importantly, he was a 
man who cared. He was a man who cared passion-
ately about his country and who yearned, like many of 
the ilk of Dame Lois and my father, to see Bermuda 
as an independent country. 

He was a man much loved, Mr. Speaker, a 
son of the soil, a family man, a fair employer, a great 
lawyer, and he was a proud patriot. He was a good 
and faithful servant, Mr. Speaker, and I will miss him. 
And I certainly wish to his wife and children and family 
and friends, who in their time of bereavement are 
mourning—and I acknowledge their presence in this 
House today—I wish them God’s blessings, and I wish 
them to know that Bermuda mourns with them and is 
also here to support them. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

[Desk thumping] 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier, the Hon-
ourable and Learned Member from Devonshire North 
West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
H. Swan, Leader of the Opposition, from St. George’s 
West.  

Mr. Swan has the floor. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my colleagues in 
the United Bermuda Party, it is my solemn honour to 
have this opportunity to offer a tribute to a fallen 
statesman of this country, to the family here gathered, 
his widow, children, and all those who loved Mr. Fran-
cis. My deepest sympathies go out to them on this 
occasion. 
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 Mr. Francis can be recalled as a scholar, a 
sportsman, a teacher, esteemed lawyer, politician, 
social advocate, role model extraordinaire. And it is 
with the latter that I will start, because I cannot, cer-
tainly, regale all the personal experiences that others 
can. But I can speak from a personal point from just a 
country boy in Southampton where he used to go on 
occasion for a game of golf. 
 He and others would come up to Port Royal, 
and you would see them around. And they would walk 
with a regal sense. The way he talked, the way he 
carried himself, the way he presented himself was the 
type of role model that left an impression on me and 
many others up and down this country and beyond 
our shores. 
 At the time that we live in today, we certainly 
need more of the late A. A. Francis, QC, CBE. Cer-
tainly, I am privileged to have had the opportunity to 
be able to not only stand here and reflect, but also 
recall how it makes a young man feel to see someone 
confident, proud, educated, compassionate, caring, 
loving—in your presence—to see how they carry 
themselves, to want to be somewhat like them, if only 
but a part. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, on this occasion, I say 
“Thank you” to his family for allowing him to share 
much of his time in public service, giving of himself, 
making sacrifices of himself, speaking out against the 
tide that may have flowed in spite of what could have 
been, had he not. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I move on to political, social 
activism, of which he was very much a part, in the 
early 1960s and the early 1970s, he certainly was a 
part of every major political movement, I am sure, that 
took place in this country, having been part of the 
Progressive Labour Party, a very strong part of the 
beginnings of the Progressive Labour Party, all that 
comes with that. He was very much a part of the Ber-
muda Democratic Party and all that was that. And he 
was very much a part of the United Bermuda Party 
and all that was that. The good of them all, the bad of 
them all, and the proud of them all, he was very much 
a part. 
 And from that political. . . . I just want to share 
with you, Mr. Speaker, an indelible imprint he left on 
the United Bermuda Party. When he and a group of 
his colleagues at that particular time, when he served 
under the late Sir Edward Richards, formed a group 
called the Black Caucus so that the party could come 
to grips back in the mid-1970s with some of the chal-
lenges facing not only the party, but indeed the wider 
community, he teamed with people like Gloria 
McPhee, Clarence V. Woolridge, Dr. Clarence James, 
my late cousin Dr. Stanley Ratteray, Anita B. R. 
Smith, and Helene Brown, and himself to sign a 
memorandum to challenge the party to come to terms. 
 From that birth, Mr. Speaker, the United Ber-
muda Party, employing Mr. Kenneth Clarke, a well-
renowned social psychologist, a well-known friend of 

Dr. Martin Luther King, to come to these shores to 
examine how to make this country a more fair and 
equitable place. 
 And I salute just the part of what is history that 
this giant endured as he stepped forward in the Ber-
muda realm like none other. 
 An esteemed lawyer, Mr. Speaker, which I get 
to share just one of my personal stories. When I be-
came a professional athlete, a cousin of mine, an en-
gineer in Atlanta, said, “Young man, you are going to 
be a professional golfer. You are going to get some 
sponsors. Go see the best lawyer you know.” Mr. 
Speaker, I did go to Mr. Francis’ office on Church 
Street, at that time, and had a very serious conversa-
tion, the country boy that I was, venturing out into the 
big wide world of professional sport. 
 A teacher he was, as so many Bermudians 
who went on to greater heights in their careers. Mr. 
Speaker, he taught. Part of being able to bring people 
along is to know how to teach just the simplest of 
things, because it is the simplest of things, the corner-
stone of a house, that makes the house so strong and 
such a great foundation. He went back to his alma 
mater, Central School, where so many great people 
have come from, people who have gone on to help 
make this country what it is today (along with South-
ampton Glebe, I might add, which he did not attend, 
but I could not escape that). 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Our headmistress of 
that time also came from Central. 
 But I say that, Mr. Speaker, to say that if so 
many great people came from Central, there must be 
something associated with a good primary school 
education and foundation that make the difference.  

The late Mr. Arnold Francis was part of that 
group of young people that came up in Bermuda in 
spite of, and achieved great excellence, and spoke 
the Queen’s English better than anyone could ever 
ask you to do. They knew every syllable, and they 
knew how to pronounce par excellence, Mr. Speaker, 
and were proud of it and could hold their own in any 
court and in any setting. 
 The next area, as I work my way back, is that 
he was a sportsman. I proudly say that the team of 
1948 from St. George’s Cricket Club, where I am a 
card-carrying member, he represented in Cup Match, 
Mr. Speaker. Such is that of a great sportsman that he 
was, that he could represent Bermuda in the Classic 
that symbolises really what Bermuda is, what Ber-
muda has come from, and what Bermuda can be. 
 It speaks to the fact that many people, Mr. 
Speaker, who have gone on to great heights, and 
some not-so-great heights, have gleaned a lot from 
what is required to be a great athlete. And schools of 
Mr. Francis’ era encouraged that, and his excellence 
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in sports certainly lent itself, I am sure, to the success 
that he had in later years. 
 Mr. Speaker, finally, to see his family here 
today, he was a family man loved by many, loved 
dearly by his family. His son-in-law sits in this Cham-
ber and always spoke fondly of him. I would just like to 
say on behalf of my colleagues here, we are very 
grateful and respectful of the contribution that has 
been made by this great man. 

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for allowing me the 
opportunity to say “Thank you, Faithful Soldier.” 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, the Leader of 
the Opposition, from St. George’s West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. M. Pettingill, from Warwick West.  

Mr. Pettingill has the floor. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I did not have the honour, the privilege, or the 
pleasure of knowing Mr. Francis as well as many of 
the Members here today. I certainly cannot reflect as 
eloquently or as well as the Honourable Premier or 
the Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
 But I will say this, Mr. Speaker. As a young 
man coming to the bar (I still like to think of myself as 
a reasonably young man at the bar), Arnold Francis 
was one of those men that stood out as Queen’s 
Counsel. We have far too few Queen’s Counsel left in 
this country today. The great ones have passed on. I 
think of certainly Dame Lois Browne-Evans, QC; Sir 
Richard Hector, QC, as I like to call him; Coles Diel, 
QC; and the late, great Julian Hall, who did not have 
the title of QC, but certainly was looked at by many, 
many in the profession as someone of that type of 
standing. 
 So, for us at the bar, we have lost so many 
great individuals who carry the title of silk. And what 
does it mean to be silk? Silk carries with it, Mr. 
Speaker, not just a title of a certain standard that you 
have reached in legal acumen, but a position of char-
acter and of grace and of elegance, of being, in this 
instance, a gentleman. And Arnold Francis was the 
type of man that, whether you knew him well or not, 
as a young person at the bar you would look at this 
man as silk the way that he presented himself and the 
way he carried himself, and think, “There goes a man 
that clearly can espouse the words ‘I am the master of 
my fate. I am the captain of my soul.’” 
 There are few men that can probably, truly, at 
the end of their days, be able to reflect and have oth-
ers reflect upon the fact that, there goes such a man. 
Arnold Francis, for me, was such a man. 
 I remember on one occasion in the courtroom, 
ever so elegantly, he gave me a knowing nod, which 
spoke volumes to me at the time. And I am sure that 
those that knew him better than I would be aware of 
that type of knowing nod, that type of acknowledge-
ment from Arnold Francis, without saying a lot, without 

going into a lot of detail, that could mean so much, 
whether a few words or a passing nod. 
 So I am aware, profoundly aware, at the loss 
that his family must feel, that Members of this House 
must feel that knew him, and that the country must 
and should feel, because I am aware that we have 
lost one of the last great Queen’s Counsels, silk, of 
our country and a true son of the soil. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Pettingill, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Warwick West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. M. Lister, Sandys South Central. 

Mr. Lister, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to say that Arnold Francis and 
Ann Francis are friends of mine more so than just be-
ing a politician or statesman. I think that speaks vol-
umes for itself. 
 Although Mr. Francis spent two years in poli-
tics, he spent many years as a statesman, giving ad-
vice to so many people in this country. When I was 
just a foot soldier in the Progressive Labour Party, I 
can clearly remember in 1956 when he, together with 
others, went off to London to sign the then-
Constitution which made Bermuda the colony it is to-
day. 

Over the years, he has had many firsts. I am 
sure that he has very few regrets. I think one of those 
may have been that of not seeing Bermuda come to 
full fruition as a nation and serve the people of this 
country, because he would say that there was never a 
need for intelligent people to be subservient to anyone 
else when you can very well, damn well, do it yourself. 
And I think that he believed that, and that is something 
I, too, believe with him. 

He and I both had very deep roots in the Is-
land of St. Kitts, and he was very, very proud of his 
roots. As a matter of fact, that is where I was during 
the time of his passing. But I did communicate with my 
wife, and my wife attended the funeral. However, we 
talked often, Mr. Speaker, about our connections with 
St. Kitts. Of course, I think there was one time that he 
went down there and took his family just to show them 
from whence they had come. 

He was a person of setting positive examples. 
And I think he has left an example for his family and 
for this community that we will never forget, but we will 
appreciate as we go on from this point to the next. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Lister. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member 
Mr. E. Richards from Devonshire East. 
 Mr. Richards, you have the floor. 
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Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I have heard very moving tributes this morning 
to Mr. Francis. And I would like to just have a few 
words more on a personal note because Arnold Fran-
cis, as they say—as we say in Bermuda—knew me 
before I knew myself, as he was a very close friend of 
my parents, and I grew up seeing this gentleman 
come to the house and have a good time at our house 
at social events. 
 But I guess the first time I really became 
aware of who he really was, was when I was at the 
Berkeley Institute, an institution that he really loved. 
During my stint there, Arnold Francis was Chairman of 
the Board of Governors of the Berkeley, and conse-
quently was a fairly frequent speaker, I think at Foun-
ders Day (or I think it was either Founders Day or 
Prize-giving; I cannot remember which one it was). 
But I remember him speaking there fairly frequently. 
 I was just overwhelmed with his mastery of 
the language. He was a true master of the English 
language and a very powerful speaker. I recall him 
using many words that I had no clue what they meant. 
One of them (and I know Ann has heard this story be-
fore) that really stuck with me was, he used to like to 
use the word “inculcate.” And he said it with that kind 
of cutting way. He was trying to in-cul-cate language 
and knowledge into us poor students. And I sat there 
and had no idea what this word meant, but I knew it 
was something special. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: And I remember the 
word to this day. 
 Mr. Speaker, even though Arnold Francis was 
of a generation older than me, we later on became 
very, very good friends, “we” meaning my wife and 
myself and Arnold and the family. We all became very 
good friends and spent quite a bit of time socialising. 
 One of the things that I remember is that Ar-
nold, in addition to having a great love for the Berke-
ley, had a great love for music, a very great love for 
music, a love that I share with him—I love music my-
self. And very often at Christmas time he loved to sing 
Christmas carols, and he would just break out into 
song. You know, as far as he was concerned, he was 
a great singer. He was not shy when it came to sing-
ing. 
 Mr. Speaker, my colleagues have spoken of 
his political career, of his legal career. And getting 
back to the relationship he had with my family, Arnold 
was a very good friend of my father. One of the things 
that came out of that, of course, was the formation of 
the firm Richards, Francis & Francis. Up until then, 
they had had their own separate law firms, but they 
decided to come together to form a larger firm, which I 
think made quite an impact on the Bermuda scene. 

 My dad actually was Arnold’s teacher at 
Berkeley. In his later years, Arnold used to refer to the 
relationship he had with his old teacher. I guess every 
time he saw me it reminded him of it; I do not know. 
But I know that the two of them had a very close per-
sonal relationship, even though at times they were at 
odds politically. But that never got in the way of their 
personal relationship. And I think that that was a trib-
ute to the character of the people involved. 
 So I would just like to state here and now that 
it is funny, Mr. Speaker, that I am currently reading a 
novel, a historical novel called The Fall of Giants. And 
in this case, I think a giant of Bermuda has fallen. But 
even though he is not with us anymore, his memory 
and his legacy will live on and always in the very best 
of senses for Bermuda and its future. 
 I would like to just pass on my condolences to 
the Francis family, because I know that it is their loss, 
and our loss, but we will always remember him. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. E. Richards, the Hon-
ourable Member from Devonshire East. 
 I now am going to take the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. W. Perinchief, Deputy Speaker, from Pem-
broke Central. 
 Mr. Perinchief, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
  I humbly rise to acknowledge the passing of a 
giant. It was around 1964 when I joined the Police 
Service. And during that time, Mr. Speaker, the Pitt 
Report had suggested and recommended that the 
Police Service be more fully integrated, because at 
that time there were primarily English police in the 
service and several West Indian gentlemen had been 
recruited. 
 The adjustment of these men into the service 
created some friction. And as a result, 12 men—
myself included—formed a group called the Black Po-
lice Association. And we requested some audience 
with the then-leadership G. H. Robbins. That was dif-
ficult. In fact, it was not going to happen. 
 So we turned to legal advice. We went to the 
Honourable and Venerable Dame Lois—but she was 
not dame then, she was an aspiring lawyer, young 
firebrand, and we turned to her for some advice. She 
felt that she was a bit too much of a novice at the 
time, and she recommended Mr. A. A. Francis. (We 
knew him as A. A. Francis.) And so we marched off to 
see Mr. Francis and get his advice. 
 Well, he was a master in diplomacy. He said, 
“I will see what I can do. Not to worry.” And we went 
away to try to get this audience with the Commis-
sioner of Police. Well, he quietly worked with the then-
Governor of the Island, subsequently with the Com-
missioner of Police, and the meeting came about. The 
integration of the Police Service did take place. And 
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this quiet man of law and diplomacy achieved the 
milestone in the integration of the Bermuda Police 
Service. 

It is something that many people will not 
know, but since it is personal to me and very dear to 
my heart, I thought I should bring it to the notice of the 
Parliament, the family, and those who may have seen 
A. A. Francis as simply a quiet man. He was a quiet, 
diplomatic giant who got things done without a lot of 
fuss and bother, but a very significant leader in the 
process of racial change of this country. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, my con-
tribution. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. W. Perinchief, Pem-
broke Central, Deputy Speaker of the House. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. D. Butler, from Warwick North East. 

Mr. Butler has the floor. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Don’t know much about Arnold Francis, Mr. 
Speaker? Then read The Bermuda Recorder. Thank 
God, Mr. Speaker, for A. B. Place, Ira Philip, David 
Tucker, who captured that hour in great detail, know-
ing that our laziness would not produce a book or a 
single paper on his life. You will recall the leadership 
that he showed to produce the book Outstanding 
Blacks in Bermuda. Copies of that book can still be 
found, thanks to his scholarship and his leadership. 
 Don’t know much about Arnold Francis? Then 
read The Bermuda Recorder, because when he 
graduated as a teacher he was paraded up and down 
the Island because he was one of those rare Ber-
mudians who had the opportunity to go away. And 
once he graduated, they brought him back as a sym-
bol that all of us could do it. And they did the same 
thing when he became a lawyer. 
 Don’t know much about Arnold Francis? Then 
you can find out in The Bermuda Recorder how those 
phoney issues, those tough issues, those painful is-
sues of race, segregation, education, and independ-
ence were tackled by him. 
 Mr. Francis actually wrote the book of superla-
tives—distinguished, polished, an elocutionist, a gen-
tleman’s gentleman, our knight. And had we had the 
testicular fortitude, he would have been our governor. 
An immaculate dresser. Women said he had a smile 
that could make 1,000 virgins blush. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: So I have been told. 
 
The Speaker: That is good! 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: His contribution to the PLP and 
Bermuda as a whole in all he did was exemplary. We 
are the Government today because he helped lay the 

foundation of the PLP. And his attempts to move the 
leftist PLP to the centre ground failed. And his fate 
placed him on the doormat, Mr. Speaker, on the out-
side. But it did not deter his interest or his passion and 
love for his country. He continued in the best interests 
of all of us. 
 So if you don’t know much about A. A. Fran-
cis, read The Bermuda Recorder. 

I extend to his family my deepest condo-
lences. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Butler, the Honourable 
Member from Warwick North East. 
 I am now going to take the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. W. Furbert, from Hamilton West. 
 Mr. Furbert, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am very pleased to stand and pay tribute to 
Mr. Arnold Francis, QC, JP, CBE. 

First I would like to give my condolence to 
Mrs. Francis, Nadine, Kelly, Libby, and Donny, for the 
loss of your husband and father. 

Dwight Eisenhower said, “The qualities of a 
great man are vision, integrity, courage, understand-
ing, the power of articulation, and profundity of char-
acter.” Mr. Arnold Francis represented all of this, and 
much more. Hence, based on President Eisenhower, 
he was a great man, and I have to agree. 

In my early years I knew of Mr. Francis, but 
yet I did not know him until later on. It was not until 
1980 when I walked into a boardroom, and there sat 
two prominent men to interview me for the position of 
Financial Controller: Former Premier, Sir Edward 
Richards, and Mr. Arnold Francis, QC. Mr. Francis 
asked most of the questions in his proper English, 
emphasising and pronouncing every word. At the end 
of the interview, Mr. Francis asked me, did I want to 
say anything? And I said, “Mr. Francis, one of these 
days I will run for Parliament. Will the firm have a 
problem? Because if you do, I cannot take the job.” 

Mr. Francis looked at me, smiled, and with 
that laugh (as everyone knows), looked at us and said 
he had been involved with public service for many 
years, served Richards as a former Premier, and [he 
himself was] a legislator and a former party leader of 
the Progressive Labour Party, and said, “My son, go 
for it.” 

He was a man of great stature, a man of in-
tegrity, a determined man, a man who stood for no 
nonsense, but yet a gentle person. He was a kind 
man. He was a man of charisma. He had a sense of 
humour. He had a forgiving heart and an immense 
generosity of spirit. He was a man of character, an 
outstanding Bermudian. 

Mr. Speaker, during the years I worked for Mr. 
Francis, I saw Mr. Francis make many personal sacri-
fices. Mr. Francis, from my perspective, loved politics. 
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But more on the basis of making things right, he was 
definitely a man who believed in justice and equality. 

He told me about his early years in the Pro-
gressive Labour Party. He told me about his views on 
the United Bermuda Party. Through his many hurts, 
he spoke no evil words or malice. Mr. Francis was a 
natural leader and stepped to the plate when the 
country needed him most. He was a founding member 
of the Progressive Labour Party, as we all know, and 
became the first leader of a political party in Bermuda. 
He was definitely a trailblazer. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Francis was a great debater 
in Parliament. I have been told that during a debate on 
a Joint Select Committee report on extending the en-
franchisement, it is said that Mr. Francis rose to his 
feet in his eloquent way and said, “Mr. Speaker, the 
Joint Select Committee has reported. But we ex-
pected more. This report is like an elephant giving 
birth, crying and moaning in pain for days, waiting for 
the arrival of her baby. The people waited and 
watched the elephant as it moaned and travailed for 
months. We expected a baby elephant. But when the 
time came for the delivery, out came a mouse. A 
mouse! Not the elephant we expected.”  

“Mr. Speaker,” he said, “This report is a 
mouse.” 

The thing that separated Mr. Francis, like 
many visionaries, was not his accomplishments, 
which are known. It is the things that he did not ac-
complish. And this is the legacy which I would like to 
speak to. 

When Mr. Francis was elected as the leader 
of the Progressive Labour Party, he designated for 
himself the title “Provisional Leader,” from what I un-
derstand, because his mandate, as he saw it, was to 
democratise the parishes and the constituencies. That 
task had just begun for him and the party. His 
thoughts in that regard were that it would not be until 
the whole Island and all of the branches and all of its 
people were fully democratised that gave him the right 
to call himself the leader. 

He was interested in empowering the people 
of the party. He would truly have the title as “Leader” 
and not “Provisional Leader”—the task of empowering 
the people. It is up to this generation, Mr. Speaker, to 
fulfil the vision. 

Mr. Speaker, we were fortunate when I was 
Minister of Culture, to have Mr. Arnold Francis, QC, 
JP, CBE, to be interviewed by the Programme Treas-
urer. During the interview, he recounted how his 
mother met his father. He was talking about living in 
New York. His mother visited New York, but told his 
father that if he wanted to marry her, they had to live 
in Bermuda. Mr. Francis said, “Thank God his father 
listened and that he was born in Bermuda.” 

Mr. Speaker, I say, thank God that Mr. Arnold 
Adolphus Francis was also born a Bermudian. If there 
ever was a Bermudian hero, Mr. Arnold Adolphus 
Francis, QC, JP, CBE, was such a person. And we as 

a country should find a way to honour him. In this Par-
liament, he was the first leader of a political party. In 
this House, he was the father of party politics. Gen-
erations to come must know who he was. 

Bermuda has been enriched by his presence 
and been blessed by his words. I implore us to be 
empowered by his vision. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Furbert, the Honour-
able Member from Hamilton West. 
 I am going to take the Honourable and 
Learned Member, M. Scott, from Sandys North. 

Minister Scott has the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 At St. John’s, Father Nicholas Dill admon-
ished the waiting congregation to surround Ann Fran-
cis and the family of Arnold Francis with our love, our 
actions, and our prayers of support. We take this op-
portunity today with this act of a special session to 
surround the Francis family, in particular, Ann, with 
our love and with our tributes. 
 I recall the earliest and most impactful mem-
ory of A. A. Francis as a young boy at the Berkeley 
Institute as I sat in assembly and looking up at the 
teak board, the roll of honour, as it were, of the Ber-
muda scholars. At the top of that board of gentlemen 
and ladies (there were two boards); at the top of the 
male board was E. A. Cann. The very next name was 
A. A. Francis. 
 Mr. Francis was a member of a cavalcade of 
leaders and scholars: Elizabeth Kawaley, Lois M. 
Browne, James Astwood, Clarence James, Mr. Rob-
inson. So, those were my first impactful encounters of 
A. A. Francis. 
 I am glad that a few Members have stood and 
spoken before me this morning, because I certainly 
recall, and have an equivalent memory of, Arnold that 
the Honourable Member Bobby Richards had. I heard 
the name of Arnold Francis in my home through my 
godmother, my mother and father, whenever I was 
with Dr. Cann’s family, and my friend Dr. John Cann. 
The names of Mrs. King and the King family were part 
of the conversation. And I learnt about this man. 
 But I have listed a number of men and women 
of my youth. And all of my peers I am sure had the 
same kind of experience. This cavalcade of adults 
going before us provided us with examples. They 
were mentors for us. They provided the most profound 
mentoring for young men and women of the Berkeley. 
Certainly that was the experience that I can testify to 
as a member of the Berkeley fraternity. And they did 
so because of the lives they led. So they influenced us 
as children, and later, as we became professionals, 
they influenced us in their professional walks as 
young professionals. 
 The 1940s and 1950s of this country pro-
duced the Honourable Member Bobby Richards. It 
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produced inculcators. It really did. And Mr. Richards’ 
father, certainly Arnold Francis, Dame Lois Browne-
Evans—they took it unto themselves to be our incul-
cators, to show to us that you must remain steadfast. 
You must remain confident. You must make your way 
in this country against the odds of those times. It is the 
reason that they became so deliberative and fierce in 
their setting of the examples for us. 

And so we were major beneficiaries because 
of the lives led before us of men like Arnold Francis. 
And Arnold did it like no other. 
 The values of leadership, women of the fu-
ture, which was incorporated into our song, men of the 
years to come, being ladies and being gentlemen, 
deportment, even the way that one spoke—this was 
just another vehicle that Mr. Francis used. There was 
a group, Francis Burch, Dame Marjorie Bean, Arnold 
Francis—they must have had meetings to assign to 
themselves how we will pass on to our young people 
the value of articulating with great care, precision. It 
led to Arnold Francis’ becoming a master of the lan-
guage in the courts. But such a rich legacy was pro-
vided by Arnold Francis and his colleagues. 
 Counsellor and friend . . . I have one story, 
and then I will take my seat. Mr. Francis clearly was a 
counsellor. I regarded him as a friend, too; we did be-
come friends. And I am friends with Ann and the entire 
family. I am not sure if I require permission from the 
Browne family, Lois Browne’s family, to make refer-
ence to the next story. But I do recall Dame Lois shar-
ing this with me. 
 As a young law student at the London Univer-
sity, her father had assigned his daughter to the care 
of Arnold Francis and Walter Robinson. And Lois tells 
the story that one evening she returned home a little 
breathless, and retold the events of the evening’s walk 
back to the flat. And she said she had been followed 
by—I think he was a Scandinavian man, from either 
Sweden or Switzerland—and followed and then 
stopped. 
 And now, Lois Browne of those days, fiercely 
tall, long, slender legs, an attractive cut of a lady, you 
can well imagine. So this man pressed his suit with 
her, and Lois did not welcome his protestations. She 
told him—she separated herself from him by these 
words, which she recounted to Arnold and Walter. 
She said, “I told him, ‘Man, if you don’t stop following 
me, I’m going to eat you.’” There was a pregnant 
pause by these two men.  

Arnold or Walter said, “Now, Lois, if this hap-
pens again, don’t tell a gentleman on the London 
streets that you’re going to eat him.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: This was good counsel to a 
young woman on the streets of London. And it’s a 
marvellous story that stuck with me, and I share it on 
this occasion now that Arnold is no longer with us.  

He was a counsellor of great skill, way beyond 
that story, obviously. He counselled, as the Deputy 
Speaker has indicated to us. He conducted his legal 
career and legal practice as a barrister in this country 
with great skill as a counsellor. 
 And of course, he was a friend, a man full of 
joy of living and of life. Our friend, Nikki Allison, when I 
shared the news with her on the Internet, her re-
sponse back was reflective, I think, of all of us and 
how we viewed and loved Arnold so much, that he 
lived a wonderful and full life. And then she added that 
Ann made his life a life of such great joy. That is clear.  

Arnold’s joy and happiness was singularly 
linked with your love of him. I know you will miss him, 
but we stand by, as Father Dill has urged us to do. We 
stand by you and the family throughout these days 
and months to offer our love, our actions, and our 
support. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Scott, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys North. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Jackson, Pembroke South West. 
 Mrs. Jackson, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is with great sadness that I extend my con-
dolences to the family. But I really feel uplifted paying 
tribute to a friend of over 50-odd years. I do not even 
want to say how many the odd years are. Arnold, or 
Steedy, as we knew him back in the day, was one of 
my husband’s best friends and one of the first friends 
that I met. My new husband, of course all of his 
friends became my friends. And this has been a 
friendship, of course, for many years. 
 My husband Albert—it is very hard for me to 
even talk about it because they were so close. They 
were golfing friends; they were guys who went to 
lunch together. There were four of them that played 
golf every Saturday at Port Royal: Earle Seaton (I see 
Ann smiling over there), Vincent John, Albert, and Ar-
nold. 
 [Albert] was the godfather of two of his chil-
dren, Kelly and Nadine. He was our lawyer. And Nad-
ine is our lawyer today. This was a man who had a 
similar background to the Jackson family (that is, Al-
bert and myself). He was a teacher; we were teach-
ers. He then went on to become a lawyer. Once he 
became a lawyer, of course, as I said, he became our 
lawyer. 
 Now, I want to take you back to when he first 
came back as a lawyer to Bermuda. In those days the 
social life revolved around going to each other’s 
homes. Of course, the children over there practically 
lived in our house, and we lived in theirs. What you 
have to understand is the political arguments of the 
day, how they were structured. I heard someone 
speak about the fact that some of the most important 
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decisions, politically, that were made for black people 
back in those days were made in our homes. And 
some of the discussions I will never forget. 
 People like Walter Robinson, Arnold Francis, 
Hilton Hill, Cecil Dismont, my Albert would have dis-
cussions—sometimes they would end up almost in 
blows. I can remember separating a couple of them 
myself. “Hold on, now. Don’t knock over my good 
vase over there.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: But we did everything to-
gether. That is, we went boating together, we played 
golf together, we did everything together. And I have 
to say that this gentleman formed the political policies, 
I guess, of many others. I certainly know that as a 
young person not that involved in politics growing up, I 
learned so much from this gentleman. 
 I also count myself as one of his dance part-
ners! He loved to dance. I heard the Honourable 
Member, Bob Richards, talking about his love of mu-
sic, but he also loved to dance. And there were two of 
us, Georgine Hill and myself, who were his favourite 
dance partners. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
  
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I see up there. Ann is say-
ing, “Uh-uh. No, no, I do not think so.” 
 I want to just say that his contribution on so 
many levels . . . and it has been said; I am not going 
to repeat it. It has been said so well by so many of my 
colleagues. This was a well-rounded man who con-
tributed so much to this country. There are people 
who probably do not even understand the hours, the 
toil, and what it takes away from a person to give as 
much as a man like Arnold Francis gave to this coun-
try. And I want people to remember him as a stalwart 
politician, as a lawyer, as a family man, as a man who 
served his country well, and we love him. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson, the Honour-
able Member from Pembroke South West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Minister D. Butterfield, Pembroke West Central. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I want to take this opportunity to give my con-
dolences. And I would like to say that it was when I 
was a young girl that I knew of the name of Mr. Arnold 
Francis. I am sure his brother here, Mr. Vincent Fran-
cis, my schoolteacher at West Pembroke School, will 
remember Aunt Nelly. And that was Nelly Lewis, who 
spent just about every weekend at my house. My par-
ents were very friendly with her. And as I grew, I un-

derstood that she was there on the weekends as a 
babysitter. But she talked very highly of Mr. Francis, 
along with all of her nephews and families. 
 So much has been said about Mr. Francis—a 
man of integrity, kindness, and friendliness. But most 
of all, he did have a heart of love. I can recall when 
myself and Mr. Wayne Perinchief ran in 1998—
Honourable Member Wayne Perinchief—I was hoping 
he will recall that when we did some canvassing and 
went to his house, he actually said, “You know, do not 
worry about me and this household. Just try to win the 
seat. And go out and visit others throughout the con-
stituency.” You could just see the pride on his face, 
and in particular when we did win it, the Government. 
 He was always soft-spoken, but gave you 
some encouraging words. And I never failed to go by 
to see Mr. Francis, especially during the Christmas 
holidays. Again, he would give you some very en-
couraging words. I remember when we had the last 
election, he was very proud to know that Pembroke 
West Central, the area that he lives in, became a 
stronghold. And he mentioned those words as well. 
You could just see the pride on his face. 
 But he always spoke that we needed to get 
out doing something else rather than sitting off and 
talking with him. We had to get out there, get the work 
done, and I was very proud of that. 
 It has been mentioned that he loved to dance. 
I can recall just last year in his little mobile chair, when 
the band struck up, he was moving! He needed a 
dance partner right in that chair. And I see Mrs. Fran-
cis smiling, because I think [she] can recall that. He 
was jigging right in that chair. And he was dancing on 
wheels. So that was very proud to see there. 
 I want to say to the family, “Thank you for 
sharing him with me.” I think all have said so many 
wonderful things about him. But we never forget, no 
matter how—if you are walking towards him, you 
could not get past him—he would spot you and want 
that little kiss right on the cheeks there. Be sure not to 
miss that. 
 So I want to add to what everyone has said 
already, he truly is a statesman, and a true giant has 
fallen. But cherish his memory, and his legacy will live 
on. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield from 
Pembroke West Central. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Dr. Gibbons, from Paget East. 
 Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Good morning. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise also because I would like 
to pay my respects and condolences to the family. 
Others certainly will have known Arnold Francis much 
better than I, and of course he was a different genera-
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tion. But I knew him as a man of dignity, of elegance, 
a well-spoken man, a teacher, a distinguished lawyer, 
and as my honourable colleague Mrs. Jackson said, a 
superb dancer as well. 
 In a funny way there are family connections 
between Mr. Arnold Francis and my own family. Many 
Members, or some Members, may be aware of this. 
But Mr. Francis actually served in the Senate (which 
was then of course called the Legislative Council) of 
1968 with my grandfather. Mr. Francis was a United 
Bermuda Party Senator at the time. My grandfather 
was President of LEGCO. He was an independent. 
Then, interestingly enough, in the June 1972 Legisla-
tive Council, my grandfather had passed at that point, 
but he served with my father, Graham Gibbons, who 
was also an independent at the time. 
 I look back. It was a very strong Legislative 
Council. You had men like John Plowman; Sir Richard 
Gorham; Mr. Francis, of course; Gilbert Darrell; Otti-
well Simmons; Sir George Ratteray, who was the 
President then at that time; James Pearman; Hugh 
Richardson; Norman Roberts; and my father. 
 I recall both my grandfather, Edmond Gib-
bons, and my father holding Arnold Francis with great 
respect. I know that if my grandfather were alive, and 
certainly my father (I spoke with him this morning) 
would also like to be associated with the condolences 
passed on to the family as well. 
 I think a number have said it this morning, but 
I think it is important to say it again. Great men would 
not have been as great, would not have been accom-
plished, particularly those in public service—and I 
should say great women as well—without the support 
of their family. I think those of us up here and those of 
us who have served in the past would understand 
very well the sacrifices and the support and the diffi-
cult times that are required. So I would certainly want 
to pass on to the family—to Mrs. Francis—my re-
spects and my thanks as well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons, the Honour-
able Member from Paget East. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Dame Jennifer Smith, from St. George’s North. 
 Minister Dame Jennifer, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I, too, rise to pay tribute to a gentleman who 
epitomised, as Arnold Francis did, an era. He was 
always “Mr. Francis” to me, in spite of his protesta-
tions to call him “Arnold.” 
 Few would believe it today, but there was ac-
tually a time when it was not unusual for a sportsman 
to also be an accomplished scholar. Arnold Francis 
came from that era. For someone who appreciated 
beauty in all its forms, not just the female form, but all 
its forms, to also be a gentleman of impeccable man-
ners, Arnold Francis was from that era. 

 That was the Arnold Francis we came to 
know. He was a classic scholar who was also a well-
rounded person. And I would dare say he is the kind 
of role model that we want to hold up today for young 
people to understand that you can develop your mind, 
your soul, and your body. 
 It would have been easy, I think, given his 
skills and his accomplishments and the era in which 
he was born, for him to look only at material gain, for 
him to think solely of himself. But he did not. He took 
the bold and, I would say, brave step of leading the 
Bermuda Progressive Labour Party. And those of you 
who are old enough will know that leading the Ber-
muda Progressive Labour Party comes with some 
great trial and tribulation. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Nothing has changed.  

It is a move fraught with danger. It is a move 
fraught with danger for his own upward mobility and 
for his family. It is not a move that, when you take it, 
you take on your own; your family also suffers. But he 
did it. 

And I think we must never forget his sacrifice, 
his work on behalf of the people of this country. His 
work and his accomplishments must, as many have 
said before me, be recorded and celebrated. We will 
not forget. We cannot forget. He is a part of the very 
foundation on which we stand. 

My condolences to his wife, his children, his 
grandchildren, his brother, and other family members. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dame Jennifer Smith from 
St. George’s North, Minister of Education. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, from Paget West. 
 Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I, too, am humbled to stand this 
morning to give condolences and support for the fam-
ily of this honourable, great statesman and gentleman, 
a man of integrity, a man of sensitivity, a man of car-
ing, and a man whose country meant an awful lot to 
him. 
 Many of our colleagues today have spoken to 
their first association with this great man as being 
from their high school days. Well, I can go back just a 
little further, Mr. Speaker, because you will be aware 
that Arnold Francis, Walter Robinson, Hilton Hill, 
Rusty Bean, and many others spent an inordinate 
amount of time in my family home, and my father, the 
late Dr. E. F. Gordon, who died when I was five years 
old. I can remember these gentlemen as being a part 
of the people who were there in my home when I went 
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to bed, and very often were there when I woke up the 
next morning— 
 
The Speaker: Holding court. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —holding court. 
 Mr. Speaker, Mr. Francis, whenever we met, 
whether intended or whether per chance, would al-
ways take the time to ask the question, “How is Mil-
dred?” That is my mother. Mr. Speaker, many people 
know my sensitivity when it comes to my mom. 
 
The Speaker: And rightly so. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I can recall a 
few years back, quite a few years back, when there 
was an intention to light an eternal flame at the grave 
of my father. The ceremony was set. The arrange-
ments were made. The speakers were chosen, one of 
whom was A. A. Francis. 
 Everything, the reception was put in place. 
And this was being done by members of the Bermuda 
Industrial Union, where my father was one of the 
founding members of its forerunner, the Bermuda 
Workers Association, and members of the Progres-
sive Labour Party. Everything was put in place for that 
occasion with what I deem to be one glaring excep-
tion: We, as my father’s family read about it in the 
newspaper. 

And when I heard that Mr. Francis was to be 
the speaker, I quickly got on the phone and I called 
him and I said, “What is going on? I do not think this is 
fair.” He said, “Pat. Let me tell you. I am unaware of 
the full extent of the arrangements. But I can tell you 
that your father would be awfully proud that you would 
take a stand to let people know that they cannot hon-
our your father if they do not show respect to the 
woman that he loved.” 

And I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that event 
was postponed with great counselling from Mr. Fran-
cis. He enabled me to maintain my cool, my calm, and 
my dignity at great restraint to myself. (That was an 
achievement.) When eventually the ceremony was 
allowed to proceed, he spoke to me and said, “Pat, 
you are doing the right thing because we definitely 
want to honour your father. And we will ensure that 
Mildred is not left out.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is that degree of not just sensi-
tivity, but caring, for which I personally will be eternally 
grateful. And I can tell you that on a weekly basis, as I 
go to visit my mother, who is no longer communica-
tive, any time that I had the opportunity to pass Mr. 
Francis, I would always say to her, “Mom, Mr. Francis 
sends his love,” because I knew that that was coming 
deeply from within his heart. 

Mr. Speaker, the essence of the man has 
been articulated here today. Suffice it to say (I do not 
necessarily need to repeat all of those wonderful trib-
utes that have been paid), but suffice it to say that 

from a very young child, watching the influence of Mr. 
Francis long after my father’s death was a joy to be-
hold. I had an incredible amount of interaction with 
him because, having worked for John Swan Agency, 
as it was, and then ultimately John Swan, Ltd., his 
office actually eventually moved into the building that 
John Swan built on Victoria Street. 

I remember from those days, whenever I 
would come into work in the mornings we would al-
ways have that conversation. He would tell me how to 
hold my head high. He would tell me how to represent 
my dad’s ideals. He would tell me what was expected 
of me as a child being a Gordon. And that was a tall 
order. 

But all of the advice that he passed on to me, 
I have taken to heart, Mr. Speaker. And I certainly 
hope that my contribution to this country, based on the 
influence that was inculcated into my upbringing by 
this giant of a man, will be positive and will be re-
membered as one that has had influence by the words 
and the actions of the late Honourable Arnold Adol-
phus Francis. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that he came from the 
neighbourhood. My mom always called him “Steedy.” I 
have no clue where that name came from. But I know 
that the friendship that was formed with my mom and 
Mr. Francis from the times of their growing up was 
certainly an indelible friendship that permeated not 
just their neighbourhood, but right throughout our fam-
ily, certainly from then until now. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer my condolences to Ann, 
to his brother Vincent, to his children and grandchil-
dren, to his entire family. And know that the love that 
he shared with me and to extend to my mother is cer-
tainly extended back to them in this time of their sor-
row. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin from 
Paget West. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Minister Roban, from Pembroke East. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Just as a thank-you to all the Members for the 
very kind and dignified words they have shared about 
Mr. Francis, since my relationship with him is certainly 
unique in that he was my father-in-law and a very, 
very strong influence, certainly on the recent years of 
my life in my commitment to public service, in that I 
had his own history as a public servant to reflect on in 
how I might even shape how I go forward. 
 I never thought I would be here speaking in 
this way. Certainly the passing of Minister Nelson 
Bascome was one very strong moment because he 
was also a relative of mine. But in speaking of Mr. 



458 4 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

Francis in this way, it is very different. I did not expect 
I would be doing this. My relationship with him was 
personal, but extremely, extremely enriching. Proba-
bly because I had read about him quite a bit in my 
own sort of passion for the history of our country and 
my own party, knowing his contribution, seeing that 
photograph of him being one of the original PLP 
members. 
 Interesting enough, he was a very young man 
in 1958, perhaps in his 40s when he came to power. 
In fact, he may have been a little bit younger. So, cer-
tainly, youth was not a restriction for him. I reflect on 
what I learned about him even going back before that, 
as one of the brightest minds to come out of the 
Berkeley. Certainly, as has already been said by so 
many Members here, he was a light of hope for the 
country and for so many people who were disenfran-
chised. His excellence in education and certainly ath-
letics . . . but certainly his educational achievement 
was a bright inspiration to so many. 
 I had all this to reflect on as I contemplated 
my own political direction. And certainly going beyond 
the history figure, I had the opportunity to spend so 
much time with the man and learn much about him, be 
exposed and affected by his charm, his intellect, his 
compassion for people.  

As many Members have already said, the po-
litical career of Mr. Francis can certainly be said to 
have been one where he worked for the people. 
Those years from 1958 to 1968 when he was a Mem-
ber of the Legislature were very turbulent times for 
this country in the changes that were coming and the 
experiences that many Bermudians were having. 
 He was one of the leading lights of the day 
who helped to ensure that the future would be stable 
and secure for all of us. He helped to shape the de-
mocracy. He championed the democracy that we are 
evolving into becoming. Interestingly enough, as has 
already been said, he did not do that for it to stop 
here. He did it so that we would evolve fully into a full 
member of the world of nations. That was always his 
inspiration. 
 Mr. Francis was a part of a unique Bermuda 
generation, but arguably a global generation. His con-
temporaries were Sir Lynden Pindling, Lord Learie 
Constantine, the great athlete. He played cricket with 
him in England as a young man. So Mr. Francis was a 
part of that generation of people who were moving to 
change the world. And certainly, he, Dame Lois, and 
others, from their experiences of education in Ja-
maica, in London, came back to Bermuda to facilitate 
that movement in this country. 
 This is the story that I was influenced by. But I 
was even more overwhelmed by the man, just the 
gentleman, the scholar, the one who was always pas-
sionately interested in politics of Bermuda, passion-
ately interested, certainly in his own party, the PLP, 
which he was always committed to. And I would dare 

say that despite some of the journeys he took, he was 
always PLP. 
 Often, we take journeys, as we well know. But 
we often come back home. And Mr. Francis was 
home. It is perhaps democratic, and he himself was a 
democratic man, if anything. But he loved this party. 
He was always interested in what is going on. Every 
time I visited him, he would ask, “What is going on? 
What is going on in politics today?” And I would have 
to give him a synopsis of what is happening out there, 
you know, because that is what he wanted. He thrived 
on it. 
 He loved his country. And one thing I can say 
about Mr. Francis, which was clear, is that, having 
lived the era that he did from the deep segregation 
and the deep situation of lack of opportunity that many 
of his community had to where he finally ended up—
he was proud of Bermuda. He was proud of the 
movement. He never talked derogatorily about the 
situation that Bermuda was in. He actually said . . . 
you know, if you read what he wrote, if you spoke to 
him, he was proud about the progress we had made, 
but certainly wanted us to go further. 
 Certainly, no longer being on the political 
stage, he left it up . . . He said, you know, “I leave it up 
to you fellows and ladies to do it.” But he was pas-
sionate about this country and always had the keen 
interest. So a really, truly strong Bermudian, passion-
ate about being a Bermudian, passionate about being 
someone of African descent, took an interest in what 
was happening all over the world. 
 I can truly say that it was a real, enriching ex-
perience to have that personal time with him because, 
of course, he was Dad. He was Poppa. He was 
Daddy. He was all these things to all of us who are a 
part of the Francis family. 

From the funeral that went on a few days ago, 
it is clear that the country felt strongly about him as 
well—a wonderful turnout by everyone, no matter 
what political persuasion you were. Clearly, the 
demographic of that occasion showed the breadth of 
appreciation that many people had and the friendships 
that he developed, which clearly he did not limit be-
cause he reached out and developed friendships with 
a wide variety of people from a wide variety of back-
grounds. All the dance partners, all the conversation-
alists, his wide career in business . . . in that, he de-
veloped a wide circle of friends and people who re-
spected him, who loved him and revered him. 

I must say in a joking way that there was no 
shortage of tribute given to Mr. Francis in most times. 
He was a confident man. He knew that he was good, 
if I can say that. He knew he was good. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: But I do not believe he threw 
it out there in a way that was overly arrogant, because 
he was a man who had produced. And people can 



Official Hansard Report 4 February 2011  459 
 

 House of Assembly 

look to what he had done to give him that sort of trib-
ute, as we are doing today. 
 I do not want to speak too long. But I just want 
to thank everyone here for all their tributes, on behalf 
of the family, all the friends and those who knew him 
well. And although he long left this Chamber, we do 
know that his impact on our country, on the lives of so 
many of our people, remains. 

And as the Honourable Member, Mr. Butler, 
said, there are places you can go if you wish to learn 
more because he is written about heavily. His contri-
butions are crystallised, and he was one of the best 
that Bermuda has produced. 
 So I thank you all, and thanks very much. 
Thank you very much. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Roban, the Hon-
ourable Member from Pembroke East. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Simons, from Smith’s South. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, a lot has been said about Arnold 
Francis. At the funeral, one thing that was said that 
struck a resonant chord with me was when someone 
said that Mr. Francis was happy to be a black man. 
Mr. Speaker, when I heard that, you do not know how 
that made me feel. This man was happy to be a black 
man during Bermuda’s worst times from a historical 
point of view. 
 Mr. Speaker, this man achieved so much be-
cause he was very, very comfortable with who he 
was, and he was comfortable within his own skin. Dur-
ing the segregation days, it would have been easy for 
him to be angry. It would have been easy for him to 
envy other people. It would have been easy for him to 
be judgmental. But he was none of this. 
 He had a purpose that he defined for himself, 
and no one could stop him. Because he came from a 
sense of humility, a sense of knowing who he was, a 
sense of a positive contribution that he had to make, 
he was a resounding success and conquered any-
thing that he chose to conquer. 

Mr. Speaker, we heard about his achieve-
ments in politics. We have heard about his achieve-
ments in education. Mr. Speaker, he probably did not 
dream that he would represent Bermuda at the Con-
stitutional Conference in the UK in 1966. But, Mr. 
Speaker, it was because he was on a mission, a mis-
sion that he would make a difference despite the chal-
lenges of the time. He was a trailblazer like other 
black Bermudians of the time. 
 We talk about how we struggle today. We 
cannot have a sense of how it was in the 1940s and 
1950s. We have no reason to complain, as far as that 
generation is concerned. Mr. Speaker, this man con-

quered race, this man conquered politics, this man 
conquered education to become a Bermuda scholar 
back in the 1940s. 
 Mr. Speaker, as was said earlier, he con-
quered the English language. Somebody from the 
back of town, they would say, would never be able to 
do that. But he showed them that it could be done. 
Nothing was insurmountable as far as he was con-
cerned. And, Mr. Speaker, he loved to dance. 
 Let me share a vignette with you. I was at a 
party at (I could say the name) the Haycock’s, a cou-
ple of years ago. We were talking about our travel ex-
periences. Arnold and I were talking, and we were 
talking about Spain. He said, “Oh, I have been to 
Seville!”  

I said, “I have been there as well, Mr. Fran-
cis.”  

He said, “And I saw the Flamingo dancers!”  
I said, “The Flamingo dancers?”  
He said, “Yes, the Flamingo dancers!”  
I said, “I think you mean the Flamenco danc-

ers.”  
He laughed and laughed and laughed. 

 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: He said, “You know I do 
not take myself too seriously, but thank you for the 
correction.”  

So, I have heard him say a lot about the Eng-
lish language. But do you know what? He enjoyed it. 
And he said, you know, “We always have a lot to 
learn.” So when he made that mistake, but acknowl-
edged it, he said, you know, “So be it. We cannot al-
ways take life too seriously, because we are only 
passing through.” That told me a lot about that gen-
tleman, Mr. Speaker. 
 The other thing that I heard at the funeral that 
really touched me was the fact that he is a man of my 
own heart. It goes back to being tender, being gentle, 
being tender and gentle to your wife, to your children, 
and also to animals, Mr. Speaker. As you all know, I 
have a little menagerie myself. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I have a horse, I have 
geese, I have ducks, I have chickens, and I have pi-
geons, adopted pigeons, Mr. Speaker. So I know that 
if you are an animal lover, there is a sense of a gen-
tleness within you that can be felt by those around 
you, not just your family members, but also the ani-
mals that are in your care. To me, it takes a special 
person to be honest, to be gentle, to be able to com-
municate with those around them, be they four-legged 
or two-legged. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to say 
this: This man was a great man. This man was a great 
role model for our young Bermudian boys and men of 
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today. We did not and could not feel the challenges 
that he faced in the 1940s. But, Mr. Speaker, he was 
a man that was happy to be a black man. And today, 
we need more men who are happy and will be 
pleased to continue their roles as black men. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons, Opposition 
Whip from Smith’s South. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Horton, from Southampton West. 
 Mr. Horton, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, for this opportunity. 
 First I would like to say, Mr. Speaker, that we 
have certainly heard this morning much about the 
measure of this man, Arnold A. Francis. I think as a 
young man growing up, and even once I became an 
adult, I certainly felt privileged to have had the oppor-
tunity to spend some time and some quality time with 
Mr. Francis as I grew.  

You know, my first memory of Mr. Francis 
was, as many have said, at the Berkeley Institute. 
What I remembered really, and what so many re-
member, was just the way he carried himself. When 
he walked into the assembly hall he stood tall. Before 
anything was said you had to respect the man. 
 This rang home much to me as I have grown 
and watched young people develop. The way you en-
ter and the way you carry yourself is so important. 
And I thank him for sharing that. 
 Mr. Speaker, also, many times I have sat with 
Mr. Francis and talked with him. First, of course, when 
I was a principal at the Warwick Secondary School 
and he had been an educator. So he always had ad-
vice for me in terms of what I should be doing in the 
school, and particularly with young men, because he 
had a particular interest in that as well. 
 I remember one of the things that he always 
said to me about education, actually. He said, “You 
know, Randy, we have got to stop giving our children 
the answers to learn and we need to be giving them 
problems to solve.” I never forgot that. I never forgot 
the importance of giving young people the opportunity 
to solve problems, which helps them to become re-
sponsible and successful people in our community. 
 Then just finally, because I could go on, but 
on the sports side, he loved sports. Of course, you 
know, I consider myself a pretty good sportsman. So 
we had a lot to talk about. He played for St. George’s, 
and I played for Somerset. But he was always, always 
interested to know how things were going in reference 
to my sport. I do not think I have heard anybody talk to 
me, actually, as much about my father playing cricket 
as Arnold Francis did. He would always talk about 
Ray Horton. He knew more about Ray Horton playing 
cricket than I knew. And I always appreciated the 
times that I could talk with him about that. I really get 

feeling touchy-feely when I think about that particular 
experience. 
 Finally, Mr. Speaker, it is just, I believe, the 
fact that Mr. Francis (and it was said by the previous 
speaker) set an example for young men in this coun-
try, how to live, how to take care of family, how to be 
responsible. I thank him for that. And I will always, 
always cherish and remember the opportunities that I 
had to spend time with him. 
 And on behalf of my wife as well, who was 
very, very fond of Mr. Francis, we offer our condo-
lences to the family. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Horton, the Honourable 
Member from Southampton West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. T. Moniz, from Smith’s West. 
 Mr. Moniz, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am grateful to have my opportunity to pay 
my respects to the family and to extend condolences 
to the family of Arnold Francis today. 

It makes one think of how time marches on 
because, of course, to people like me, the giants of 
the legal profession were always Lois and Arnold. I 
remember my earliest memories of coming back to 
Bermuda and being at bar meetings with the interplay 
between Lois and Arnold, which, of course, must have 
gone on over many years, because I have read the 
books that Mr. Butler speaks of going back to the 
1960s, you know, about the political dialogue that was 
going on at that time. 
 I was reminded recently of how time marches 
on. I was asked to give a speech at a Rotary gather-
ing, and there was a young attorney there. I was 
speaking about my history and political, et cetera. And 
afterwards, she said, “Well, Mr. Moniz, that was a 
marvellous speech.” But she said, “You do realise you 
were called to the bar before I was born.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I did not view myself as a sen-
ior member of the bar. I said to myself, “I am not a 
senior member of the bar; that is Mr. Francis. That is 
who is a senior member of the bar.” So you are re-
minded how time marches on and how you are ex-
pected to live up to the standards of those who went 
before. 
 I have a particular respect I want to pay to Mr. 
Francis because, of course, he was one of the earliest 
presidents of the Bermuda Bar Association. The Ber-
muda Bar Association, I believe, was set up in 1975. 
The first bar president, I think, was Mr. Motyer. Then 
Mr. Francis came on board and served a term of four 
years as bar president, from 1976 through until 1980. I 
had the privilege to give that public service myself 
from 2001 to 2003 as president of the bar. It was my 
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pleasure to attend the funeral of Mr. Francis. I did see 
some other bar presidents there. I know I saw in at-
tendance there Mrs. Dianna Kempe, who served a 
term as president of the bar. And also, I saw Stephen 
Cook, who was president of the bar at one time, and 
there may have been others. 
 But he played a very important and useful role 
at the bar in addition to those other roles he played. 
He was a man, obviously, of many, many facets. 
 Myself, I came back to practice at the Ber-
muda Bar in 1980, and I worked at that time for Mrs. 
Ann Cartwright and her then-partner Wendell Hollis, 
who had been a school friend of mine. 

My amusing anecdote about Arnold is that at 
that time one of the leading members of the bar had 
been reported to have made some disparaging re-
marks about the quality of the Bermuda Bar. These 
remarks were reported abroad, and then they were 
reported in the local paper. I guess this is sort of a 
secret story in the sense that my then-employer Ann 
Cartwright, not being a shy person, said, “Well, you 
know, Trevor, we are not going to stand for this. We 
are going to make a complaint to the bar. We are go-
ing to do something about these remarks.”  

I said, “Oh yes? Are we?”  
She said, “Yes, we are. You are going to do 

all the research and the preparation, and you will be 
the main witness.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I said, “Okay.” And then I was 
newly back, so I was a little bit out of my depth there.  

I had one bit of publicity, I guess, and that was 
when I sued the Bermuda regiment over conscription, 
which is still going on today. But she did not really 
support me in that, actually, I might say. And then 
here, all of a sudden, she was saying, “Now we are 
going to launch into this case, and we are going to go 
after the Establishment,” as it were. 
 So I said, “All right. I am going to do all the 
research and preparation, and you are going to repre-
sent us in court.”  

“Oh, no,” she said. “No, no, no, not me. I am 
going to call Arnold.”  

I said, “Well, Mr. Francis?” I said, “Why would 
Mr. Francis get involved in this?”  

“No, no, no. This is a blot on the Bermuda 
Bar. Of course Arnold will do this. No question! What 
are you talking about?” 
 Of course, duly she called up Mr. Francis. And 
he immediately agreed. He said, “Yes, yes, I will do 
that, of course.”  

And those were the spirits of the times. We 
came and we had a hearing in the court down below, 
the main courtroom, in front of the Chief Justice Sir 
James Astwood. And you know, it was a closed hear-
ing. I think it was on a Saturday. Mr. James was sitting 
there, and on the one side you had Arnold Francis; on 

the other side, we had this high-ranking member of 
the bar, who shall remain anonymous. And I was the 
main witness. 
 But as we were going into court, I remember 
we had a conference at Ms. Cartwright’s office before 
we walked up the hill to the court. And as we were 
coming up, you know, something occurred to me, 
court being like a chess game. I said to Mr. Francis, 
“Mr. Francis, you know, I would not follow this particu-
lar line of questioning because I think you will get to a 
point where he might go down this route. And that 
would put us in a bit of a difficult spot. I would not go 
that way if I were you.” 
 Then he was, “Okay, my boy, okay. I under-
stand what you are saying.” Of course, duly we went 
into court. Of course, duly he went down exactly that 
line of questioning. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: And of course, the chap on 
the other side made that precise objection. It was not 
fatal to our case. We got over it. I think we won the 
case, not that it matters today. I think everyone 
learned a lesson from it. 
 I know Sir James Astwood greatly enjoyed it, 
these members of the bar all having a go at each 
other. But after the case, you know, Arnold having a 
great sense of fair play, you know, he came to me and 
said, “You know, Trevor, I now understand the point 
you were making as we were walking in the door of 
the court.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: It was nothing to him, you 
know. That was really the greatness of Arnold, that he 
had that sense of fair play, and he had the confidence 
that he did not hold a grudge. He was not mean-
spirited. Particularly with members of the bar, they can 
be very sharp with each other. They can hold grudges 
over the years, some of them. And he was a shining 
example of how not to do that, and I learned a great 
lesson from him that day. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 I now am going to recognise the Honourable 
Member, Mr. D. Blakeney. Minister Blakeney, from 
Devonshire North Central has the floor. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker, and good morning to the family. 
 I would like to offer my very sincere condo-
lences to Mrs. Francis and the entire family, and my 
colleague, of course, Mr. Walter Roban. 
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 I, like some of my colleagues here today, did 
not know Mr. Francis as well as others. But I did have 
a profound experience in meeting Mr. Francis. And 
the thing that stood out in my mind about him is that 
he was one of the most kind-hearted, statesmanlike 
gentlemen that I have come to meet as a result of an 
idea that my brother, Sinclair (who is a friend of his), 
had and suggested we go and seek some advice on 
an entrepreneurial endeavour. We ended up taking 
Mr. Francis to lunch. 
 The interesting thing is that my brother said, 
“Oh, yeah, yeah, we will take him to lunch. We do not 
have to go by the office or anything like that because 
he is not going to charge us for his time anyway, so 
we might as well, in reciprocation of that, treat him to 
lunch.” 
 Long story short is that Mr. Francis was a very 
good friend of the CEO and founder of Black Enter-
prise magazine, Mr. Earl Graves. As a result of us 
expressing some of the things that we wanted to do, 
Mr. Francis made a personal request of Mr. Graves to 
facilitate a meeting with us in New York at his Park 
Avenue South offices, which was an incredible ex-
perience. Out of that came a commitment by my 
brother and I to enjoy the networking opportunities 
that Black Enterprise magazine offers to aspiring en-
trepreneurs and successful entrepreneurs annually in 
Orlando, Florida. 
 We met with Mr. Graves. And Mr. Graves just 
held Mr. Francis in the highest esteem. Mr. Francis 
was so humble that most people would not have even 
known the kind of men that he associated with outside 
and beyond the shores of Bermuda, who were giants 
in their own right. 
 So with that profound experience, it told me 
that you could think really, really big and that busi-
ness, as with politics, as with life, is nothing more than 
relationships, relationships, relationships. 
 So with that, I offer my tribute to Mr. Francis in 
memory of all that he has contributed to our Island 
home, and particularly hope that the family is continu-
ally blessed during their time of bereavement, and 
beyond. 
 Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
C. Swan, Southampton West Central. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning. 
 You may have noticed a little bit of discomfort 
on this side when I stood up earlier, because we had 
a list going as to who was going to stand up and I was 
not on that list. 
 
An Hon. Member: You were. You were. 

 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I felt moved to stand up. I 
am neither a contemporary nor a peer of Mr. Francis. 
At my young age, I do recall The Bermuda Recorder. 
And I was moved to stand up because of two things. 
 One, I am nothing if not eternally thankful for 
my life (I guess I will put it that way) and thankful to 
and for the people and events and places that shaped 
getting me to where I am today. I have also been 
moved because of the two fathers I have in heaven, 
one of whom was a contemporary of Mr. Francis. 

I am thankful because also I know that no 
man is an island, no man stands alone. And behind 
every great man is a great family. The association 
between Mr. Francis and my family is mostly on a 
business side. It spans nearly 50 years. 

I understand that my father, when he was en-
deavouring to start his own business (probably around 
late 1930s, early 1940s), approached Mr. Francis and, 
in addition to forming three or four companies in the 
interim, we have had an association since at least 
1962 or 1963. 

So I wanted to just stand and say “Thank you” 
to Mrs. Francis and the family. I can only remember 
Mr. Francis. I had a few meetings with him. They have 
handled wills and all sorts of things for us over the 
years. We get bills from them every year for 50 years. 

 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I can only remember him as 
a person who cut a dashing figure walking along the 
street. I would really believe that his impact has af-
fected not just myself, but lots of other businesses that 
exist in this Island. 
 So with that, I will say “Thank you” to the fam-
ily and express my condolences, and wish you all the 
very best. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, the Honourable 
Member from Southampton West Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Pembroke West, Mr. Crockwell. 
 Mr. Crockwell, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss if I did not say 
a few words. I did not, and did not have the pleasure 
of meeting the late Mr. Arnold Francis. I did have the 
pleasure of knowing, casually, his children, Libby and 
Donny. But I am in two professions, Mr. Speaker, 
where Mr. Francis is a giant. And that is in the legal 
profession as well as the political arena. 
 I have heard a great deal about this man, es-
pecially in the legal profession. I have had the pleas-
ure of working with his daughter Nadine, although I 
have never had the pleasure of meeting her. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I think we all have an obligation to recognise 
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the legends of our community, people who have 
blazed a trail. I may not be here in both capacities had 
it not been for Mr. Francis. 
 So I wanted to join in the chorus of condo-
lences to his family and in honouring the memory of a 
great man. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Crockwell, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Pembroke West. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 No further speakers? 
 Now it remains for me to say a few words. 
 It is with profound privilege that all of us who 
stand on the shoulders of a former Honourable Mem-
ber like Mr. Francis . . . were it not for the important 
and hard work that he did, I am pretty sure that many 
of us would not be sitting in this Chamber today. 
 We know that Mr. Francis represented Ber-
muda at the Constitutional Conference in 1966 that 
was held at Marlboro House, London, England. And 
the Honourable Member was one of the authors of the 
Constitution which we now are being governed by 
and, for that, we are grateful. 
 There goes a manly man of deeds! There 
goes a man of scholarship! There goes a man who 
had love for all mankind! And I believe that his mantra 
in life was, “If I can do some good for somebody, then 
my living shall not be in vain.” We shall remember him 
forever because he has made that significant contribu-
tion to the development of modern Bermuda. And for 
that, we are grateful. 
 We extend to his family our very deep sympa-
thy. And he is not dead. He lives on in the hearts and 
minds of those who knew him. So we extend to you 
our very deep sympathy, and we are glad that you 
took time out of your busy schedule to join us here in 
paying tributes to a great man. 
 That concludes this special session of trib-
utes, glowing tributes to the Honourable, late Member 
Mr. A. A. Francis, QC, JP, CBE. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: We are going to adjourn for five min-
utes to allow the family to leave so we can resume 
normal business. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 11:57 am 
 

Proceedings resumed at 12:05 pm 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS AND/OR 
JUNIOR MINISTERS 

 
STATEMENT ON ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT 

 

Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: [microphone not turned on] 
as a result of the doping scandals that shook the 
world of cycling in the summer of 1998. 
 The International Olympic Committee con-
vened a World Conference on Doping in Sport in 1999 
that was to be an independent, international anti-
doping agency to be fully operational for the Olympic 
Games held in Sydney, Australia, in the year 2000. 
 Mr. Speaker, WADA was set up as a founda-
tion under the initiative of the International Olympic 
Committee, with the support and participation of many 
intergovernmental organisations, national govern-
ments, public authorities, and other public and private 
bodies fighting against doping in sports. 
 WADA consists of equal representatives from 
the Olympic movement and public authorities. The 
first WADA Code was adopted by WADA on March 
5th, 2003, at Copenhagen. 
 Mr. Speaker, many of my honourable col-
leagues in the House will remember that the Copen-
hagen Declaration on Anti-Doping in Sport was signed 
on behalf of the Government of Bermuda by then-
Minister of Community Affairs and Sport, the Honour-
able Dale Butler, JP, MP, on June 3rd, 2004. 

To further advance the international fight 
against doping in sport, an international convention 
against doping in sport was unanimously adopted by 
the 33rd UNESCO General Conference on October 
19th, 2005. The convention was ratified by the UK 
Government in respect of Bermuda on the 25th of April 
2006, and came into force with respect to Bermuda on 
the 1st of June 2006. 

The Bermuda Council for Drug-Free Sports 
(or known by its acronym BCDS) was formed in April 
1998 in order to provide Bermuda with a method of 
testing athletes for illicit drug use after the incident 
involving the Miami Seven. The BCDS was identified 
as the independent body appointed by the National 
Sport Governing Bodies (or by its acronym NSGB), 
responsible for coordinating the development and im-
plementation of programmes and policies associated 
with achieving a sporting environment free of illicit 
substance abuse, including counselling, research, 
education, appeals, and arbitration. 

Mr. Speaker, it is intended that BCDS be des-
ignated as the new Bermuda Sport Anti-Doping Au-
thority (or by its acronym BSADA), thus representing 
the national anti-doping organisation for Bermuda as 
defined by the World Anti-Doping Code. 

Mr. Speaker, this means that BSADA will 
have responsibility for ensuring that Bermuda is fully 
compliant with the World Anti-Doping Code and will 
have the primary authority to adopt and implement 
WADA anti-doping rules, including (1) directing the 
collection and testing of samples from athletes; (2) 
managing test results; and (3) arranging for conduct of 
hearings at the national level. 

Mr. Speaker, the World Anti-Doping Agency, 
WADA, requires each country to enact legislation that 
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recognises and supports WADA, promotes compli-
ance with the WADA Code, supports the provisions of 
the International Convention against Doping in Sport, 
and supports broad international and intergovernmen-
tal cooperation in anti-doping efforts. 

Failure to enact legislation to establish an in-
dependent national anti-doping organisation with ap-
propriate resources to ensure compliance with the 
World Anti-Doping Code will reduce participation by 
Bermuda in the world’s sporting arena and may result 
in Bermuda no longer being allowed to host interna-
tional sporting events. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation being tabled to-
day is driven by an absolute need for the Bermuda 
Sport Anti-Doping Authority to be an independent 
body charged with the responsibility to (1) sanction 
athletes as required; (2) support personnel and sport-
ing bodies where necessary; and (3) operate accord-
ing to best practices in order to ensure that Bermuda 
is fully compliant with the WADA Code. I note that the 
most recent WADA Code was published in 2009. 

Mr. Speaker, my honourable colleagues can 
expect to see additional legislation come to this Hon-
ourable House for consideration in connection with 
anti-doping in sport, since there is also a requirement 
under WADA to operationalise interdiction and crimi-
nal offences of the banned substance list embodied in 
the WADA Code. 

The consequence of not fulfilling this second 
requirement is that Bermuda would no longer be able 
to host major international events such as Interna-
tional Race Weekend, the PGA Grand Slam, and the 
CARIFTA Games, to name but a few. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Youth, Families, 
Sports, and Community Development aims to foster a 
cohesive partnership between Government, the Na-
tional Sports Governing Bodies, the Bermuda Olympic 
Association, the Bermuda Para-Olympic Association, 
athletes, athlete support personnel, and the Bermuda 
Sport Anti-Doping Authority. 

This partnership must work in order for us to 
achieve the desired end result—that is, for Bermuda’s 
athletes to be able to compete on a level playing field 
in the sport of their choice, supported by the afore-
mentioned entities, by being fully conversant and fully 
compliant with the WADA Code of 2009. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney. 
 I now recognise Minister W. Roban from 
Pembroke East. 
 Minister? 
 

TUCKER’S POINT DEVELOPMENT ORDER 2011 
 

~AND~ 
 

THE DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMEND-
MENT ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise this morning on behalf of the Govern-
ment and the Ministry of the Environment, Planning, 
and Infrastructure Strategy, for two reasons: First, to 
inform the Honourable Members of this House of the 
tabling of the Tucker’s Point Residential Development 
Parish of St. George’s and Hamilton Parish Special 
Development Order (SDO) 2011; and second, to 
make mention today of a Bill that I will table later this 
morning on the proposed amendment to the Devel-
opment and Planning Act 1974 to clarify that a Special 
Development Order is a statutory instrument and thus 
subject to Parliamentary scrutiny, which would allow 
for greater transparency and openness of process. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would firstly like to touch on the 
Order, if I may. This Order represents an example of 
the Government’s commitment to tourism as an es-
sential pillar of the economy. The revitalisation of the 
industry is a national priority, and the sustainability of 
existing properties is essential to this goal. 
 As such, my Ministry wishes to pledge its 
support for the proposed development that will result 
from the approval of this Order, this SDO. 
 Mr. Speaker, under section 15 of the Devel-
opment and Planning Act 1974, the Minister has the 
authority to make an SDO that grants planning per-
mission for the development as specified in such an 
Order. As a reminder, an SDO enables the Minister to 
respond to development needs that are of strategic 
national importance or priority and for which the De-
velopment Applications Board (DAB) does not have 
the authority to grant planning permission. 
 The key here is how we use them. The 
Tucker’s Point Residential Development is one of 
those developments which critically needs the assis-
tance of Government in this area to ensure its long-
term viability as a property. This Government sees the 
Tucker’s Point Resort as an essential part of the Ber-
muda tourism product. 
 I wish to highlight that the Ministry is handling 
this in an extremely transparent manner, Mr. Speaker, 
including tabling in the legislature for debate and 
granting in-principle approval only. Make that clear. 

But I am sure, once Members review the 
document, they will see its nature and what it seeks to 
bring about—in-principle approval only, rather than 
final approval, thereby requiring the developer to sat-
isfy the Department of Planning, the DAB, and the 
detailed conditions of the Order before any final ap-
proval is granted for development. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also want to underscore the 
very stringent conditions that have been attached to 
this particular Order, conditions that are designed to 
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balance the economic needs of hotel development 
with the environmental needs of Bermuda. 

Environmentally, Tucker’s Point is very impor-
tant, containing sensitive woodland areas and habitats 
of national significance, with one of the highest per-
centages of native and endemic species of trees per 
acre. The contiguous woodland areas on the property 
are among the largest on the Island, and it is home to 
the last stand of mature, native yellowwood trees in 
Bermuda and provides the seed source to propagate 
the recovery of this species. 
 The property also contains extensive cave 
systems due to the coral’s geology, and these sys-
tems are only partially surveyed. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Department of Planning, the 
Department of Conservation Services, and the Sus-
tainable Development Unit have all contributed to the 
definition of the conditions attached to this Order. All 
these departments are require by me to give detailed 
treatment and recommendations to what is being pro-
posed by the Tucker’s Point to ensure that the highest 
level of protection will be afforded the most sensitive 
areas. 
 For example, all existing or newly discovered 
cave features on the proposed development sites will 
require subterranean topographical surveys to be 
completed by a qualified cave survey specialist to 
geo-reference the cave voids for terrestrial develop-
ment potential considerations. All maps, caves, cave 
features, and new caves will require a minimum set-
back buffer of 30 feet for all structures and excavation. 
 Additionally, any identified critical habitat or 
existing mature specimen, endemic, native or orna-
mental plants must be recorded. And these sites and 
plants must be protected and provided with an ade-
quate setback buffer. A very detailed, precise land-
scape principle will be applied to each proposed lot. 
 Mr. Speaker, the majority of areas subject to 
this Order will require a conservation management 
plan prepared on an area-wide basis. Additionally, as 
a compensatory measure, Mangrove Lake, together 
with two areas comprising 7.45 acres and 1.64 acres, 
respectively, on the western and north-western sides 
of White Crest Hill, are proposed to be donated to the 
Government of Bermuda for conservation manage-
ment purposes. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are all sensitive to the spe-
cial nature of many areas within Castle Harbour. And 
this specially crafted Order goes very far to satisfy this 
priority. We seek with this Order, and the conditions 
applied, to balance the national priority of tourism with 
the national priority of environmental protection. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to just briefly 
touch on and give attention to the Development and 
Planning Amendment Act 2011. 

Mr. Speaker, while drafting the Tucker’s Point 
SDO, Chambers recognised that a long, outstanding 
matter regarding whether or not an SDO should be 
subject to Parliamentary scrutiny had yet to be re-

solved. It was agreed that the Government would be 
best served by having SDOs subject to Parliamentary 
scrutiny. And that scrutiny should be via affirmative 
resolution procedure. 
 Through 2006, SDOs were classified as statu-
tory instruments and, under the Statutory Instruments 
Act of 1977, such instruments are subject to Parlia-
mentary scrutiny. From 2007, they were classified as 
Government notices rather than statutory instruments, 
and as a result, they were not required to be subject 
to Parliamentary scrutiny. 
 One critical feature of the statutory instrument 
is that it has legislative effect. Clarifying the Develop-
ment and Planning Act 1974 to provide for SDOs to 
be considered statutory instruments and for them to 
be subject to Parliamentary scrutiny via affirmative 
resolution procedure is, in my opinion and the opinion 
of this Government, serving the public interest. 
 Mr. Speaker, in short, having considered the 
advice of the Chambers, and in the interest of open-
ness and transparency, this Ministry proposes to 
amend the Development and Planning Act 1974 to 
clarify that a Special Development Order is a statutory 
instrument and thus subject to Parliamentary scrutiny. 
 Further, it is proposed that the appropriate 
scrutiny should be via affirmative resolution proce-
dure, thereby enabling the legislature to fully consider 
and debate all the permissions and conditions to be 
attached to a Special Development Order. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Roban. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member Min-
ister P. Minors. 

Minister P. Minors, from Smith’s North, has 
the floor. 
 
TUCKER’S POINT HOTEL AND SPA ANNOUNCE-

MENT 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased this morning 
to support this Special Development Order 2011 
which has been tabled by my honourable colleague 
Walter Roban, the Minister of Environment, Planning, 
and Infrastructure Strategy. 
 While the Honourable Member has the re-
sponsibility to explain to the House the rationale and 
reasons for tabling the Special Development Order, I 
wish, however, to expand further on how this SDO is 
another mechanism to ensure the Government sup-
ports in every way it can the continued revitalisation of 
our economic pillar, which is ailing, and that is the 
tourism sector. 
 Mr. Speaker, our hotel product is of national 
importance. Its success is vital to every facet of our 
community, and this SDO for the Tucker’s Point 
makes provision for an expansion of a hotel, and it 
has my full support. 
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 The Tucker’s Point success is important to the 
stakeholders who offer services in the industry, such 
as our restaurateurs, sports and leisure operators, taxi 
drivers, retail stores—the list is endless. Thus, any 
initiative that is implemented to help stimulate and 
grow our hotel product for the overall benefit of the 
people of this country is something this Government 
heartily embraces. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will also have heard me ex-
pand on Government’s commitment to investing in 
hotel development and how we as a Government look 
forward to working with Tucker’s Point during the 
planning and developmental stages of the project and 
on finalising development details. Tucker’s Point is a 
shining example of the new hope for the development 
of Bermuda’s hotel product. As such, the Ministry 
supports business solutions like this one, which en-
sures the long-term success of tourism. 
 Mr. Speaker, you and my honourable col-
leagues would be aware that the Tucker’s Point Hotel 
and Spa is the first luxury hotel to be built in Bermuda 
in more than 35 years. It has been a vital addition to 
Bermuda’s tourism economy and has raised the bar 
for hospitality facilities and services in Bermuda. 

Rosewood Hotel and Resorts has an interna-
tional reputation for the highest standards of quality 
and luxury, and their support and management of 
Tucker’s Point will ensure its continued operation at a 
high, impeccable standard. This brand’s presence 
brings wide international recognition for Bermuda. 

Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that recently 
Bermuda missed out on a golden opportunity to be 
featured as part of the Rosewood brand when the 
chain featured a series of prominent ads in such pub-
lications as the New York Times, the Wall Street 
Journal, and Conde Nast magazine. The ad [was] 
called the “More Rosewood promotional campaign.” 
The brand was featuring their signature luxury leisure 
properties. With the imminent signing of the Tucker’s 
Point property, Bermuda will be sure to be featured in 
this brand’s future worldwide advertising, directly mar-
keting to high-end quality visitors. 
 Simply put, Mr. Speaker, Rosewood Tucker’s 
Point is very keen to be a part of Rosewood and to 
benefit from the sales and marketing initiatives, and 
hence not miss out on such golden opportunities in 
the future. 
 Rosewood partnering with Tucker’s Point Club 
is proof that Bermuda is still a sought-after destination 
and that high-end luxurious brands have confidence in 
our market. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are considerable discus-
sions coming from certain sectors of the community 
about the current state of tourism in Bermuda. This 
Government is listening, Mr. Speaker, and is very 
cognisant of the delicate balance a society must have 
to maintain quality, environmentally enriched, open 
spaces and sustainable economic viability. 

 We are elected to make the best considered 
decisions for the present and the future. And I pro-
pose, Mr. Speaker, that this Government is keeping its 
commitment to the people in presenting the SDO for 
debate and discussion and putting forth clear, cogent 
reasons why we agree with this Order. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is understood that in order to 
compete and cope in this current climate, govern-
ments and tourism authorities around the world have 
had to readjust the way they position their tourism 
product. Competition has become ever sophisticated 
and focused as travel destinations vie with one an-
other for limited tourism dollars, to attract and main-
tain travellers who are now even more discerning on 
where they choose to spend their leisure time. And 
Bermuda is no different. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will recall that last month I 
travelled to Jamaica with our hoteliers to participate in 
the CTO Ministers meeting, as well as the Caribbean 
Hotel Association’s Caribbean Marketplace 2011. 
Represented hotels in Bermuda included the Fairmont 
Group, Elbow Beach, The Reefs, Cambridge 
Beaches, Tucker’s Point, Grotto Bay, and Coco Reef. 
It was an enlightening opportunity for me on several 
levels. But what I was most heartened by was bearing 
witness to the passion expressed by our hoteliers to 
increase the number of visitors in a collaborative mat-
ter, as well as their commitment to revitalising our 
bedrock of Bermuda’s success—tourism. 
 So how can we not embrace and support their 
efforts? It is our collective responsibility as a people, 
as a Government, and as a country. And to this Hon-
ourable House I say, How could we do anything but 
support the Tucker’s Point Special Development Or-
der 2011? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Minors. 
 I have just now looked at the clock, and I think 
it probably is the right time to catch the eye of Madam 
Premier. 
 Madam Premier has the floor. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to move that we ad-
journ for lunch. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to that motion? 
 Agreed to. 
 The House now stands adjourned for lunch, 
and will resume again at 2:00 pm. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:27 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:03 pm 
 
The Speaker: We left off hearing statements from 
Ministers, and therefore we will resume with Ministe-
rial Statements. 
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 I now recognise the Honourable Member Min-
ister D. Butterfield from Pembroke West Central. 
 Minister Butterfield has the floor. 
 

2011 EARTH HOUR ESSAY COMPETITION 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I rise this afternoon to share with my honour-
able colleagues and the people of Bermuda informa-
tion on the 2011 Earth Hour Essay Competition. This 
essay competition is being put on by BELCO in coop-
eration with Bermuda National Library, Youth Ser-
vices, and Greenrock. 
 Mr. Speaker, the focus of the essay competi-
tion is to encourage young people, age nine to 18 
years, to express how they can make a difference by 
addressing the theme “The Power of One; I Can Make 
Bermuda’s Energy Future Greener.” 

Mr. Speaker, the aim of the essay competition 
is to stimulate young people to creatively think about 
renewable energy in Bermuda, provide a means by 
which young people can implement and display their 
literacy skills, and empower young people to see that 
they can have a role in the future of Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are three age groups, 9 to 
11, 12 to 14, and 15 to 18 years. Winners have a 
chance to win a Kindle and cash prizes. Mr. Speaker, 
each first place winner’s school will receive $250 to 
use for an environmental project. The essay competi-
tion ends Friday, March 4, 2011. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is hoped that all students will 
take advantage of this essay competition to research 
the topic and think creatively about how they can 
make a difference to Bermuda’s future. We would like 
to encourage our young people to be a part of tomor-
row today. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Minister Butterfield has a further state-
ment. Carry on, Minister. 
 

BERMUDA NATIONAL LIBRARY’S OUTREACH 
SERVICES 

 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Also I would like to share with my honourable 
colleagues and the people of Bermuda information on 
the Bermuda National Library’s Outreach Services. 

Mr. Speaker as the Minister with responsibility 
for the Bermuda National Library, I wish to commend 
the staff of the Bermuda National Library’s Outreach 
Service for all their good work delivering books and 
other educational materials to Bermuda’s seniors and 
disabled. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Outreach Service was 
launched in May 2008, thanks to the generosity of the 
Ernest P. Stempel Foundation which gifted a van to 

the library especially for this service. The Library’s 
outreach assistant, Ms. Joan Vidale, operates this 
service and visits both public and private seniors’ 
residences throughout the islands. She disseminates 
books in print and audio, magazines, DVDs and music 
CDs, in addition to paperbacks, language disks, 
tapes, and foreign language books. Ms. Vidale also 
pays a return visit to pick up the items when the bor-
rower is finished with the material. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is a public service by the 
government. The seniors are particularly interested in 
large print books, and look forward to the visits which 
are scheduled weekly, bi-weekly, or on request, de-
pending on the needs of the seniors. 
 Mr. Speaker, in response to the seniors’ inter-
est, short readings of Bermuda’s history and culture 
are also provided as they can particularly relate to 
Bermuda’s trailblazers and the personalities of the 
past. Other areas of interest are religion, folktales, 
poetry, and anecdotes. The Library has also recently 
purchased sing-along style music CD’s for their en-
joyment and, on occasion, local newspapers are also 
read. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Outreach Service attempts 
to offer hassle-free choices to our seniors from the 
Library’s varied collection of printed and audio litera-
ture, and I must again emphasise that this is a public 
service available upon request. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am very grateful to Ms. Vidale 
for providing such a worthwhile service for so many 
seniors and disabled people in our community. The 
simple act of borrowing books is often hampered by 
the lack of transportation or mobility issues, and this 
service ensures that everyone has access to the Li-
brary’s materials, and for that I wish to extend my 
deepest thanks. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield. 
 Are there any further Ministerial Statements?
 I now recognise the Honourable Minister Z. 
De Silva from Southampton East Central. 
 Minister De Silva has the floor. 
 
DEVELOPMENT OF A NATIONAL HEALTH PLAN 

FOR BERMUDA 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in November of 2009, the Gov-
ernment’s Throne Speech announced that a new na-
tional health plan would be developed. I stand today 
to inform this Honourable House that my Ministry has 
now delivered on this initiative and I will soon be re-
leasing a consultation paper with proposals for the 
conceptual and organisational reform of Bermuda’s 
health system. It will be a pivotal moment in the his-
tory of health care in our country. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the national 
health plan will help to focus our discussions on health 



468 4 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

care in this Honourable House. So, today I want to 
provide some background and an overview of the na-
tional health plan as a preview prior to the release of 
the plan for public consultation. 
 My honourable colleagues are aware that the 
need for this initiative arose from long term concerns 
about the cost of health care and the difficulty for 
some of our country’s men and women to be able to 
get the health care they need. 

Members will also be aware that the Bermuda 
Health Council and the Department of Health have 
recently published the seminal report Health in Re-
view, which provides invaluable information on the 
strengths and weaknesses of our island’s health sys-
tem. Armed with this clear evidence, we can now 
forge ahead with the steps needed to build on our 
strengths and address our weaknesses. 
 Mr. Speaker, the core structure of the Ber-
muda health system was established by the Health 
Insurance Act 1970. The Act provides for Bermuda’s 
health system to be financed primarily through com-
pulsory private insurance for employed persons and 
their spouses, and, secondarily, through government 
subsidies for children, seniors and less privileged indi-
viduals. 
 The Act mandates that employers must pro-
vide health insurance and pay 50 per cent of the 
minimum package—the standard hospital benefit. The 
subsidies cover the standard hospital benefit for those 
groups previously outlined. 

It should be noted that the standard hospital 
benefit only includes hospitalisation charges. The fees 
charged by doctors who are not employed by the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board are not covered, nor are 
fees for other aspects of health care, such as primary 
care, dental care and prescription drugs. 
 The payment of these costs is at the discre-
tion of voluntary insurance schemes or for individuals 
to pay themselves. This has been the core structure of 
Bermuda’s health system for 40 years. It has served 
us well for four decades, but, as is clear, this structure 
is no longer adequate. 
 Mr. Speaker, it no longer enough for us as a 
wealthy country to continue to treat health coverage 
as a privilege of employment or as welfare for the 
poor; it is unacceptable that although we spend more 
on health care than almost any other developed coun-
try we cannot provide an adequate level of coverage 
for all Bermudians. It is unacceptable, Mr. Speaker, 
that we call ourselves a humane and civilized com-
munity but expect our poorest citizens to pay the 
same for their health coverage as our wealthiest resi-
dents. 
 Mr. Speaker, our health system is expensive 
and is not equitable. We have a choice; we can leave 
the health care system to function as it presently does 
and accept the inevitable consequences, or we can 
take the bold step of joining the developed countries 
of the world and undertake the necessary reform. 

 Mr. Speaker, since the completion of the 
Oughton Report in 1996, there have been over 15 
health care reviews in Bermuda. These reviews have 
repeatedly identified gaps within our health system. 
Some of the reviews covered similar ground, and oth-
ers had specific areas of focus. However, there are 
common themes in the problems they identified and in 
the recommendations they made. 

In particular, the main recommendations from 
the report, which came up again and again, are: 

• to review the standard hospital benefit; 
• contain the rate of increase in health care 

costs; 
• address the less-than-equitable access to 

insurance coverage for some sectors of 
our community; 

• place greater emphasis on prevention and 
health promotion; 

• reform the reimbursement methodology 
for providers; 

• and establish a central electronic data re-
pository for all health care data. 

 
 Mr. Speaker, it is clear that we have com-
pleted sufficient reviews of the health care system and 
that we have a sound base of evidence on which to 
determine what aspects of the system need attention. 
In addition, the Health in Review report has also pro-
vided a significant rate of statistical data on the per-
formance of our health system. 

Mr. Speaker, in particular I draw your attention 
to the following. Bermuda enjoys the same life expec-
tancy as the average developed nation. We are 
amongst the best maternal mortality rates and infant 
mortality rates. Although cancer is one of our major 
killers, our overall cancer mortality rate is better than 
most countries. We have sufficient health care profes-
sionals to service our small yet densely populated is-
land, and excellent public health and primary care 
services that reach the majority of our population. We 
have a good hospital, producing good outcomes with 
links to some of the finest hospitals on the east coast 
of the United States. And, above all, our health sys-
tem enjoys a very robust level of financing. 

We have a lot of be proud of, and a lot of 
strengths to build on. However, Mr. Speaker, all is not 
well within our health system. The main problems be-
come clear when we compare ourselves to countries 
in the OECD, which is one of the functions of the 
Health in Review report. 

To start, our health system costs more per 
capita than most other countries, Mr. Speaker. In fact, 
after making allowances for cost of living, Bermuda 
has the second most expensive health care system in 
the developed world. It is important to note that, Mr. 
Speaker, and I will repeat it. After making allowances 
for cost of living, so we make those adjustments, cost 
of living in Bermuda as opposed to cost of living in 
other countries— 
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[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you . . . uh-uh! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: You cannot do that! That is not permit-
ted! 
 Carry on Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we had a little interruption there, 
but let me . . . 
 
The Speaker: I apologise. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I understand you have to 
do your job, sir, yes I do. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to emphasise the 
fact that allowances for the cost of living were made 
when comparisons were made between Bermuda and 
other countries, and we had the second most expen-
sive health care system in the developed world. This 
is in direct contrast to the statistical data, which indi-
cates that our life expectancy to health expenditure 
ratio is amongst the worst in the developed world. 
 Mr. Speaker, of the 30 OECD countries, 22 
have a longer life expectancy than Bermuda. Only 8 
countries have a life expectancy lower than ours and 
the OECD average, and these are Denmark, the 
United States, the Czech Republic, Poland, Mexico, 
the Slovak Republic, Hungary and Turkey. 

On the other hand, Mr. Speaker, France is 
widely regarded as having one of the best health care 
systems in the world, yet we spend nearly 30 per cent 
more on the health care than the French, and we live 
two years less. Our health care expenditure is nearly 
twice that of Japan, but, on an average, Bermudians 
live three and a half years less. This is not good news, 
Mr. Speaker; not good news at all. 
 Of course, life expectancy is not solely a func-
tion of the amount of money spent on the health sys-
tem. There are many lifestyle factors that contribute to 
the health of the population, and the Health in Review 
report illustrates those areas where Bermuda does 
poorly; for example, obesity, diabetes and heart dis-
ease. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us not fool ourselves that 
these are the lone causes of our poorer than average 
life expectancy. Most other countries have more 
smokers, more seniors, more cancer, more suicide 
and a multitude of other health problems when com-
pared with Bermuda. So lifestyle alone does not ex-
plain our predicament. 
 Mr. Speaker, what we have to remember is 
that most countries in the OECD spend less on health 
care than we do, but they provide coverage to 100 per 
cent of their population. Health coverage is key be-

cause it enables access to health services, provides 
financial security and results in better health for eve-
ryone. 
 Mr. Speaker, the situation in Bermuda is that 
5 per cent to 10 per cent of our population does not 
have health insurance. Compare that to the OECD, 
where only four countries have more than 2 per cent 
of the population without coverage, and these coun-
tries are the United States, Turkey, Mexico and the 
Slovak Republic. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is a terrible indictment on our 
country that we do not get a greater rate of return from 
our high level of expenditure on health care. But what 
is worse, what is truly unacceptable, is the way we 
allow the system to treat the most vulnerable amongst 
us. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have grown fond of the saying, 
“a community is judged by the way it treats its weak-
est members.” For me, this encapsulates a very basic 
principle about our humanity. Any group of people, no 
matter how big or small, can only be as strong as the 
weakest amongst them. A team can only go as fast as 
its slowest members. Well, what are we doing with our 
weakest members, Mr. Speaker? I refuse to believe 
that Bermuda intended that its health system would 
leave people behind. I refuse to believe that we inten-
tionally created a system that the poor and the elderly 
would not be able to afford. 

This is not my Bermuda, Mr. Speaker, and I 
sincerely hope that is not the Bermuda that I know you 
all work day and night for. And yet, Mr. Speaker, that 
is what we have today. We have a health system in 
which the poor pay disproportionately more for health 
coverage than the better off, so much so that those 
who need it most often have to go without. 

Our level of health expenditure per capita is 
equal to about 20 per cent of a poor household’s in-
come and about 3 per cent of a wealthy household’s 
income. This is clearly not affordable for those at the 
lower end and is also not fair and equitable. I know if I 
or any of my honourable colleagues spent 20 per cent 
of our household incomes on health care, we would 
be up in arms to say the least, Mr. Speaker. Yet we 
have allowed our health system to create this gross 
inequity. 
 Mr. Speaker, the World Health Organization 
states that one of the main goals of a health system is 
to exact a fair financial contribution from its members. 
The current structure of our health system does not 
allow us to meet this global goal, and at the rate 
health costs are rising, the problem will only get 
worse, not better, if we do not address it as a matter 
of urgency. 
 Mr. Speaker, the need for reform has long 
been identified. The time for reform is now. The na-
tional health plan will lay the foundation for a 21st cen-
tury health system for Bermuda. It will outline new 
goals for our health sector, provide direction for future 
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reforms and, most importantly, it will set new founding 
principles for our health system. 
 The plan will be focused on addressing the 
rate of increase in health care costs and the inequity 
associated with system structure and expenditure lev-
els. It will refocus our values so we abandon the cur-
rent approach to health care as a privilege of em-
ployment and move forward to treat it as a fundamen-
tal human right, a right to which all residents must ac-
cess based on need—not on an ability to pay. The 
plan will also outline the cost containment measures 
necessary to ensure [that] our health system can be-
come sustainable yet continue to prosper. 

The proposed reforms will by no means pro-
vide a complete overhaul of the health system. As 
indicated earlier, we have a number of strengths, and 
we must build on these. Many aspects of the current 
system will remain unchanged. However, Mr. Speaker 
the areas where problems have persisted for decades 
will be addressed. In particular, these include access, 
quality, and efficiency. 
 With regard to access, we want to achieve the 
OECD gold standard and see a better level of cover-
age. The plan also seeks to make coverage affordable 
so that we all share in the care and well-being of our 
community. 

When it comes to quality, we want to see 
more achieved for the level of resources we are in-
vesting, and we believe this is possible with better 
targeting, better payment structures and better moni-
toring. 

And on efficiency, the plan sets out the 
mechanisms that will be implemented to affect costs 
efficiencies. These will touch on— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Visitors, all you can do when you come 
in here . . . you can take a seat. Anything else is a 
discourtesy to this House. 
 Carry on, Minister. I apologise. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No apology needed, Mr. 
Speaker, I understand. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will just carry on. On efficiency, 
the plan sets out the mechanisms that will be imple-
mented to effect cost efficiencies. These will touch on 
cost containment, health promotion, and other struc-
tural reforms. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I draw to a close, I also want 
to point out a very important element of this discus-
sion: that a better, fairer health system does not have 
to be more expensive; it just needs to be smarter. We 
can see from the Health in Review report that other 
countries have managed to achieve more with less. It 
is clear that we do not have to throw more money at 
our health system to achieve the gains seen in other 
jurisdictions. What we need to do is change the way 
some aspects of the health system are structured, re-

channel the way we approach health care, coordinate 
health care, and finance health care. 
 Mr. Speaker, the key to our success is to dis-
miss previously held assumptions about what works 
and look at the cold hard evidence. We have to look 
closely at our health system, and without bias, to see 
what produces better outcomes, what produces better 
health care, and what produces fairer access. But, Mr. 
Speaker, we need to be bold, and we need to be 
brave, because carrying on doing what we have been 
doing will only lead us to exactly what we have been 
getting, and I think most of us want to see something 
better. 

Better means more cost effective, it means 
value for money. Better means health care costs af-
fordable to the economy. Better means a reduced 
burden on employers and a fairer deal for individuals 
and families. So be mindful, Mr. Speaker, the evi-
dence makes it abundantly clear that we can get bet-
ter value for money, that we can get better outcomes 
and a fairer system without increasing costs. Bermuda 
is not alone in the world in trying to reform its health 
system to achieve these goals, but we are unique in 
the world in enjoying the combination of size, afflu-
ence, and solidarity, qualities that can make these 
goals a reality for our small island nation. 
 Mr. Speaker the people of Bermuda—our 
people—deserve and want an equitable and more 
efficient health system. The national health plan will 
seek to deliver these requirements. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping and applause] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister De Silva, the Hon-
ourable Member from Southampton East Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member 
Dame Jennifer Smith, Minister of Education from St. 
George’s North. 
 Dame Jennifer has the floor. 
 

WORLD EDUCATION FORUM 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to take this oppor-
tunity to update this Honourable House regarding my 
recent trip to the United Kingdom to attend the World 
Education Forum taking place from the 12th to the 14th 
of January this year. The trip was perfectly timed to 
allow me to test conclusions based on discussions I 
had been having with various stakeholders regarding 
the Bermuda public school system and to learn from 
best practice elsewhere. 
 Mr. Speaker, I must publicly thank His Excel-
lency the Governor for forwarding the invitation from 
the Right Honourable Michael Gove, Secretary of 
State for Education in the UK, and for suggesting that 
I might find it beneficial to attend. I travelled with my 



Official Hansard Report 4 February 2011  471 
 

 House of Assembly 

Permanent Secretary, Mr. Warren Jones, and it would 
be fair to say that we both came back energised and 
ready to jump headlong into the task ahead. 
 Mr. Speaker, the theme of the conference was 
“Education for Economic Success.” It was attended by 
education ministers from some of the world’s leading 
educational jurisdictions. Kim Catcheside, the forum 
moderator (a BBC commentator) started us off by not-
ing that a man with a tertiary education will provide an 
additional one million dollars to the economy. An ex-
tremely powerful and provocative statement, particu-
larly if you consider the converse, and how much we 
spend on those who have not or who might not 
achieve a satisfactory level of education in order to be 
gainfully employed. 
 Mr. Speaker, allow me to share with my hon-
ourable colleagues some of the wisdom of the pre-
senters at the conference. The opening speaker was 
Ignacio Rodriguez Hernandez, a student from Cara-
cas, Venezuela, who was chosen to present student 
concerns to the audience. Among other things, he 
noted that “Education needs to be centred on the 
needs of learners,” and he described that we must 
“stimulate creativity, curiosity and develop skills” and 
“not just talk to their brains.” 
 The Director of the World Bank, Dr. Elizabeth 
King, quoted UNESCO Institute of Statistics in support 
of her assertion that “There had been significant pro-
gress in education for all in low income countries.” 
That was good news, particularly as she further noted 
that “an increase of one deviation in reading scores 
can equate to two gradient points in a countries GDP.” 
 New Zealand, Mr. Speaker, has one of the 
most effective education systems in the world. Their 
Minister for Education, the Honourable Anne Tolley, 
noted that education represents 17 per cent of gov-
ernment spending and 4 per cent of her countries 
GDP. Although New Zealand graduates the most stu-
dents with a national certificate, they are currently 
working to improve and change attitudes to early 
childhood education with their 18 per cent Maori popu-
lation. 
 Andreas Schleicher, Special Advisor to the 
Secretary General and Education Policy and Head of 
the Indicators and Analysis Division of the Organisa-
tion for Economic Cooperation and Development 
(OECD) spoke on why quality in education matters for 
economic success and what it takes to improve it. He 
gave the audience the latest results of the PISA (Pro-
gram for International Student Assessment) which 
indicates international educational achievement and 
tells us which nations have the best performing sys-
tems. Mr. Schleicher noted that leaders of education 
reform need to be powerful communicators. 

He said in Shanghai (which is one of the 
highest performing systems in the world) good per-
forming schools are contracted to assist poor perform-
ing schools, and noted that high performing countries 
believe that all children can achieve. 

He concluded, “Attracting, developing and re-
taining high performing teachers is critical. Schools 
with less autonomy do not do as well as schools with 
more autonomy. Empowering administrators is the 
way to improve schools, and schools must match the 
world around them.” 
 The Right Honourable Michael Gove, the MP 
and UK Secretary of State for Education, began with 
this quote that I think is also applicable here. He said, 
“The great Italian Marxist thinker once enjoined on his 
followers an attitude he defined as ‘pessimism of the 
intellect, optimism of the will.’ What he meant was that 
we should be clear eyed about the difficulties we face 
but undaunted, determined and resolute in our belief 
they can be overcome.” 

He noted that the government’s “White Paper 
was called The Importance of Teaching, because 
nothing matters more in improving education than giv-
ing every child access to the best possible teaching 
and ensuring that every moment of interaction be-
tween teacher and student yields results.” 

Irina Bokova, the Director General UNSECO, 
stated that the fastest movers have been those willing 
to invest in education and health. She noted that one 
extra year of school can improve one’s earnings by 10 
per cent, and concluded by saying that education is 
the path to good citizenship. 
 Sir Michael Barber of McKinsey & Company, 
a visionary educationalist who owns a timeshare in 
Bermuda by the way, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: —is credited with shap-
ing the English education system as a leading advisor 
to Tony Blair’s Government. Sir Michael, the author of 
How the World’s Best Performing School Systems 
Come Out On Top and How the World’s Most Im-
proved School Systems Keep Getting Better, spoke 
on the topic “The Possibility of Global Education Re-
form.” 

He noted that simply spending more money is 
not the answer, with a chart indicating that those 
countries spending the most were among the lowest 
performers, while those spending the least (including 
Korea, Finland, the Netherlands and Australia) were 
among the highest performers. He concluded that 
teacher quality is the most important lever in improv-
ing student outcomes. 
 Professor Michael Fullan, Professor Emeritus 
of the Ontario Institute [for Studies in] Education, 
spoke on whole system reform. He shared that the 
only way to get change is with high quality political 
and technical leadership, and urged ministers to focus 
on a small number of ambitious strategic goals. 
 Mr. Speaker, I took the time to quote the 
words of several of the speakers because of the im-
portance of their message. Their presentations were 
confirmation that our thoughts about the Bermuda 
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public school system are in line with the thinking of the 
world’s best performing jurisdictions. 
 Mr. Speaker, the entire experience was in-
vigorating and informative, and we have returned to 
the Ministry of Education undaunted, determined and 
resolute in our belief that any difficulty can be over-
come. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Dame Jennifer, the Minister 
of Education from St. George’s North. 
 Are there any further Ministerial Statements? I 
believe there are. 

No?  
All right, we are going to move on. 
Minister Scott . . . sorry. 

 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member 
Mr. N. Simons. 

Mr. Simons from Smith’s South has the floor. 
 

QUESTION ON TUCKER’S POINT DEVELOPMENT 
ORDER 2011 

 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 These questions may be answered by either 
the Minister of the Environment or the Minister of 
Tourism as they gave a joint statement. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: No, we gave separate state-
ments. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Okay, well then I will 
address it to the [Minister of the] Environment. 
 Mr. Speaker . . .  
 
The Speaker: Yes, what is the question? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: You will note that this is 
the third SDO for— 
 
The Speaker: No, we should have a question though. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I am . . . I am getting to 
it. 
 
The Speaker: Well, phrase it . . . 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Sorry, Mr. Speaker this 
is the fourth SDO for Tucker’s Point and my question 
is—and I have a couple of supplemental. 
 

The Speaker: Yes, that is all right. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Have they seen the 
master plan, and how many more SDO’s does 
Tucker’s Point intend to present to this House? How 
many more will there be coming forth? That is my first 
question. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, take your seat. 

Minister Roban from Pembroke East. Minis-
ter? 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
some guidance here because I have tabled the Order 
which actually has much detail about what is planned 
in it, and I would not want to presume or get ahead of 
our obvious discussion of the Order itself. 

But what I can say is that a development plan 
has been made available for scrutiny, and I would en-
courage the Honourable Member to approach 
Tucker’s Point to get answers about the actual plan, 
but there is a Development Plan with what they pre-
sented to us as we considered the Order. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 

Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Supplemental, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, Mr. Simons 
has a supplementary. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker I under-
stand that this is in the best interests of tourism and I 
support that endeavour. My question is, is Tucker’s 
Point in the business solely of tourism and developing 
residential properties? Because the SDO considered 
residential issues as well as hotel expansion issues. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Minister Roban is going to answer. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I would encourage the Hon-
ourable Member to ask that question of the Tucker’s 
Point developing group. 
 Thank you. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Supplemental on the 
same issue, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, the Minis-
ter of Tourism indicated that the SDO was crucial for 
tourism. Mr. Speaker, this additional SDO provides 15 
residential units; the previous provided 40 residential 
units. So, Mr. Speaker, are those 40 residential units 
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going to be part of the tourism stock or are they sold 
to raise capital for the company? 
 
The Speaker: Minister Roban, do you wish to re-
spond? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: I apologise. Minister Minors is going to 
respond. 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 As we appreciate, it is common knowledge as 
to the fact that there are some financial challenges 
being experienced by many of our hotel institutions 
and Tucker’s Point is not one that is immune to this. 
So, yes, this SDO has been presented on the basis of 
having a mixed composition—that of the hotel, the 
fractional and the condominium. There are some 
segments within the SDO that will be for the purposes 
of generating the appropriate level of capital to meet 
financial obligations. That is to answer that question. 
 There is also, obviously, the component per-
taining to the hotel. Today I just returned from having 
been to a press conference, whereby Rosewood has 
made known their decision that it will be the flag for 
Tucker’s Point, and that will have a wealth of impor-
tance and significance to this jurisdiction and particu-
larly to Tucker’s Point as they move forward in gener-
ating more capital not just for their institution but for all 
hotel developers in Bermuda. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Minors. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: One last supplemental, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Can this Government tell us what controls 
they have in place to limit the number of residential 
properties being developed under SDO’s? 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Minister Roban? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I would encourage the Hon-
ourable Member to review the actual SDO order. It is 
quite detailed in there as to what lots are made avail-
able. Other than that, I would also encourage the 
Honourable Member to speak to the Tucker’s Point 
group as to their development plans as to what they 
are going to do as it relates to that. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 

 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I am not talking about 
specifically Tucker’s Point. The question is what con-
trols does the Government have to limit the use of 
SDO’s for residential properties? It is a Government 
question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Minister Roban. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, that is not my 
statement. That was not the subject of my statement, 
so I cannot answer that question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Thank you Minister. 
 Any further questions? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. C. 
Swan, from Southampton West Central. 

Mr. Swan has the floor. 
 

QUESTION ON ANTI-DOPING IN SPORTS 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my questions are directed to the 
ministerial statement presented by the Honourable 
Glenn Blakeney, Minister of Youth, Family, Sports and 
Community Development. 
 The legislation to be tabled today to do with 
drugs and the WADA (World Anti-Drug Agency) legis-
lation . . . there are just a couple of things. In reading 
through the ministerial statement it sort of jumped out 
to me. This legislation has been sort of ratified by the 
UK in respect to Bermuda back in 2006, and we are 
four and a half years after that. There is more legisla-
tion to come. 
 
The Speaker: What is the question? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: There is more legislation to 
come, from what the statement says, and I just won-
dered if it might be prudent to wait until the additional 
legislation comes so it all can be done at the same 
time instead of being debated next week. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, let the Minister answer. 
 Minister Blakeney has the floor. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I had a very, very brief conversation with the 
Honourable Member. It is about a compliance issue—
sooner is better than later, number one, and we have 
to be in compliance. We have already been granted 
an extension. This legislation was supposed to have 
been operative by the end of 2010. As a result, the 
framework relative to the compliance issues in the 
legislative process that has to be enacted by law must 
go forward. There is no logical reason to postpone. 
The ancillary legislation is coming, because it is a 
moving target relative to WADA. 
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 WADA took until 2009 to affirm their code, 
and we had to wait on that before we drafted our leg-
islation, and we had to go deep to ensure that there 
were no overbearing concerns regarding the context 
of Bermuda. 
 Notwithstanding that, it is all about compli-
ance, and if we are to be internationally recognised to 
the degree that we are in compliance in competing 
overseas (or in Bermuda) hosting events, we have no 
choice in this particular matter. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 

Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes, just a follow up ques-
tion. With what the Minister has just said, we have 
been given an extension. Does that extension then 
cover a period under which the subsequent legislation 
will be tabled and be able to be debated? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, it does. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: One last question. I am not 
sure which paragraph it is. Is it envisaged by the Min-
istry that the body to be formed here will actually per-
form the (I was reading the wording and I quite did not 
understand) actual testing, or just govern the perform-
ance of it? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: It is all relative; it depends. 
For instance, elite athletes will be subjected to testing 
anywhere in the world within 24 hours of notification, 
which means that they have to, by the WADA code, 
project out three months in advance where they are 
going to be at any given time. 

So some of the testing will be done overseas, 
some will be done here. However, those samples that 
are taken here may not be able to be tested here per 
se, because we do not have the kind of sophisticated 
testing equipment for some of the substances that are 
on the banned list. So invariably, certain samples will 
have to be tested in labs abroad that do have those 
facilities. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Jackson, Pembroke South West. 
 Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—DEVELOPMENT OF A NA-
TIONAL HEALTH PLAN FOR BERMUDA 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to ask the Honourable Member 
Zane De Silva, Minister of Health, to what extent did 
the Minister and the Ministry of Health seek consulta-
tion on the national health plan from the Opposition, 

who represent over 47 per cent of the people of Ber-
muda? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Mrs. Jackson. 
 Minister De Silva is going to respond. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, we consulted 
a very wide, across the country . . .  
 
An Hon. Member: But not across the island. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: We went straight to the 
people, the very people that I think the Honourable 
Mrs. Jackson is referring to are the folks that we con-
sulted. I do not think we left too many out of that net, 
Mr. Speaker. Not at all. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am speaking of formal 
consultation. Will the Minister please give me a ball 
park estimate; [was it] one consultation, two, twenty, 
or none, with the Opposition, the United Bermuda 
Party? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, let me just 
say this. I hope this is not a sign of what is going to 
come from the Opposition when we debate the health 
plan, because . . . do you know what, Mr. Speaker? 
This is a national health plan for the people of this 
country, and it is not politics. 
 Mr. Speaker, everyone that could be con-
sulted was consulted, and that includes UBP mem-
bers or UBP supporters in this country, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member Mrs. Jackson 
has a further question. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I want to preface my ques-
tion with the fact that I am very pleased to see a na-
tional health plan, and the Minister and I have a very 
good relationship and it is going to be cordial, I am 
sure. 

But I am interested Mr. Speaker, in whether 
the Minister understands that in most governments, 
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over a monumental health plan or a plan affecting so 
many people—all the people of a country—that it is 
usually . . . are you aware of the fact that most democ-
ratic countries consult their Opposition over such a 
far-reaching plan? Is the Minister aware of that fact? 
 
The Speaker: Minister, do you wish to answer? 
 The Minister is refusing to answer. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member from 
Paget East, Dr. Gibbons. 
 Dr. Gibbons has the floor. 
 

QUESTION NO. 2—DEVELOPMENT OF A NA-
TIONAL HEALTH PLAN FOR BERMUDA 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this question is for the Minister 
of Health, and I am on page five of his statement at 
the very top of the page. With your permission, if I just 
read the sentence it will make clear what the question 
is. 
 The Minister says, I quote, “It is estimated that 
in Bermuda there are 5 per cent to 10 per cent of the 
population who do not have health insurance.” 
 My question for the Honourable Member is 
within this 5 per cent to 10 per cent, are there indi-
viduals who may not have formal health insurance but 
do have access to health care through financial assis-
tance or indigent subsidy? 
 
The Speaker: Minister De Silva is going to respond. 
 Minister De Silva? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
speak specifically, but I would certainly think they are, 
yes. 

No one goes without coverage, Mr. Speaker. 
No one will be turned away from health coverage, as 
the Honourable Member surely knows, from health 
care. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Within that 5 per 
cent to 10 per cent, does the Minister believe that 
there may be some individuals who simply do not 
want to have health care insurance coverage? 
 
The Speaker: Minister De Silva is going to respond. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I cannot speak for those 
that may be in that position, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 Any further questions? 
 

The Speaker: Then we will move on. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR  
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: The next item is Congratulatory and 
Obituary Speeches. However, I am taking the view 
that as a further mark of respect, it might be ideal to 
suspend it and Members will have an opportunity to 
catch up at the next meeting. Since we have such 
glowing tributes to a former . . . as a mark of respect, I 
think we probably should suspend it. 
 Do I have the concurrence of the House? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: So ordered. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR 
THE ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT PUBLIC 
IMPORTANCE 

  
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Minister Roban from Pembroke East. 
 Minister? 
 

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 I am introducing this Bill, the Development 
and Planning Amendment Act 2011, as it seeks to 
clarify a doubt that has arisen as to the parliamentary 
procedure applicable to Development Orders made 
under section 15 of the Development and Planning 
Act 1974. 
 Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Roban. 
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 Any further . . . I am sorry, I was trying to look 
down and see who was going be next. 
 I recognise Minister Weeks from Pembroke 
East. 
 Minister Weeks, you have the floor. 
 

BERMUDA HOUSING AMENDMENT ACT 2011 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing this Bill, the 
Bermuda Housing Amendment Act 2011, as it seeks 
to amend the Bermuda Housing Act 1980, to extend 
the application of the Act to structures that are used 
for temporary accommodations. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: I thank you, Minister. 
 I now recognise Minister G. Blakeney from 
Devonshire North Central. 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 I am introducing this Bill, the Anti-Doping in 
Sport Act 2011, as it provides for the application of the 
International Convention Against Doping in Sports 
2005 to Bermuda, and the establishment of the Ber-
muda Sport Anti-Doping Authority, also known by its 
acronym as BSADA. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. All of which Bills 
under Standing Order 28 do not require leave of the 
House. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTION 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 

The Speaker: Order number one is the second read-
ing of the Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 
2010, in the name of the Minister of Health. 
 I now recognise the Minister of Health, the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Z. De Silva, from Southamp-
ton East Central. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 

SECOND READING 
 

OPTOMETRISTS AND OPTICIANS AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bill [be] entitled 
the Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011. 
 

The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to stand here today to introduce the Optometrists and 
Opticians Amendment Act 2011 for the consideration 
of this Honourable House. 
 Mr. Speaker, the regulation of health care pro-
fessionals is essential to ensure high quality care. The 
Optometrists and Opticians Act 2008 is the legislation 
that guarantees standards of practice in optometry 
through registration, monitoring and disciplinary pro-
cedures of professionals. 
 The 2008 Act repealed the 1973 Act and was 
supplemented by the 2010 Optometrists and Opti-
cians Regulations. As a result of these legislative ini-
tiatives, Bermuda adopted modern vision care prac-
tices for professionals. The Optometrists and Opti-
cians Council is the legislative body charged with en-
suring [that] these high standards of professional 
competence and conduct are upheld to advise the 
Ministry of Health on issues pertaining to them. 
 Accordingly, the Council and the Ministry’s 
efforts to advance standards for professional practices 
are ongoing. Since the Act was last changed, the Op-
tometrists and Opticians Council has recommended 
further amendments to address key issues around 
professional development and re-registration. In re-
viewing their recommendations, the Ministry of Health 
found additional items requiring immediate attention. 
These items included provisions to ensure greater 
clarity regarding the functions of [the] Council and the 
administration of the Act and changes to the discipli-
nary and appeals procedures. 
 Mr. Speaker, these additional items were 
identified due to the ongoing review of all legislation 
related to health care professionals in Bermuda. The 
system-wide review is occurring for two reasons. First, 
a 2005 Supreme Court judgment resulted in a neces-
sary review of all health legislation with regard to 
boards’ and councils’ disciplinary procedures. And 
second, in 2008, the Bermuda Health Council recom-
mended the standardisation of health care profession 
regulations to promote equity and efficiency in the 
regulatory system. 
 Accordingly, this amendment Act has several 
impacts. The proposed amendments begin to stan-
dardise practices across health care professions, 
therefore improving Bermuda’s regulatory system. As 
a result of adopting these standards, the Act also bet-
ter safeguards public welfare as the new standards 
improve upon the old. In addition, the changes ensure 
optometrists and opticians are subject to a more just 
disciplinary system. Finally, these proposed changes 
require amendments to the Optometrists and Opti-
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cians Regulations 2010, which are currently being 
drafted. 
 Mr. Speaker, these positive impacts on op-
tometry in Bermuda and our regulatory system are 
achieved through modest changes to the 2008 Act. 
These changes, developed in consultation with the 
Optometrists and Opticians Council, are to: 

• ensure consistency of the language as it re-
lates to the Minister of Health and the Perma-
nent Secretary of Health; 

• establish the Council as a corporate body; 
• establish an English language requirement for 

practitioners; 
• address re-registration requirements, includ-

ing continuing professional education, to en-
sure consistency with other health profession 
acts and address concerns related to the dis-
cipline and appeals procedures. 

 
 Mr. Speaker, although the changes are small, 
the Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011 
ensures high standards of practice that protect both 
the providers and the patients. I look forward to the 
support of all my Honourable Colleagues as we de-
bate this important amendment. 
 With those brief introductory remarks, I will 
take my seat. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister De Silva. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Jackson, Shadow Minister of Health from 
Pembroke South West. 
 Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 This is basically what we would call house-
keeping amendments to this Act, and I have to say 
that we are well served by our optometrists and opti-
cian (we only have one optician on the island I under-
stand) and this Bill, of course, seeks to streamline and 
update the older Bill. 

I have to say that not only are we well served 
by the optometrists and optician here, but we now 
have a Bermudian that is about the take the place of 
one of our senior optometrists. This is a young Ber-
mudian woman who is working with that optometrist 
on her holidays and he is hoping—and I think it 
probably is a done deal—that when he retires she will 
take over. So we are going to continue with having 
Bermudians in that practice. 
 Now as I said, this is strictly housekeeping; 
there is really nothing contentious about this. There 
have been several optometrists who have stopped 
me, though, who do have minor concerns, which I will 
elaborate on when we get into Committee. 

They are talking about what I just said to the 
Minister a few minutes ago during the question pe-
riod—a lack of consultation with them. They, as senior 
optometrists in Bermuda, who have been here for 

many, many years, were not consulted about this. And 
it was a fait accompli, and they did have a few ques-
tions about it, which, as I said, I will talk about later on. 
 I want to say that their excellent reputation in 
Bermuda is something that I mentioned when we did 
the Bill a year or so ago and that is that optometrists 
are seen as sometimes the person to be seen rather 
than the ophthalmologist. And I told the story of Presi-
dent Carter, who preferred to see the optometrist 
rather than his ophthalmologist. And for those of you 
that do not know the difference, the optometrist, of 
course, is trained to recognise eye diseases, but he 
certainly cannot treat them, the ophthalmologist does 
that. The optician is the person who makes the 
glasses. So you have the three categories, and we 
are talking about the optometrist and the optician. 
 I think that, again, as this is strictly house-
keeping, I will stop there and voice my concerns from 
the clauses as they come up. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 

Any further speakers? No further speakers. 
The Minister in charge has a right to reply. 

   
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I certainly 
appreciate my Honourable Member opposite. I am 
sure she may have some minor points to make in 
Committee. And, on that note, I would like to move 
that the Bill be committed, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection to that motion? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Agreed to. 

Will the Honourable Member, Mr. W. Per-
inchief, Deputy Speaker, from Pembroke Central, 
please take the Chair of Committee? 

 
House in Committee at 3:02 pm 

 
COMMITTEE ON BILL 

 
[Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief, Chairman] 
 

OPTOMETRISTS AND OPTICIANS AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
The Chairman: Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to propose that we 
move all the clauses at once, unless there is any dis-
agreement to that, Mr. Chairman, 1 through 15. That 
is number . . . that is my first question, Mr. Chair-
man—can we move all clauses simultaneously? 
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The Chairman: Thank you. Move all clauses, 1 
through 15? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I would like to speak on the 
clauses. 
 
The Chairman: Does any Member wish to speak to 
clauses 1 to 15? 

Yes. The Honourable Member would like to 
speak to the clauses 1 through 15. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: Just give— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, all right.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, then, I will speak. 
Yes, I will speak. 
 
The Chairman: Identify . . . 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: On clause 6, this reduces 
by one year the time period registered optometrists 
and registered opticians have to re-register and re-
apply for registration. This is the point that I made in 
the opening statement—that there are several op-
tometrists who are grieved by this. They had three 
years for continuing professional education and now it 
has been reduced to two years. 

The problem is that they are voicing the con-
cern that all of their continuing professional education 
must be done abroad. As opposed to teachers, doc-
tors, other professions, who are able to get continuing 
professional education in Bermuda and online. They 
mention the fact that doctors have professional educa-
tion courses at the hospital—I think it is once a month. 
They do not have any of this because it is a small 
group—there are only eight optometrists and one op-
tician here. So it means that they have to pay a sub-
stantial amount of money to travel to, usually, the 
United States, stay in an expensive hotel because that 
is where the courses are offered, stay for a substantial 
period of time. They are voicing the concern that 
every two years is a hardship for them. I am only voic-
ing their concerns, at this point. 

The problem is that they seem to feel that 
every three years—had they been consulted, which 
they were not consulted—was adequate. And, of 
course, that is up for debate.  
 
The Chairman: Minister, do you wish to be heard, 
make a reply to— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. 

 
The Chairman: —answer any questions that arose? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Mr. Chairman, in fact, the Honourable Mem-
ber may have been misled by someone, but the op-
tometrists and optician were consulted, Mr. Speaker. 
In fact, it is my information that they were the ones 
that requested that the two years be implemented as 
opposed to the current three. 

 
The Chairman: Yes. 

Further questions, Mrs. Jackson, Honourable 
Member? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I must say that I have spo-
ken to two optometrists who have asked me to deliver 
this message. Now, I am not out of my mind. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I would not say that. I 
would not dare say that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I would not allow for it. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am not going to give their 
names, but they are senior optometrists. And I have 
spoken to one on several occasions, and the other at 
great length. So I reject that, and I certainly cannot 
possibly see how someone can tell me whom I have 
or have not spoken to, or who has not spoken to me. 
 That I find, I am sorry, but insulting. 
 
An Hon. Member: Reprehensible. 
 
The Chairman: Minister, you have given the answer 
to the question by the Member as to why the years 
would change from three to two. Do you wish to make 
any further response? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, none, except, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Honourable Member did say she 
spoke to two. There are eight, plus an optician. So 
when I say that most of them were consulted, like I 
said, most were consulted. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And, you know, I did not 
insinuate that the Honourable Member was lying. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, I understand that you did not do 
that.  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And I would not do that. 
 
The Chairman: I do not think you would. 
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Does any other Member wish to 
speak to clauses 1 through 15? 
 I recognise the Honourable Minister, Walter 
Roban. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

I applaud the Honourable Member, Minister 
Zane De Silva, for bringing this forward. This was 
something that certainly appeared when I was in his 
area of responsibility and I am very pleased to see 
that he has efficiently—as he always does—brought 
the work for us to consider. 
 I can certainly reflect and know why consulta-
tion was done with bringing this amendment and the 
considerations around it with that particular constitu-
ency. And, if I can just reflect, it is not that I know 
whom the Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, is talk-
ing about, but it would appear from my own experi-
ence that the older members of the profession, the 
level of training that is being required now for that pro-
fession, they do not have. But the younger ones who 
have come into the field have a much wider skill set 
and are more comfortable with the, sort of, require-
ments that are put on them as it relates to being 
members of the profession.  

And, certainly, the Council was consulted, I 
am sure, around this amendment and the Council 
represents all of those individual practitioners. 

So the Minister, and the Ministry under the 
Honourable Zane De Silva, have done the consulta-
tions that are required and this reflects their requests, 
not the Ministry pushing it down their throats. I can 
honestly say that that is the case. I, again, congratu-
late the Minister for assuring that what is in this par-
ticular amendment reflects actually what that constitu-
ency wants. 

Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister Roban. 
 Do any of the other Members wish to speak to 
the Bill—the Optometrists and Opticians Amendment 
Act 2011? 
 I recognise the Honourable Pat Gordon-
Pamplin. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, just a ques-
tion so that I have it clear in my mind with respect to 
the concern expressed by the Honourable Member 
Mrs. Jackson, respecting the necessity for overseas 
training vis-a-vis the local online training. 

I am just wondering whether the Minister is 
likely to consider the ability of the optometrists to be 
able to ameliorate the challenges that they have by 
being required to go abroad every two years and 
whether they could be interspersed perhaps with 

online training as an acceptable form of continuing 
professional development. 
 
The Chairman: Minister, do you wish to respond to 
that? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, thank you Mr. Chair-
man. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say that technology 
moving at the lightning speed it is these days, I cer-
tainly would not count that out. Certainly, it is some-
thing that we can put to the Council and they can con-
sult with the opticians and optometrists, yes indeed. 
 
The Chairman: All right. Thank you very much, Minis-
ter. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
clauses 1 to 15 of The Optometrists and Opticians 
Amendment Act 2011? 
 If no other Members wish to speak, I now— 
 
An Hon. Member: Wasn’t there an amendment? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, yes. Yes, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 
The Chairman: There is one amendment. Would you 
wish to do that now? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I am sorry. Yes, I would. 
 
The Chairman: Move that amendment? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, I would. 
 
The Chairman: Has this amendment been circulated? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I think it has, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Mr. Chairman, with the House’s indulgence, I 
certainly would like to make an amendment to clause 
3 and it is section 3(c). And what I would like to do is 
delete subsection 3(c) and the word “and” immediately 
preceding it. 
 
An Hon. Member: What is the purpose of that? 
 
An Hon. Member: Why do that? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: In subsection (c), it cur-
rently reads, “in subsection (3), by inserting ‘to’ imme-
diately after ‘regulating the procedures of’.” That is 
what we want to delete. 
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Hon. Members: Why? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Just give me, if you can 
give me one second, thanks very much. 
 
The Chairman: Perhaps, perhaps—it may be a legal 
fix here. We will see. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Yes. 
 
The Chairman: The Minister will take advice. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, he will take advice and come 
back. But, really, no one has any objection, we just 
need some clarification. Thank you. 
 
An Hon. Member: There is no reason for people to 
be sarcastic. It is very reasonable. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You are. Let’s hope it con-
tinues for the remainder of this session. 
 
An Hon. Member: Why can’t it just be passed? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The reason for removing 
the sentence is that it is a typo and it is not the word-
ing in the Act. 
 
The Chairman: It was a typographical error. Let the 
House take note of that. 
 
An Hon. Member: Housecleaning. 
 
The Chairman: It was a typographical error which has 
now been corrected. 
 Minister, while you are on your feet, if no other 
Member wishes to speak to the Act, would you now 
like to move the Preamble? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I 
would— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Chairman: Just a minute.  

We just want to make it clear. The amend-
ment is in clause 3, to delete subsection 3(c) and the 
word “and” immediately preceding it. Is that now ac-
ceptable?  

All those in favour?  
 
Ayes. 

 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Amendment to Clause 3 passed.] 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Minister you may now . . . 
 
An Hon. Member: And those against? 
 
The Chairman: Beg your pardon? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Chairman: Minister, would you like to move the 
Preamble? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to move the Preamble. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to move clauses 1 through 15, as amended. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much. 
 All those in favour, that clauses 1 through 15 
as amended be accepted [please say Aye]. Those 
against? 
 
Ayes. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 to 15 passed, as amended 
in clause 3.] 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Chairman: What would you like to now move? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to move that the vote be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: All those in favour of the Bill being 
reported to the House, say Aye. Those against? 
 
Ayes. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 The Bill is now reported to the House. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Chairman: As amended. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
[Motion carried: The Optometrists and Opticians 
Amendment Act 2011 was considered by a Commit-
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tee of the whole House, approved as amended in 
clause 3, and will be reported to the House.] 
 

House resumed at 3:16 pm 
 
[Hon. Stanley W. Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT ON BILL 
 

OPTOMETRISTS AND OPTICIANS AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to the report of 
the Committee as amended? 

Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I do not know whether I should read 
these Orders 2 and 3. It was indicated by Madam 
Whip that number 1 was going to be the earlier order 
taken up, so Orders 2 and 3 are being carried over. 
So there is no need for me to read it. 
 Yes, Minister? 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that Standing Order 14 
be suspended to enable me to move that the Bill enti-
tled The Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 
2011 be now read for the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

OPTOMETRISTS AND OPTICIANS AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, The Optome-
trists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011, I would like 
to move that the Bill now do pass. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel.] 
 
[Motion Carried: The Optometrists and Opticians Amend-
ment Act 2011 read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: Are there no further matters? 
 Junior Minister DeVent, yes? 

 
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 

 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I move that Standing Order 14 be suspended 
to present the following communications to the House. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, I should not have—yes. 
 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: With your indulgence, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended.] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Junior Minister DeVent. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER  
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
CONSUMER AFFAIRS ANNUAL REPORT FOR 

2009 
 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I have the honour to attach and submit for in-
formation to the Honourable House of Assembly The 
Consumer Affairs Annual Report for 2009. 
  
The Speaker: That is all you need to do. We do not 
need the leave of the House. 
 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: But for your further indul-
gence, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 
 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: —I move the Standing Or-
der again be suspended to introduce the following 
Bills. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended.] 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 

WORKERS’ COMPENSATION AMENDMENT ACT 
2011 

 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: The Workers’ Compensa-
tion Amendment Act 2011, this Bill amends the Work-
ers’ Compensation Act 1965. 
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CONSUMER PROTECTION AMENDMENT ACT 

2011 
 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent: As well as the Consumer 
Protection Amendment Act 2011, that seeks to amend 
the Consumer Protection Act 1999, to provide an ad-
ditional category of unfair business practice. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.  

This does not require a leave of the House. I 
just happened to be looking at that back in the Cham-
bers and I was wondering. Thank you. I am glad that 
is done. 
 There are no further matters.  
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Madam Premier. 
 Madam Premier has the floor. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn.  
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 
The Speaker: Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mrs. L. Jackson, from Pembroke South West. 
 Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 

FAIRVIEW POINT AT MAWI/HOSPITAL BOARD 
WAGES 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 You might recall [that in] the last days of the 
last session I spoke on the fact that I had submitted to 
Government questions on Fairview Court. These 
questions had not been answered, and I was assured 
that they would be answered when we returned in 
February. We are here now. And, Mr. Speaker, I have 
not received the answers to these questions. 
 
The Speaker: Well, do you not remember, Mrs. Jack-
son, that you started to debate those questions on the 
floor of the House? Once you do that— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: All right. 
 
The Speaker: —it means that it is, you know— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is finished. 
 

The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: All right.  
 
The Speaker: If you— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: What I would like to do 
now, Mr. Speaker, if it is— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: —all right, proper. 
 
The Speaker: See, you must not make questions a 
pretext for a debate, and that is what happened. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: All right. I was assured that 
I would be receiving these answers by the CEO of the 
hospital who I understand was in charge of that. All 
right? That did not happen. So I am now standing 
here as a citizen of this country, Shadow Minister of 
Health, and I am asking this question, and that is, 
would somebody in the Ministry of Health please tell 
me— 
 
An Hon. Member: And be truthful. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—what the details of the 
renovations of the MAWI Fairview Court were, includ-
ing Phase 1 which started in January 2008, as well as 
the final completion date, the names of the contrac-
tors, the dates of their employment and what the final 
cost was. Somebody must be able to tell me now. I 
started asking these questions in May of 2010. In fact, 
it was Friday, the 14th of May, I asked the question. I 
still have not received any answers. 
 The final question I have to ask the Minister 
is, to please inform this Honourable House whether 
the police and government investigations into the 
Fairview Court renovations have been completed. 
 I am hoping I can get some answers to these 
questions. I find it very strange that it has taken from 
May until February to get these answers. 
 I have further questions, Mr. Speaker, that are 
rather disturbing. It was brought to my attention that 
the administrators of the hospital, King Edward VII 
Memorial Hospital, were all given bonuses at the end 
of the year. These bonuses, I understand, could have 
been as high as 25 per cent. 
 
An Hon. Member: Of what? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am hoping—I am sorry, 
about 25 per cent, I guess, of their salary. 
 I am hoping that I heard this incorrectly. And, I 
know, the Minister is going to stand up and say No, 
that is not true. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: While we have— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: While we have people in 
this country who have lost their jobs, we have had 
massive layoffs—what, just the day before yesterday, 
the layoff of 47 people from the electrical— 
 
An Hon. Member: Universal. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—Universal Electric. We 
have homeless, we have the shelter completely fin-
ished—filled with people. We have our union taking 
pay freezes, we have companies that have put their 
people on three-and-a-half day weeks. 

And I am hoping that this is not true, that the 
executives of the King Edward VII Memorial Hospital 
have not received bonuses on top of salaries. Which I 
understand are, I would say, very substantial. 

In fact, I would like to know what the salary is 
of the CEO of the hospital, the Chief of Staff, Deputy. I 
asked these questions once about two years ago, and 
I was given, what I would call an airy fairy answer—
which was no answer at all. But in the mood of trans-
parency, everybody knows what the Premier makes, 
what the Ministers make, everybody knows what— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
An Hon. Member: I bet they make more than you. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I understand that one of 
these administrators at the hospital makes more than 
the Premier. But, again, I would like to— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Probably the secretaries make 
more than we do. 
 
An Hon. Member: Good gracious. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: What I am particularly dis-
turbed about is that some of these executives work 
three days a week. They work Tuesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday, fly home, or wherever, and come back 
on Monday. 
 
An Hon. Member: And they make $200,000 a year? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Now, I do not know what 
they make. I have heard a number, but it almost like, 
Say that is not so. That cannot be true. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am waiting with bated 
breath. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I can ask a Parliamentary 
question, but Parliamentary questions do not seem to 
get answered. So I have to resort to this.  

And, this is not the way I prefer to do it. But I 
think it is time for this country to show some financial 
transparency. If the King Edward VII Memorial Hospi-
tal is a Government-funded hospital . . . it is not a pri-
vate hospital. And I stand here today, and you all 
know, that if there is any extra bonus money to go 
around, it should be going into that hospital for health 
care. I think we all can stand here and say that. I can-
not understand how a hospital needs, and we know 
that the hospital that we have now is going to be 
there, we are going to have to use it for at least five 
more years, everybody. 

So if we are asking the general public to 
tighten their belts, to go on three-and-a-half day 
weeks, if we are asking them to take wage freezes, if 
we have homeless, we have people living in cars, how 
many people do not have a job at all. And we have 
people at the hospital knocking down these salaries, 
whatever they might be. I am anxious to hear from . . . 
and bonuses, on top of their salaries. Goodness 
knows what kind of frequent-flyer miles these people 
are getting. 
 I have to say, too, that the thing that rankles 
me about this is that there are people going to the 
dentist. My daughter (I guess I should not say that, but 
a member of my family) went to the dentist and it cost 
her $300 to get her teeth cleaned—upfront. You pay 
for it upfront. Now how can a family— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: Your daughter should not pay that 
much money. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: What did you say? 
 
An Hon. Member: They should not be paying that 
much money. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The problem is that a family 
of four— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: —if you have a husband 
and wife and two children, you are talking about what? 
A lot of money—just to get their teeth cleaned. 
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 Someone else told me today, that they went 
to the dentist and came back, and how much did it 
cost? $800. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Upfront. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This has nothing to do with 
insurance. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, Mr. Furbert, 
has a point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We just cannot leave that 
number hanging out there. I mean, I went to the den-
tist the other day and it cost me $155 to get my teeth 
cleaned. So it varies out there, but we just cannot say, 
and let the public just think that this $800 out there . . . 
and people paid $800 for teeth cleaning. We cannot 
leave it out there. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Furbert. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I did not say that this was 
for teeth cleaning. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: What was it for? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The $800 was not for teeth 
cleaning. The Honourable Member needs to listen 
carefully— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: —and try to understand 
what is going on here. What I am saying is that we 
certainly should be leading by example. 

I heard the Premier say yesterday on televi-
sion that Members of Parliament had not received a 
raise, as such, had not accepted this. And I applaud 
her for that. And I certainly do not feel that if we, as 
Members of Parliament, and if people in this country 
who are hurting, who do not have jobs, should be 
subsidising the administration at the hospital with bo-
nuses and with huge, huge salaries . . . Mr. Speaker, 

well, there must be some lack of oversight some-
where.  

What I want to really stress here is that if we 
are all to tighten our belts in some way, and we should 
be leading by example, we certainly do not need a 
Government-sponsored, Government-funded institu-
tion running in such a way. And I urge the Minister to 
please get the answers back. I think the public would 
like to know how much the CEO, Chief of Staff, Dep-
uty CEO, and other high administration . . . 

Now the other thing, before I close out, this 
seems to be a practice. If you remember, Mr. 
Speaker, the administration floor of the hospital—the 
fifth floor—was completely outfitted, redecorated, 
renovated, first. They got the good office furniture, if 
you recall. This was several years ago. And the pa-
tient’s rooms came second. The doctors’ lounge came 
third. It is time that we start putting the people first. 
And it is time we . . . we have people out there, again, 
who are in the hospital— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Minister Roban. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I do hesitate to do this, but I 
think it is important that I do this because the Honour-
able Member is misleading the House and imputing 
certain unfortunate intentions on, like the hospital and 
the hospital board. 
 The fifth floor of the hospital, if Members re-
call, was destroyed during Fabian. It had to be reno-
vated because it was totally— 
 
An Hon. Member: Inundated. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: —it was totally destroyed. So 
the renovations there reflect a need that had to be 
done after Fabian. And I do believe that there are per-
sons who came before me, who were Ministers of the 
Government at the time, who can attest to that. That 
floor was destroyed during that hurricane, which is 
why it had to be renovated. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, let me remind 
the Minister over there, actually, this is before his 
time, in the first place. This was the second renova-
tion. This was not the renovation done after Fabian. 
No, this was the one that was done about three years 
ago. When was Fabian?  

No, come on. 
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 No, again, misinformed. What I am saying 
here, again, and I will close on this—it must be the 
people first. And I am waiting for an answer from the 
Minister. I want to know about bonuses. I want to 
know what those salaries are and I am hoping that I 
am not going to hear something that is totally out of 
order. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 

Are there any further speakers? No? 
I recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. Gib-

bons, from Paget East. 
Dr. Gibbons has the floor. 
 

PHYSICAL EDUCATION IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I am going to be relatively 
brief. 

Mr. Speaker, you and perhaps other Members 
of the House, may have read the Bermuda Sun on 
Wednesday. There is a front page article in there 
which is entitled “Why Our Kids are Overweight.” It 
goes on to say that just one hour a week of PE a 
week helps explain the obesity problem. 
 Mr. Speaker, the National Football director, 
Derek Broadley is quoted in there and he is essen-
tially extolling the virtues of more sports in schools, 
and I would like to certainly endorse that sentiment 
because I think it really is an issue that we need to 
look at in our public education system. I think it is 
dealt with to a greater degree in the private schools 
here, but he goes on to note that most high school 
students now get roughly an hour of PE (physical 
education) a week, compared to up to some four 
hours back in 1980s.  

It explains that because of curriculum 
changes it is possible for students to go through an 
entire calendar year without physical education. Or, at 
least, an entire calendar term, I believe. No, actually, it 
says calendar year here. 
 So what I would like to do is just take a couple 
of minutes and, as I said, certainly endorse this senti-
ment because I think it is one part of improving our 
public education system in Bermuda. 
 You may recall, Mr. Speaker, that back in De-
cember I spoke about the importance of fitness in 
schools as well. And we all understand that sports, 
particularly team sports, ingrain really good habits at 
an early age. You get issues of team work, you get 
issues of kids being able to provide leadership—all 
these kinds of good habits are certainly there. But as 
we heard from the Honourable Member who speaks 
for health on that side, we have a number of other 
issues that I think are important here. 
 One, of course, is the whole issue of the 
health of the younger generation in this country. And 
we all, I think, by now, are aware of the studies look-

ing at the very high proportion of diabetes in our popu-
lation, the high proportion of cardiovascular concerns 
as well. And it is pretty clear that one of the ways to 
address both—better eating and also physical hab-
its—is sports in schools. If you can get that ingrained 
at an early age, it certainly is going to help. We al-
ready know that costs, particularly when you have to 
deal with diabetes and cardiovascular treatment at a 
later age when you are talking about crisis issues, are 
extraordinarily expensive. 

Back before the beginning of the year, back in 
December, I think, both Mrs. Jackson and I were say-
ing these are the kinds of issues that Government has 
a role to play in and needs to get a handle on. One of 
the ways to address this is in the schools, by putting in 
a much more extensive physical education pro-
gramme. So it is not just health and good habits, there 
are also other things which are important here. 

Again, back at the end of the year, I referred 
to a number of more recent studies in the United 
States, which actually demonstrate a direct correla-
tion, a clear correlation, between fitness and perform-
ance on academic tests. The U.S. Army has done it 
and there have been a number of studies in high 
schools in the United States which demonstrate that 
children who are fitter and have more exercise and 
more access to exercise actually do better, perform 
better on tests, as well. 
 In addition to that, discipline is an issue that 
we face here and certainly other school systems face. 
There is, again, a clear correlation between looking at 
children who are fitter, who have access to sports in 
schools, and discipline. Particularly, male attention 
and discipline in the classroom. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of reasons, 
and I said I would be brief. I do not need to go into this 
in a great deal of detail at this point. There are a lot of 
reasons to look at extending the school day, if neces-
sary. We all know it is a nuisance to get kids dressed 
up for PE, but there are a lot of reasons for both 
health and also performance at schools to have a 
much more serious look, as Mr. Broadley and others 
have said, at extending the amount of physical educa-
tion, particularly, in our public schools and making 
sure that all children—not just athletic ones—but all 
children, have much more exposure to physical edu-
cation. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to stop there. Thank 
you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons.  
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. M. Pettingill, Warwick West. 
 Mr. Pettingill has the floor. 
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BERMUDA’S FIRST MURDER OF 2011—JOINT 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON CRIME AND GUN VIO-

LENCE 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today on a sombre note, 
as I promised this House I would do, in the hope that I 
would not be doing it that often in the future. 
 I regret to inform the Honourable House and 
Mr. Speaker, and the public that are not aware of it, 
that I have confirmation that yet another young man 
today lost his life as the result of a shooting in a quiet 
sanctuary of Somerset, again, in Mangrove Bay. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have to keep, as I assured 
the country I would, the drum beating on this our most 
important issue in this country. The public has said it 
is the most important issue. I know that the Govern-
ment has recognised that it is the most important is-
sue and crisis that we face. I know that the Opposition 
joins hands in it being the most important crisis that 
we face. 
 We must continue to do all we can as a Gov-
ernment, as legislators, as a country, to figure out 
what we can do to stop this madness. The Committee 
that is currently sitting in a public forum, chaired by my 
honourable friend, Mr. Randy Horton, Joint Select 
Committee with other Members of this House, has 
now heard hours and hours of testimony from people 
from every walk of life—from ministers, from police-
men, ex-policemen, former commissioners, security 
experts, gang experts, community leaders—everyone 
that really can put anything into the melting pot of 
what that Joint Select Committee can look at.  

We are gathering a lot of information. We are 
hearing a lot of powerful testimony. We are certainly 
poignantly aware that everyone is concerned, that 
everyone has ideas on what we need to do. Or, some-
times we hear on, what you lot need to do. To which 
my answer is, No, no; on what we all need to do. 
 I know, and certainly I want the Honourable 
Premier to be aware, and her Government, and my 
colleagues on this side of the House, that I certainly 
wish to join in every positive measure that I can. And I 
say that on the basis of having some background in 
this area, to do all that we can to alter this tragic 
course and direction. 

I think that there has to be and, I think, that 
the experts are telling us that there has to be a two-
fold approach. One is proactive and one has to be 
reactive. One has to be reactive. And the pro—what 
people have to understand is that the proactive ap-
proach may take some time. It may take a generation. 

But, you know, I believe that we are looking at 
setting up things to bring about the change that we 
need to bring about. It may take some time, but we 
have to be patient with that because, unfortunately, I 
am not so sure that we are going to be able to alter 
the course of a lot of these young men from where 
they are. 

Hopefully, hope springs eternal, and we may 
be able to save some of them. Some of them are just, 
unfortunately, where they are, I do not know that there 
is the ability to turn it back. We can try. We must try. 
We must try. We must reach them if we can. Hope 
can never be lost. It must not be lost. It is not a hope-
less situation; it is a dire situation. And dire situations, 
unified between us, I believe, can be addressed. But 
that proactive approach will take some time and some 
measure. 

And, I think, that one hopes that given that 
there has been a little bit of span of time between this 
and the last amendment that maybe, just maybe, we 
are starting to see steps in the right direction. But we 
can, when we have one, sit back and say, Well, you 
know, things seem to be happening. 
 The other thing is, unfortunately, we have got 
to be reactive. We have to throw our support behind 
the Government for the money that they are going to 
have to put into some of things we need to do. We 
have heard some testimony on some great techno-
logical advances with regard to tagging and ShotSpot-
ter, and CTV cameras with specific mapping and so 
on, and things like this, that can really serve us well. 

I was at the Old Bailey last week in London on 
a case there. Strikingly frightening issues with regard 
to a group of young people from one school going 
down to Victoria bus station and waiting until they saw 
a young man with the wrong tie get off a bus, and 
hacking him to death in front of a rush hour crowd—
twenty youths. Awful tragedy. And, of course, the 
young man that happens to get off the bus is the 
young man that everyone wants to have as their 
young man, you know? Fifteen years old, good in 
school. 

We have seen that tragedy in Bermuda. We 
might have seen that tragedy today. It is somebody’s 
son, somebody’s brother, somebody’s friend. Whether 
they are mixed up in the wrong association or not, 
somebody has lost a child today. And somebody will 
be speaking and espousing the best of the nature of 
that child, because that is in all of them, even if they 
are caught up. 

But in that case, Mr. Speaker, I was able to 
see that the technical support that came to bear with 
what the prosecution was putting forward in the Old 
Bailey was stunning for me with regard to . . . they 
were able to get the CTV of these kids getting on the 
bus, the night before being on Facebook plotting what 
they were going to do, getting on the bus, the pictures 
being on the bus, the pictures committing the crime, 
the photographs, getting back on the bus, the CTV 
footage and capturing all of them before the bus got to 
where it was going; getting the weapons off the bus, 
being able to forensically gather the evidence and put 
together an overwhelming case. 

Now, it is two-fold here. One, the reaction, be-
cause of what the technology is and what the level of 
policing is, and the money that they have put into it, 
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the time and the diligence served to immediately get 
the culprits of the crime. That is number one. 

But, number two, the publicity of the case 
serves to let people who would be of that ilk know the 
level of what can be done to watch what they are do-
ing. Because these young people actually tried to go 
about obviating being spotted, and were not able to do 
it. Now that is in London, and in other cities that have 
these types of things that play. 

And it has been shown, Mr. Speaker, that that 
type of technology, that type of approach is making an 
impact on the level of crime. Because criminals likely 
try to cover up what they are doing so that they are 
not spotted in order to get away with it. You know, you 
see this type of thing. We saw a case this year in this 
country where the CTV was actually extremely suc-
cessful in being able to spot a person, even though 
they tried to cover their faces and mask themselves, 
and all the rest of it. So it can be done.  

The technology of ShotSpotter alerts the po-
lice immediately to where a gunshot has been fired, it 
pinpoints where it is. This is another useful tool. The 
electronic monitoring keeps people that we consider 
to be at risk . . . lets us know where they are, and also 
serves to drive a divisive splinter between gangs be-
cause they do not want those people around when 
they are wearing police monitors, and so on. 

Some may say it is a bit harsh. Some may say 
Oh, we are imposing on young men’s rights of free-
dom and movement. But we have to be balanced in 
the reaction that some may have to that type of reac-
tive technology that we are going to have to put in 
place. We have to be prepared to say Yes, what 
would you rather? Someone’s privacy is intruded on 
slightly, or your son loses his life standing at a bus 
shelter? Or talking to friends? There is very little ar-
gument that can be had for a little bit of intrusion, 
which buys a lot of peace amongst us all. That buys 
no more violence. That stops the madness we have 
going on. 

So I believe that out of the committee work 
that we are doing, out of us all working together, out of 
us all not being at odds on this, we may not always 
agree that this is the best way to go or that is the best 
way to go or this is the best piece of legislation, but on 
this thing, on this crisis, even if we are not at all on all 
fours with regard to Well, let’s do this or let’s do that, 
we must be constructive in our approach. We must be 
united in our defence and our offence with regard to 
what we do.  

We have to support the police. I saw the po-
lice had three or four new fantastic cars the other day. 
I know there must be a good purpose for that. And it 
looks like they got a great deal on them as well. And 
we must applaud that. And we must say Good, that is 
what they need. That is what they have asked for, 
then that has to be right. That has to be right. 

So on this one, I know times are hard and the 
world is what it is and the economy is what it is. But if 

we do not fix this crisis, I dread that there will be a 
knock-on impact, which will be very difficult for us to 
recover from—very, very difficult to recover from. And 
it is not enough to say Oh, well, it is amongst a certain 
group of people. Or, you know, Let them get on with 
their in-fighting, and so on and so forth, it does not 
impact on me. Of course it does. It reflects on all of 
us—it reflects on us as a people, it reflects on us as a 
country. 

So again, Mr. Speaker, and I hope that I am 
not going to make a similar speech again this year. I 
would be very happy if I were to be in this honourable 
place for another 20 years, that way . . . well, that 
might not be the case. But for whatever length of time, 
or wherever I am, nothing would please me more than 
not to stand and have to make another speech like 
this, and not to have to bring the attention of the 
House, the concern of another young man losing his 
life. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Pettingill, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Warwick West.  
 Are there any further speakers?  
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Z. De Silva, from Southampton East Central. 
 Minster De Silva has the floor. 
 

FAIRVIEW POINT AT MAWI/HOSPITAL BOARD 
WAGES 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, we have a very tough 
few weeks coming up and we will spend a lot of time 
in this Honourable House. But, I think, I have to give a 
little response to my honourable colleague across the 
floor. Maybe a few of my colleagues across the floor, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member 
had asked some questions. I do not have to go into 
specifics, Mr. Speaker. As you very well remember, 
and reminded the Honourable Member that she asked 
certain questions in the second to last sitting in the 
House, Mr. Speaker. And I promised the Honourable 
Member, if she would wait until the Monday, I would 
have those questions for her.  

The Honourable Member, as you recall, flatly 
refused, Mr. Speaker. So the opportunity was lost. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I should not even say the opportu-
nity was lost, because I have happened to just go 
back and check some of the former parliamentary 
questions, Mr. Speaker, and those questions have 
been asked and answered. 
 In fact, the Honourable Member said herself 
this afternoon that she had asked those questions and 
got a hairy-fairy answer, I believe was the term she 
used. So, Mr. Speaker, you know, if the answers that 
she was given in July were hairy fairy, I would pro-
pose and suggest to the Honourable Member, maybe 
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she come back with some, and reword those ques-
tions so that they are not so hairy fairy. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member asked 
about certain employees’ wages and terms of their 
employment. Well, Mr. Speaker . . . and she then went 
on speak about people, in fact Universal’s employees 
losing jobs, Mr. Speaker. Well, I did not hear the Hon-
ourable Member ask about the CEO of Universal’s 
wage, or the Chairman of Universal’s wage, or if any 
dividends had been declared in recent times, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Or if any bonuses have 
been paid, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: So you see, Mr. Speaker, 
you see, let me just clarify another statement, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member had talked and 
compared the CEO of the hospital—which is a corpo-
rate body, a quango—to the Premier. The Premier is a 
public officer. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: We are public officers.  

Mr. Speaker, I would ask the Honourable 
Members opposite, and I could mention the Honour-
able Member, Mrs. Jackson, and maybe the Honour-
able Member, Dr. Gibbons, if they would like to de-
clare what their salaries are a year, Mr. Speaker. They 
are corporate bodies, Mr. Speaker. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Edward T. (Bob) Richards: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, point of order, Minister. 
 The Honourable Member, Mr. Richards, has a 
point of order. 
 
An Hon. Member: What is your point? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Edward T. (Bob) Richards: Yes, the Honourable 
Member is misleading the House as it relates to the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board. The Bermuda Hospitals 
Board appears on the budget of this country. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Edward T. (Bob) Richards: So anybody who is 
being paid under that organisation comes under this 
Parliament. So he is misleading the House in trying to 
compare that to a private company. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Richards. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, let me just 
give you a quote, with your indulgence, from the 
President of the United States, Mr. Speaker, the cur-
rent president. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: “We may disagree about 
the best way to reform our health system,” he says, 
Mr. Speaker, “but surely we can agree that no one, no 
one ought to go broke when they get sick in the rich-
est nation on earth.” 

And I say to my honourable colleagues across 
the aisle, when it comes to health and healthcare in 
Bermuda, I hope that we are going to have full support 
going forward. Because we have some challenging 
times in health, and everyone in this Honourable 
House knows that. And, Mr. Speaker, hopefully, hope-
fully we can get this done together, as time unfolds 
later on this year, Mr. Speaker.  

I really, really, truthfully, and my heart bleeds 
out to everybody in this Honourable House, Mr. 
Speaker, that as we try and reform—and we will re-
form—health insurance in this country, Mr. Speaker. 
We will achieve our goals. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Point of order is, as my — 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, Mrs. Jack-
son, has a point of order 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—Honourable Member, Bob 
Richards, just said. We have asked questions about— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—we have asked ques-
tions—  
 
An Hon. Member: What is your point of order? 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Wait a minute. We have 
asked questions about a government quango, money 
that this Government is spending and that we are re-
sponsible for, that we are—as Members of Parlia-
ment—responsible for. This is not a private, this is not 
a private institution and I, along with many of my col-
leagues and the people in this country, want to know 
where the money is going. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: What are their salaries? 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Is that it? Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 
 The Minister can give an undertaking to follow 
it up and get back to the Honourable Member. I think 
that ought to be the best course of action. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
And I would just like to, I would like to finish on this 
note. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Carry on Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Members are all 
packed up and look like they are ready to go. Some of 
us want to stay for a little while and have some fellow-
ship together. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
[Inaudible interjections  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But, Mr. Speaker, let me 
just say this. The two people in particular that the 
Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, is referring to . . . 
remember, they are running a very large organisation 
that is very important to the well-being of this country, 
Mr. Speaker. They have 1,800 staff, Mr. Speaker, and 
I do not know what private company with that kind of 
responsibility, Mr. Speaker, would have individuals 
working for them at—someone like myself, as a Minis-
ter, Mr. Speaker—wage per year. I think, that Honour-
able Members will note that anyone that holds these 
positions worldwide will find that the wages are com-
mensurate to the job which they are doing. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.  
 Any further speakers?  
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. N. 
Simons, from Smith’s South. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I would like to continue where the Minister 

just left off, and he is speaking about securing a top-
class executive from private sector, and comparing 
the salary. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to decide whether 
Bermuda Hospital, be it MAWI and King Edward as a 
group, is operating as a private hospital or a commu-
nity hospital. 

Mr. Speaker, if it is operating as a community 
hospital, they should break even every year, and that 
way the cost will be substantiated and supported. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my understanding that they 
made a substantial profit last year and we are not 
here as a for-profit hospital. This is why our health 
care costs are escalating. We are operating as a 
quasi, for-profit hospital and, therefore, are raising the 
costs of delivery of medical care at the hospital. 

I have been informed by friends of mine who 
are doctors that a number of unnecessary procedures 
are taking place to enhance the revenue of their hos-
pital. 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: And, Mr. Speaker, as a 
consequence, they are acting as a for-profit. We 
should be operating as a community hospital— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons:—where the bottom line 
is break even where possible, so that we can have 
more affordable health care for the people of this 
country. We cannot continue as we are and end up 
with substantial profits at the end of each year, be-
cause all that does is push up the costs of health care.  

We cannot treat the executives as though 
they are working for a private hospital that you find on 
Harley Street in London or in New York. We are a 
community-based hospital and we have to act physi-
cally responsible and do what is right for the people of 
this country so that health care in our hospital is af-
fordable, and not jacked up for profits. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. Perinchief from Pembroke Central, Deputy 
Speaker. 

Mr. Perinchief has the floor. 
 

SCIENCE AND ACADEMIC FAIR BERMUDA INSTI-
TUTE OF SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTISTS 

 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I 
take this opportunity to make a partial response to the 
Member across the floor, Mr. Pettingill—Honourable 
Mr. Pettingill. I share his concern about the conduct, 
generally, of our challenged males, our young males 
in particular. 
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So it was with some degree of happiness that 
I attended a function at the Bermuda Institute last 
night. The Honourable Zane De Silva gave the open-
ing remarks to a Science and Academic Fair operated 
by the Bermuda Institute of Seventh-Day Adventists. 
They concentrated on some core areas and that was 
U.S. History and World Geography, Bermuda History 
and Civics, Science, Language Arts, and Middle 
School. 

Now it was a presentation by a young lady on 
Middle School that really caught my attention, Mr. 
Speaker. And this young lady (and, you know, I will 
not call names, although I did meet her) laid out a 
PowerPoint presentation on what she recommended 
for young males. It was so, I would say, sublimely 
simple in that she did her research as to what young 
males of the age, going from primary to middle school, 
would like to do.  

I think, she categorised it as “vocational”, vo-
cational things, “sport and academics.” And she 
thought that perhaps young boys would go for sport 
as a core subject. They went for vocational activities.  

She also did research. She went online and 
checked out the Bermuda Technical Institute, as it 
was. She looked at testimonials from members who 
had gone to the technical school, some of the older 
teachers. This young woman in her presentation, so 
impressed those of us who saw this that I had to bring 
it to this House, Mr Speaker. 

She could not have been much more than, I 
guess, 16, which means that she would not have had 
a pre-knowledge of what went before (i.e. the Techni-
cal Institute) had she not come upon it from pure re-
search. The scientific way in which she approached 
her subject—without bias, without any pre-cognition of 
what the resolution would be—she came to the con-
clusion that a technical college for our males would 
provide them with a higher degree of interest in aca-
demics, and getting a vocation would give them a 
sense of pride, would provide the society with useful 
workers—male workers—and we would not have to 
be so dependent on foreign help. 

I was, quite simply, blown away. But, Mr. 
Speaker, you know, I am often impressed by bril-
liance. I am not always expressly impressed by bril-
liance at that age. But it was a scientific analysis, and 
that is what really grabbed my attention, Mr. 
Speaker—pure, raw data and a very thought-out con-
clusion of what the solution should be. She even went 
so far as to identify the Old Berkeley Institute as an 
ideal location for such a technical school. And she 
expounded on the fact that the school certainly has 
classrooms, it has science labs, it has a centralised 
location—it already was in the education system. 

Mr. Speaker, I was extremely impressed. 
Now, I say that because as the Member across the 
floor spoke and said we must come up with solutions. 
We must come up with solutions. And, you know, on 
occasion, we have to look back at our history, our 

track record. Sometimes there is a disconnect. We 
have a system that operates where our education sys-
tem satisfied the needs of the community, and we find 
that there was a disconnect, something fell out of 
sync.  

We have tried to provide technical education 
in modules within existing academic structures, i.e., 
the Bermuda College now has opened up a technical 
programme. But they just dismantled that about two 
years ago. I remember expressly that the spray booth 
was taken out, the lift was taken out. I know the per-
son who bought them because I asked them where in 
the heck they got them from and when they told me I 
almost fell down on my back, only to find out that it 
came from Bermuda College. Now we are putting this 
stuff back. 
 
An Hon. Member: Say it is not so. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: But nevertheless, Mr. 
Speaker, “a little child shall lead them.” This young 
person did not re-invent the wheel; they rediscovered 
the wheel. They rediscovered the solution to a prob-
lem that they saw from a teenager’s eyes. 
 I will close on that note, Mr. Speaker. I will 
close on that note, but I, again, want to applaud the 
Bermuda Institute for the Science Fair that they con-
ducted. I want to applaud all those young people who 
put so much time and effort and research into their 
projects. And I am truly elated that this country is in 
good hands, because there are some brilliant young 
people coming through the system and old fogies like 
myself can rest—not so much on our laurels—and feel 
that the country is in good hands. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Perinchief. 
 Any further speakers?  
 Before I recognise Madam Premier—Madam 
Premier are you going to— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker:—Oh, oh, fine. 
 No further speakers. 

The House stands adjourned till Friday next at 
10:00 am. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Oh, I see. You do wish to speak. 
 Are there any further speakers before I recog-
nize Madam Premier? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Madam Premier has the floor. 
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 I do apologise. 
 Madam Premier. 
 

BERMUDA’S FIRST MURDER OF 2011 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to be relatively brief. I 
want to say that the comments made by the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Pettingill, struck a chord. And I say 
that because I think, for a rare occasion, we have 
been able to see how the Government and the Oppo-
sitions have been able to, sort of, de-politicise some of 
the key issues. I think the Joint Select Committee sent 
out, under the auspices of the Honourable K. 
Randolph Horton, the Honourable Member, have also 
helped to draw some of the information that is out in 
the community. I think, as the Honourable Deputy 
Premier mentioned to me this morning, what you are 
seeing, and I think that what is happening in Bermuda 
is also being replicated elsewhere. 
 He said that in Trinidad you saw the Govern-
ment and the Opposition come together and seek to 
petition the Governor—I am sorry, seek to petition the 
UK Government, I believe—because of trying to rein-
stitute hangings. I am not suggesting that that is nec-
essarily the road that Bermuda is going to go down, 
but what I do think it is important to note is that part-
nershipping and coming together on these key issues 
is critically important. 
 I am talking to certainly the Members of Par-
liament who represent the Sandys constituency. They 
both, to a man, have indicated that not only do they 
find the incident and the result in terms of a murder of 
another young person and the murder of another indi-
vidual not just sad, but disgusting. 
 Now saying that, and I tend to avoid some-
times, the plaintiff. To me it seems like just platitudi-
nous comments, saying that we are anguished and 
we agonise. I think much more important than that, is 
the need to take action. And the action is certainly—it 
has to be done on a multi-phase and a multi-pronged 
approach. Clearly, you have to indicate zero toler-
ance. Clearly, you have to have increased police visi-
bility. Clearly, you have to have also successful 
prosecutions and convictions. And you have seen 
much of that happening in recent times. 

But there is also another area. And that is the 
area where you have to try to stop the rot. And you try 
to stop the rot by taking interventionist strategies 
which seek to intercede at an earlier stage before 
people get on the wrong path and where you identify 
that they are vulnerable. And that has a role in terms 
of our public education system, using our counsellors, 
using our education models, using the social services 
network, and also seeking in terms of our social poli-
cies—the Ministry of Youth, Family, Community De-
velopment. 

I think also, as we have been discussing in 
terms of ideas from a Government point of view, and I 

have been talking to the Minister for Corrections and 
the AG, we are looking at areas where you have to 
also make our corrections institutions much less at-
tractive as a place which represents a place where 
you are using in terms of penal sanctions. And I be-
lieve, and it is not just because I am Minister of Fi-
nance, but I know in some jurisdictions there has been 
the position that when you go to prison and when you 
are incarcerated, there is also a requirement that 
there is a surcharge and a levy that is placed for the 
time spent. Because it should not, we have to work on 
a multi-pronged approach. 
 And I just want to, Mr. Speaker, as we, I sup-
pose, mourn in one aspect the continued loss of inno-
cence and as we also convey the zero tolerance to 
crime, we have to continue to be committed to taking 
whatever steps are necessary to stave off the contin-
ued erosion. Because it has ramifications that are not 
even contemplated by those who seek to pull a trigger 
in terms of their own economic well-being, and the 
economic well-being of this country. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, as I said, I do not want to 
just say platitudes, so I wanted to indicate what other 
jurisdictions have done and the fact that there is a 
plan in action to try and stave off the continued ero-
sion of some of the, I suppose, good practices that we 
have a right to expect. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier.  
 The Honourable and Learned Member from 
Devonshire North West.  
 There are no further speakers. 
 The House stands adjourned until Friday next 
at 10:00 am. Friday next at 10:00 am. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 4:12 pm the House adjourned until 10:00 AM, Fri-
day, 11 February 2011] 
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[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
4 FEBRUARY 2011  

[Deferred] 
 
The Speaker: Minutes of 4 February 2011 are being 
deferred. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE PASSING OF MR. 

MORRISON PENISTON, FATHER OF THE CLERK 
 
The Speaker: I just wish to inform the House that the 
father of our Clerk to the House, Mrs. Wolffe, passed 
away, and she is not here this morning. 

So, on behalf of the House, I wish to convey 
to her and her family our profound sympathy on the 
loss of her father, Mr. Morrison Peniston. May she and 
the family take comfort in knowing that Earth’s loss is 
Heaven’s gain. 
 Perhaps I should add, too, I do believe that 
her father is going to be funeralised on, I think she 
said Thursday. But you will know by the announce-
ments in the Royal Gazette. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

PETITION OF WEST END PROPERTIES LIMITED 
REQUESTING AN AMENDMENT TO ITS INCOR-

PORATING ACT 
 

The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Ms. L. Foggo, from St. David’s constituency. Ms. 
Foggo has the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hereby present the following 
petition: The Petition of West End Properties Limited 
requesting the enactment of an Amendment to its in-
corporating Act, as set out in the Private Bill entitled 
“The West End Properties Company Amendment Act 
2011,” which accompanies the petition. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the said petition be 
referred to the Joint Select Committee on Private Bills 
for consideration and report. 
 
The Speaker: So ordered.  

Thank you, Madam Whip. 
 We will move on. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS  
AND/OR JUNIOR MINISTERS 

 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Minister D. Butterfield, from Pembroke West Cen-
tral. 
 Minister Butterfield, you have the floor. 
 

BERMUDA HISTORY AND CULTURAL STUDIES 
FILM SCREENINGS PROVIDED BY THE BERMUDA 

NATIONAL LIBRARY 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I rise this morning to share with my honoura-
ble colleagues and the people of Bermuda information 
on the Lunchtime Film Series in the Bermuda History 
and Cultural Studies Room of the Bermuda National 
Library. 
 Mr. Speaker, in offering this public service, the 
Bermuda National Library is attempting to showcase 
films by or about Bermudians, along with films about 
Bermuda, our environment, our past, and our goals for 
the future. 
 I am pleased to share that the films shown in 
January were attended by 16 individuals, while a spe-
cial loan of Bermuda Five Centuries, Episodes 1 and 
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2 was watched by 41 students attending Francis Pat-
ton Primary. 
 Mr. Speaker, the focus of the Bermuda Na-
tional Library’s film series in February is on black 
Bermudian history, with the celebration of not only the 
story and information portrayed in the films, but a 
showcase of works by black Bermudians. 

Mr. Speaker, the films for the month of February, 
and their descriptions as provided by the producers, 
include the following: 

• Behind the Mask: Bermuda Gombeys Past, 
Present, and Future is a documentary about 
the history and the future of Bermuda’s folk-
dance troupes. 

• Emancipation: A Love Story. This is a film of 
an original play written during the 2000 com-
memorative year. The play is a powerful work 
of historical fiction offering a glimpse into the 
physical and psychological experiences of the 
Africans who eventually became African Ber-
mudians during the course of the trans-
Atlantic experience that begins in Angola 
more than 500 years ago. 

• When Voices Rise tells the important, but little 
known, story of dismantling segregation in the 
polite society that was Bermuda in the 
[1950s]. Working in secret, the Progressive 
Group organised in 1959 a theatre boycott to 
end segregation in movie theatres in Hamil-
ton. 
 
Mr. Speaker, the focus of the Bermuda Na-

tional Library’s film series in March is on our environ-
ment, in keeping with the theme of Springtime Re-
newal, technical training and education. 

Mr. Speaker, the films that will be shown in 
March are Enviro-Shorts, 13 episodes filmed between 
2007 and 2008 and originally broadcast on Bermuda 
Public Television in 2008. The episodes covered are 
Open Space, Invasive Plants and Animals, The Ber-
muda Turtle Project, Caves and Mangroves, Sewage 
and Water, Native and Endemic Plants and Animals, 
Waste Disposal, Man and Marine Pollution, Global 
Warming, Alternative Energy, Farming and Fishing, 
Coral Reefs and Sea Grass, and Sustainable Devel-
opment. 

Careers in Bermuda—Technical Careers, fo-
cuses on various technical careers as presented by 
the National Training Board. 

Mr. Speaker, all films are being screened on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays throughout the next few 
months, and start at noon. Space is limited due to the 
size of the room; however, Mr. Speaker, if any groups 
are interested in seeing a specific film, they may con-
tact Ms. Ellen Hollis at ejhollis@gov.bm to arrange a 
special viewing. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield, the 
Honourable Member from Pembroke West Central. 
 Any further Ministerial Statements? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
G. Blakeney, from Devonshire North Central. 
 Minister Blakeney, you have the floor. 
 

AWARDS BESTOWED UPON THE BERMUDA 
CRICKET BOARD 

 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning to you and my colleagues. 
 I rise today to inform this Honourable House 
of the awards bestowed upon the Bermuda Cricket 
Board (or BCB). Mr. Speaker, the International Cricket 
Council (or ICC) has declared that the BCB develop-
ment programme is the best, bar none, in the Ameri-
cas region. The BCB has won this award five out of 
the six years it has been in existence. Mr. Speaker, it 
must be noted that the BCB has won this award for 
four consecutive years as well. 

In addition, the BCB also won the ICC 2010 
Photo of the Year for a second year in a row. The pic-
ture was of a five-year-old named Aunde Todd com-
peting in the BCB Under-8 Youth Programme. Earl 
Basden of Island Stats Photo, was a close second, 
and Samantha Dill’s photo of the BCB was also run-
ner-up. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am overjoyed this morning to 
see the deserved recognition of the BCB by the ICC, 
for its work from grass roots to the elite performance. 
In the past six years, no other country in the world has 
won it twice. Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt that sport 
in general here in Bermuda, and the BCB in particular, 
plays an immense role in improving the lives in our 
community. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney, the 
Honourable Member from Devonshire North Central. 
 Any further Ministerial Statements? 
 We will move on. 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: No questions. We will move on. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: I am going to take the Honourable 
Member, Mr. W. Perinchief. The Deputy Speaker from 
Pembroke Central has the floor. 
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Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I rise to ask that condolences of the House be 
sent to the family of Greta Lois Elizabeth Saunders, 
wife of Theophilus Tee Saunders, daughter of late 
Howard and Lois Place, who lives at 3 Second Ave-
nue West, Pembroke. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the—no? Well, I am 
going to take Minister Butterfield. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Let me first thank you for the condolences to 
our Clerk’s father, Morris Peniston, to whom I am also 
related on my father’s side. Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
condolences sent to Greta Saunders. Her maiden 
name was Place, and you would also note that she is 
the sister of Mrs. Wells, who worked here in the 
House of Assembly. 
 I would like for condolences to be sent to Mrs. 
Ursula Dunlop on behalf of her daughter Renee 
Dunlop who passed suddenly. As you can hear, the 
Opposition Leader would like to be associated with 
that remark, as well as Mr. Ashfield DeVent, who is 
the MP for that area. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like for condolences to 
be sent to the family of the late Marjorie “Margaret” 
Eileen Dill— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I cannot hear what the Minister is say-
ing. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: —an outstanding ser-
vant of God at St. Paul’s AME Church, and I was so 
pleased to attend the services for the late Mrs. Dill 
because, on the screen and within the programme, 
there was a picture of myself and the late Nelson 
Bascome, on her 100th birthday. 

And also, another stalwart at the St. Paul’s 
AME Church is Mrs. Ida Bernice Seymour. I would like 
for condolences to be sent to that family, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Butler, from Warwick North East. 

Mr. Butler, Honourable Member, has the floor. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We have been losing some outstanding peo-
ple in Warwick North East, and I ask that the House 
send condolences to the family of the late Lois Ethlyn 

Robinson of Marl Lane . . . her dedication to family 
and the Seventh Day Adventist Church, and her ster-
ling service to the restaurant and catering business. 

Unfortunately, we lost a young man, Curtis 
White, community activist, who was a dedicated fa-
ther, also passionate about local music. 

And then we lost Ethel Alison “Netta” Ingham, 
dedicated to family and a proud member of the PLP, 
who had very high standards, a very meticulous way 
of life. 

And then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House 
send condolences to the family of the late Willard Ru-
dolph “Pommy” Lightbourne, entrepreneur, real estate 
agent, barber, civil engineer, musician, and a stalwart 
of the North Shore Gospel Chapel. And as you look 
around this room, many Members of Parliament were 
given a “baldy” or a “top-knot.” So the Honourable 
Ashfield DeVent, Member of Parliament, would like to 
be associated with his “top-knot,” and the Honourable 
Mr. Michael Weeks with his “baldy” would like to be 
associated. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House also send 
congratulations to the Ministry of Youth, Family, 
Sports, and Community Development for their excel-
lent Second Edition of the Bermuda Anthology of Po-
etry. I would like to commend the officers for their fine 
work and the Minister for his leadership in ensuring 
that our poets have been recognised along with the 
various artists in producing this fine book. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Butler. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. G. Blakeney, from Devonshire North Central. 
 Minister Blakeney? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I would like to be associ-
ated with those remarks just made by former Minister 
Butler relative to the culture and our commitment to 
culture and community in the Island, with the poem-
worthy-place, Bermuda Anthology of Poetry, Volume 
2.  

At the Bermuda National Gallery last week 
(Thursday) we were there to congratulate all those 
that had anything to do with it, including the Depart-
ment of Community and Cultural Affairs under the 
leadership of the Head of Department Ms. Heather 
Whalen, and Senior Community and Cultural Affairs 
Officer for the publication of this second poetry an-
thology. 
 I have other congratulations, Mr. Speaker, 
and I hope you will indulge on me to go through them 
very, very quickly. 
 Congratulations are warranted for Mr. James 
Stout who retained his World Champion Rackets title 
in December. Roger Dill was recently reappointed to 
the ICC Associates and Affiliates Umpires Panel. 
James McKirdy attained the highest test score of 99 
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per cent in the West Indies umpires course. Bobby 
Smith and Oscar Andrade also passed the test. 

Nahki Wells helped his team Carlisle United 
reach the finals of the Johnstone Paint Trophy Com-
petition. Should he play in the finals, he will be the first 
Bermudian to play [at] the new Wembley Stadium in 
London, England. 
 Keria Aitken helped her Barcelona Catalan 
Swim Team win the Spanish Champions Swimming 
Trophy for the 23rd time. So congratulations are in or-
der for her as well. She assisted her relay team to win 
the 4-by-100 backstroke and the second-place finish 
in the 4-by-100 butterfly. 
 Congratulations to the Swifts women’s [field] 
hockey team, for winning the Women’s B Division 
while playing in the club’s 600th game. 
 The Under-19 Cricket Team is doing relatively 
well, as well, Mr. Speaker. I would like to congratulate 
them on their success to date. They have won two out 
of three matches so far in their bid to qualify for the 
Under-19 World Cup Qualifier, which will be held in 
Ireland this summer. Should they win their match to-
day (Friday) against the United States, they would 
stand a good chance of qualifying. It will then depend 
on the final match between the USA and Canada to 
determine which two teams qualify from our region. 
 So, congratulations are in order to all of those 
aforementioned. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. C. Swan, from Southampton West Central. Mr. 
Swan has the floor. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Good morning. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Given the time, there have been a number of 
people pass away in the constituency, the great con-
stituency number 31, Southampton West Central. I 
have obits for that, and one congratulatory. 
 And I will just read the names: Kathleen Cor-
reia of down in Seymour Farm; Ralph Gibson, up in 
Coral Acres; Alfred Hall, also in Coral Acres. Richard 
Kempe, I believe, has already been mentioned in this 
House; also Gervase Marson, a former teacher, just 
along Little Road behind SKB; and Emery Pacheco. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated as 
the Shadow Minister with all the congratulations men-
tioned by the Minister to the individuals and teams 
who are succeeding both locally and overseas. 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have this 
House send congratulatory remarks to, again, David 
Lambert. It has been announced that he will be step-
ping down as the President of the Bermuda Lawn 
Tennis Association. And I thought this would be an 
opportune time to mention some of the achievements 
of an organisation for which I believe Bermuda gets 

more bang for its dollar than many other organisations 
which the Government supports monetarily. 
 In tennis, Bermuda has—at this point in 
time—a very strong schools programme. For eight 
years, we have hosted an international tournament 
sponsored by the International Tennis Foundation, 
where we get players from 32-odd countries repre-
sented, as well as their parents, I would say, in Ber-
muda. We have some outstanding people who are 
now engaged in tennis and ranked very highly in the 
Caribbean. 
 Gavin Manders has been Sportsman of the 
Year in 2010 and is still pursuing tennis as a career. 
Tyler Smith is ranked number one in the Caribbean in 
the girls 14-and-under and 13-and-under. And young 
Chris Rego is currently ranked number one in the 13-
and-under boys in the Caribbean. We have been, for 
the last two years, ranked number one in the Carib-
bean in the 13-and-under category. 
 Tennis has allowed many of our young Ber-
mudians to obtain scholarships in reputable universi-
ties in the United States and elsewhere. I would like to 
think that the team under the President, David Lam-
bert, deserves some special thanks, and I would like 
to thank him for his services to tennis over the last 11 
years, as president, and over the many decades as 
president of the pro association, among other organi-
sations. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, time is up. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: The Minister would like to be 
associated with those comments. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Time is up. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mrs. 
Gordon-Pamplin, from Paget West. 
 Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with those con-
gratulatory remarks just expressed by the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Swan, respecting our tennis juniors be-
cause I believe they have acquitted themselves ex-
ceptionally well, especially in their performances 
within the Caribbean area. 
 I would also like to be associated with the re-
marks of condolences to the family of the late 
“Pommy” Lightbourne and Renee Dunlop. 

I would also ask that this Honourable House 
send condolences to the family of Barbara Harries 
Hunter. Mrs. Hunter, who was one of my constituents, 
was a teacher in the school system at Prospect Pri-
mary School where she was a special reading 
teacher. The impetus for her pursuing that profession 
was in fact because she had a challenge with her own 
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son who was dyslexic as a youth. And in order to be 
able to assist him with his education, she then went 
into trying to figure out what to do to help her child. 
And then she became a teacher par excellence of 
those young students at Prospect Primary who 
needed special reading attention. I would just ask that 
condolences be sent to her family. 

I would also ask for congratulations to be sent 
to the Berkeley Student Council. Mr. Speaker, they 
put on a fantastic programme last weekend in which 
they brought out, out of the woodwork in some in-
stances, and from their present ranks, the talents of 
their students, both former students as well as present 
students. In that day, Mr. Speaker, we had our own 
Dame Jennifer, who was shaking a leg on the stage 
and did an exceptionally wonderful off-time, and it was 
really quite exciting and quite interesting to watch. So 
I would ask that congratulations be sent to the Student 
Council on a wonderful production. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, I would ask that this 
Honourable House send a note of congratulations to 
Karisha Reeve, who has recently been inducted in his 
university’s sports hall of fame as one of the pre-
eminent athletes of his time. I would just ask that that 
letter of congratulations be sent to young Kari. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, the 
Honourable Member from Paget West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
K. Swan. Mr. H. K. Swan from St. George’s West, 
Leader of the Opposition, has the floor. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank 
you and good morning. 
 I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences being sent out to Mrs. Ursula Dunlap on the 
loss of her daughter Renee. I would also like a letter 
of condolence sent to the family of Ms. Winifred 
Sewell of Slip Point Lane in St. George’s, Wellington 
Slip Road area . . . a very kind, gentle, caring person. 
I had the privilege of being able to say a few words in 
respect of her legacy as a matriarch of that family. I 
would like a suitable letter sent to the family, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 On a happier note, Mr. Speaker, I would like a 
letter sent to Dr. Bassett and all those associated with 
Sandys 360. It was somewhat of a homecoming last 
week. I was encouraged by one of our own, Mr. 
Devrae Noel-Simmons, Mr. Speaker. He signed us up 
as a team to participate in the swim-a-thon. I renamed 
the team “Swan Seals,” because I am a little bit portly 
these days, Mr. Speaker, and plunged into the pool. I 
was able to convince those who pledged, who I have 
to go and collect from as well, not to pay— 
 
The Speaker: You cannot solicit on the floor. I am 
sorry. 
 

[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker 
. . . not to pay by the lap, but to pay a lump sum. But I 
think, Mr. Speaker, all those who want to see a first-
class facility need to go and pay a visit to the West 
End and see the wonderful job that has been done in 
bringing a community together in Sandys through the 
Sandys 360. 
 I am sure the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, 
who was present watching me do my laps (my one or 
two laps) would like to be associated, as well as Mrs. 
Gordon-Pamplin, who did more laps than me, and Mr. 
Charlie Swan, who exceeded my laps as well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, the Leader of 
the Opposition. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Dame Jennifer Smith, from St. George’s North. 
 Dame Jennifer has the floor, Minister of Edu-
cation. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, first of all I wish to be associated 
with the condolences given to the family of the late Mr. 
Morrison Peniston, the father of our Clerk, Mrs. 
Shernette Wolffe. 
 I also wish to be associated with the condo-
lences to the family of the late Mr. Willard “Pommy” 
Lightbourne and the late Barbara Harries Hunter. In 
fact, Mr. Speaker, I think that every Bermudian school 
and in fact every Bermuda student should be aware 
of, should have read, and perhaps own a copy of her 
book Beyond the Crossroads. I am sorry that she did 
not get to write a follow-up book to that particular 
book. 
 I rise to offer congratulations as well to the art 
teachers and the students of the 36 schools that are 
participating in the Bermuda Society of Arts Annual 
Student Exhibition that is currently on display. Mr. 
Speaker, while young talented Nahshon Hollis’ work is 
featured in the newspaper, I can assure you that he 
has major competition among his fellow students on 
display, so much so that I was encouraged to state 
that, had they been around when I was studying in art 
and went off to art school, I might not have gone to art 
school. At the time I thought I was the best. But the 
talent on display today is really exceptional, and I en-
courage Members to get the opportunity to go by and 
see it. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also want to pay tribute—and it 
is very difficult to do; it is not something I do often—to 
the Royal Gazette. But I have to say that their Young 
Observers page could occasionally be featured on the 
front page. The work that is being done by our young 
people, our students, deserves front-page coverage. 
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But they do give it on the Young Observers page. This 
week the focus is on the head boy and head girl of 
Saltus, on the drama workshop that was conducted at 
Berkeley Work Academy in Somersfield, and on the 
student art display. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also ask that congratulations 
be sent to Masjid Muhammad and to the awardees 
who were celebrated at the Community Awards Ban-
quet. I cannot call the names of everyone who was 
awarded, but Members would be pleased to know that 
our former colleague, Mr. Ottiwell Simmons, was one 
of the awardees. Bermuda’s Woman of Labour, Dr. 
Barbara Ball, was one of the awardees, as was Sena-
tor Cromwell Shakir. So was Clara Mohammed School 
and Mr. Masjid Muhammad, among others. I believe 
that the Premier and the Minister Neletha Butterfield 
wish to be associated with that as well. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Bermuda Union of Teachers, 
on the 21st of January of this year, celebrated 92 
years of trade unionism in Bermuda, and I wish to 
send congratulations to them as well. As well as to the 
new Honorary Bermuda College Fellows in the form of 
David Wingate and Dean Furbert, who were inducted 
into this glorious Fellowship this year. Congratulations 
as well, Mr. Speaker, to the East End Family of 
Schools, who held a bully-proofing seminar on a Dare 
to Care Programme targeted at students, teachers, 
and parents. I attended with them to learn how to 
bully-proof our schools. Mr. Speaker, it was very in-
formative. 
 I also ask that we send congratulations to Mr. 
Colwyn Burchall for his book Freedom’s Flame: Slav-
ery in Bermuda and the True Story of Sally Bassett, 
and on the opening of the new tack hall at the Ber-
muda College. 
 Mr. Speaker, in closing, I ask that we con-
gratulate Mr. Anthony Peets, who was the subject of 
the community award from the CableVision for his 
work as Superman in countless children’s lives, asso-
ciating Minister Blakeney. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Time is up. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. W. Lister, from Sandys South Central. 

Mr. Lister has the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you and good morning, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences to the families of Mr. Willard Lightbourne and 
Mrs. Mary (Hughes) Manders, who passed recently. 
 Also, I would like to say congratulations, Mr. 
Speaker, to a number of events on the West End. 
About two weeks ago—or a week or so ago—the 
Somerset Cricket Club had a week of events. It is an 
annual event, which is an evening of games. Then 
they have a number of forums. And it culminates with 

a church service at . . . It did culminate this year with a 
church service at Allen Temple AME Church. 
 But right behind that, Mr. Speaker, the Sandys 
360 had another week of events which went extremely 
well. That, too, had an annual swim-a-thon and a 5-K 
walk, which I actually participated in. Also, there was a 
swim-a-thon, which was a 24-hour swim-a-thon. That 
was also, as was said earlier, Mr. Swan, the Leader of 
the Opposition, and a number of UBP friends came up 
to participate. 
 Mr. Speaker, while he was there—he is abso-
lutely correct. I was watching him while he was swim-
ming. And somebody said, “Why are you here watch-
ing Mr. Swan, sir?” I said, “I am the lifeguard on duty 
right now.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: The reason why—and I said, 
“Well, I think Mr. Swan needs somebody he can rely 
on and trust at this point in time.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: You were not needed. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Because, you know, Mr. 
Speaker, in our business the water can get very 
choppy. 
 
[Laughter] 
  
Hon. Walter M. Lister: But anyhow, it was a very 
good event, Mr. Speaker, and it culminated last night 
with Strengthening the Community. One of the speak-
ers was the Honourable Minister, Mr. Blakeney, and a 
number of other people who contributed very well to 
that evening. 
 I think, Mr. Speaker, when you look at the 
West End Community, like every community, we have 
our share of problems, but we do work to try to ad-
dress them as best we can. And I would like to say to 
Dr. Melvin Bassett and his team, congratulations and 
thank you for your very special contribution which you 
make to the West End Community. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Lister, the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South Central. 
 I am going to take the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. T. Moniz, Smith’s West. 

Mr. Moniz has the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I just want to be associated with the thanks 
that were offered by my colleague, Charlie Swan, to 
David Lambert for his services as President of Ber-
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muda Lawn Tennis Association, and, broader than 
that, to Bermuda tennis as a whole and to Bermuda’s 
young people. I think he has done a sterling service 
there. Certainly, my children have benefited from les-
sons at his establishment from both himself and his 
children and his wife. And I think they all do a sterling 
job.  

Mr. Lambert and I have had many a conversa-
tion about tennis . . . sports . . . Bermuda, and I know 
he is one of those Bermudians that keeps Bermuda 
closest to his heart at all times. And I greatly appreci-
ate the effort that he has made and being supported 
by his family in that. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
condolences for Barbara Harries Hunter, the author of 
Beyond the Crossroads. That is an excellent refer-
ence book; it is an excellent book. I think it is some-
thing that all young people should have to read, along 
with a number of other books that we have on our 
shelves. I would like to be associated with that and 
add my voice to that. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
thanks to the Royal Gazette from Dame Jennifer 
Smith. I do think that the Young Observer is an excel-
lent resource that is offered by the Royal Gazette 
newspaper. I know that my good friend Dr. Edward 
Harris’ articles are put into the education portion of it, 
and I think that that is an excellent initiative. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. 
Gibbons, from Paget East. 
 Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Good morning. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also like to be associ-
ated with the condolences sent to the family of the late 
Barbara Harries Hunter. Members have already spo-
ken to her contribution on both recording the political 
and social history of Bermuda. She was a lovely 
woman as well, and I would like to ask that I be asso-
ciated with the condolences to her family. 
 On the same vein, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
be associated with the condolences to the family of 
Renee Dunlop, to her mother Ursula, who certainly did 
her best and worked very hard to bring her daughter 
along. 
 On the congratulations side, I would like to be 
associated with the congratulations to David Lambert 
for his services to the BLTA and tennis in general; to 
the new Bermuda College Fellows, David Wingate, 
and the well-known educator, Dean Furbert; and also 
to the Bermuda Union of Teachers on their recent an-
niversary. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Minister P. Minors, from Smith’s North. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise so that I may ask for condolences to be 
sent out to the family of the late Greta Saunders. 
Greta Saunders was an avid tennis player who I grew 
up playing with down at the government tennis sta-
dium, having brought me along because I played 
league with her. And actually, she is the sister of Ms. 
Sandra Wells, who once worked here. 
 She was a tremendous woman who . . . She, 
plus a group of them, would get together on a regular 
basis to play tennis, and felt no way at all to invite a 
young upstart like myself, and many others, to join in 
and play league with them. We learned quite a lot 
from them—just not with regard to tennis, but for life.  

And the Honourable Member, Mrs. Patricia 
Gordon-Pamplin, would like to be associated with 
those condolences as well. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
condolences being extended to Ursula Dunlop in the 
passing of her daughter Renee. Having had in the 
past ministerial responsibility, I had much communica-
tion with her. It was quite clear the wealth of love and 
the commitment that she had to her daughter in spite 
of the challenges. And I am sure this must be a trying 
time for her. Like others, I wish to extend my condo-
lences towards her. I believe the Honourable Member, 
the current Minister, Zane De Silva, would like to be 
associated with that, and Minister Blakeney. 
 Then finally, just going back to tennis again, 
the accolades and the congratulations being be-
stowed upon the outgoing BLTA President, Mr. David 
Lambert, who years ago was my coach when he was 
the coach up at The Reefs and would make all his 
young students run up that steep hill as part of their 
training, I have fond memories of that. He was quite a 
drill master. And maybe one day I can take back up 
that sport of tennis, which the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, has not left to the sidelines. So 
I need to get back into it. 
 I nonetheless just want to extend my con-
gratulations to him for his years of service to this 
sport. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Minors. 
 He changed his mind. 
 The Honourable Member, Mrs. L. Jackson, 
from Pembroke South West has the floor. 
 Mrs. Jackson? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences sent to Ursula Dunlop on the passing of her 
daughter Renee. As you know, this was a woman who 
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passionately supported, raised, loved her daughter, 
who was a special, special person in her life. 
 I also would like to make comment (having 
gone to the funeral of Renee) that the whole commu-
nity seemed to be there. The church was packed. 
People extended all kinds of condolences and threw 
bouquets to Mrs. Dunlop on the way she cared for 
Renee and what she did. The Orange Valley Centre, 
who also looked after Renee, really needs to be con-
gratulated. People need to pay attention to that cen-
tre.  

Again I am going to say that I hope that after 
all of the work that Mrs. Dunlop did to try to improve 
conditions for her daughter, that these conditions will 
be improved. And, again, my sincere condolences to 
her on the passing of her daughter. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. M. Bean, from Warwick South Central. 

The Honourable Member, Mr. Bean, has the 
floor. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Good morning, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning, Honourable Members. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated 
with the condolences sent to Mrs. Lois Robinson of 
Morrow Lane in Warwick.  

Also, Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associ-
ated with the condolences sent to the family of Mr. 
Curtis White. Mr. Curtis White, Mr. Speaker, was not 
only a very close friend of mine; I can say that he is 
actually closer than a brother. So when I received the 
news of his untimely passing, suffice it to say it was a 
tremendous shock. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also would like to be associ-
ated with the congratulations sent to another good 
friend of mine, Mr. Corey Sheriff, who received the 
honour of being inducted into the Hall of Fame of his 
alma mater in South Carolina. Corey Sheriff, in his 
heyday, was one of Bermuda’s most dangerous strik-
ers on the football pitch. His dangerous ability on the 
pitch was a combination of his physical attributes, be-
cause he is very tall, but also, Corey is a very intelli-
gent soccer player. And he has certainly been a role 
model for younger persons coming up in Bermuda 
today. 
 Likewise, Mr. Speaker, I would like to be as-
sociated with the congratulations sent to Mr. David 
Lambert. Mr. Lambert has been a neighbour of mine 
for as long I have lived out at Spring Benny Road.  
And I can confess that, through his influence, Mr. 
Speaker, in addition to others, I was able to enter uni-
versity on a tennis scholarship. 

When I speak of others, I would like for con-
gratulations to be sent to Mr. Eugene Sam Maybury, 
because when we speak of Gavin Manders and the 
top players in Bermuda, we have to recognise that 

Eugene Sam Mabry has been one of the master 
coaches in terms of Bermuda’s tennis development. 
And that ranges from Ricky Mallory to the late Craig 
Bean and, as we speak today, of Mr. Gavin Manders. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like congratulations to be 
sent to the Bermuda under-20 football team, who re-
cently competed in Suriname in a regional qualifier 
where they acquitted themselves very well on behalf 
of our country. It is especially gratifying to note, Mr. 
Speaker, that at least 50 per cent of the starting team 
in that under-20 team were actually members and 
players of my club, the Somerset Bridge Recreation 
Club, or Somerset Eagles. That makes me very 
proud. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would ask for congratu-
lations to be sent to Mr. Patrick Tannock who was re-
cently inducted into the Hall of Fame of his alma ma-
ter, I believe in Hartford, Connecticut. Mr. Tannock 
has been a role model for many in this Island. And, in 
other places, I have spoken in a manner which has 
not been good in his life. And I would like to offer 
these congratulations to him for his accomplishments. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Bean, the Honourable 
Member from Warwick South Central. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. K. Horton, from Southampton West. 

Mr. Horton has the floor. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise only to associate myself 
with the remarks of several Members, first with refer-
ence to Mr. David Lambert, who is stepping down. I 
would like to place emphasis on the fact that Mr. 
Lambert, not only being a great coach, et cetera, but 
also an excellent ambassador for the sport, for tennis, 
in terms of the connection that David was able to 
make and keep doing for tennis with the United States 
Tennis Association and other international organisa-
tions—a great job done by David Lambert. 
 I would also like to associate myself with con-
gratulations to Mr. Anthony Peets. I was so happy, Mr. 
Speaker, when I saw that CableVision had recognised 
Mr. Peets because he does a yeoman’s job in our 
school. He is, I believe, the only counsellor—the only 
male counsellor in our primary schools. So you can 
imagine the value of that man. And I have worked with 
him, and I know how important he is to all of the 
schools and all of the children, particularly the males 
that he comes in contact with. 
 Also, I would like to ask that the Honourable 
Minister Blakeney be associated with my remarks with 
reference to Mr. David Lambert. Apparently, the Minis-
ter was in his class at Berkeley. I taught both of them. 
You can see why they got where they are. 
 
[Laughter] 
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Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Mr. Speaker, I only 
look good. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: I am absolutely mod-
est.  

Mr. Speaker, I also would like to associate 
myself with condolences sent to the family of Mr. Mor-
ris Peniston, particularly Shernette, who works here 
with us; and also to the family of Barbara Harries 
Hunter, who I worked with, actually, while a principal 
at Warwick Secondary School. 

And finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to asso-
ciate myself with congratulations to Patrick Tannock, 
and to associate Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin. And then to 
also associate myself with the condolences to the 
family of Curtis White, particularly his father Quentin, 
and family. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. K. Horton, the Honour-
able Member from Southampton West. 
 I am now going to take the Honourable Mem-
ber, the Honourable and Learned Member from 
Sandys North, Minister Scott. 

Minister Scott has the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the family of Lamberts, may I ask that this 
Honourable House send condolences to the family of 
Mrs. Helen Lambert? This would be the family, chil-
dren of her first son Albert, Victoria, and Althea, and 
Randy Lambert. I would like to associate my col-
leagues, certainly Honourable Minister Mr. Horton, 
and the Opposition Leader. 
 And may I be associated, too, Mr. Speaker, 
with the remarks of congratulations offered by the 
Honourable Member Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin to my alma 
mater, the Berkeley Institute, for the young student 
body who had a fund-raiser, and they filled the cafeto-
rium. Dame Jennifer danced beautifully. I took photo-
graphs of her, along with our former Chairman of the 
PLP, Roderick Burchall. Mr. Speaker, it was a won-
derful event led by the team and the principal there, 
Mrs. Simmons. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys North. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Hunt, St. George’s South. 

Mr. Hunt has the floor. 
 
Mr. Donte O. Hunt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning to you. 
 I would just like to offer my congratulations to 
Corey Sheriff. Corey Sheriff, I tell you, is a very, very 
upstanding young man, and the reason being be-

cause he represents what I think is the essence of the 
stellar of great citizen that we find in Bermuda. 
 He is an athlete. We all know that. And I think 
it has been touted a few times in this House. But not 
only that, Corey Sheriff is also a great family man, 
which is key, as well as a great worker in the occupa-
tion that he currently holds. 
 So, you know, when you look at Corey Sheriff, 
you do not just see a guy who can kick a ball well and 
score a goal. You see a guy who is well rounded, a 
guy who represents what we all would like to [see] 
represented in all our young people. So hats off to 
Corey Sheriff, and I would like to be associated with 
those congratulations for this great, great colleague of 
mine, and friend. 
 I would also like to offer congratulations to the 
Heart-2-Heart ministry. It is almost premature to offer 
this, but I think what they have done so far and what 
they are going to do this weekend is absolutely phe-
nomenal. So the Heart-2-Heart ministry, for the edifi-
cation of the House, is a group that has a mandate to 
ensure that husbands and wives work—that that 
whole union is a workable union. So, you know, this is 
the thread of our community. This is the essence of 
our community—that is, marriages. So, hats off to the 
Heart-2-Heart ministries for what they have done over 
the years, what they are going to do this weekend.  

And those congratulations also go to the Wil-
lowbank establishment, who is partnering with the 
Heart-2-Heart ministry group. Hats off to them. Keep it 
up. Let us move forward. 

Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Hunt, the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s South. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member from 
St. David’s constituency, L. Foggo, Madam Whip. 
  
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Yes, look at me. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Indeed, Mr. Speaker, it is my 
pleasure. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Mr. Speaker, ever so briefly, I 
would like to be associated with the condolences for 
Mrs. Sewell from St. George’s. She was indeed a very 
strong matriarch in her family. Though a very, very 
quiet woman, she was the backbone of her family. 
And I am friends with many of her children. 
 Secondly, I would like to be associated with 
the congratulatory remarks coming from the Honour-
able Dame Jennifer for the Bermuda Union of Teach-
ers, the oldest union in Bermuda. I spent several 
years on the executive [board] of the union, and the 
untold value that that union brings to its body can 
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never be said enough. They did much in the way of 
modernising; I guess one can say, the regulations that 
govern their body. So I hope they enjoy many, many 
more years of success as a union as they go about 
deliberating on behalf of the teacher body. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Ms. L. Foggo from St. 
David’s constituency. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Minister P. Cox, the Premier. 
 Madam Premier, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences that were sent to our Clerk, Ms. Shernette 
Wolffe, and her family, at the loss of her father. 

I certainly would also like to be associated 
with the remarks of condolence sent to Mrs. Ursula 
Dunlop. I thought that what you saw at the home-
going service for her daughter was a celebration of 
her life, as well as the challenge issued by Mrs. 
Dunlop to other parents to make sure they engage 
and look after their children. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know that the House 
has already congratulated the Berkeley Institute. But I 
certainly would like to commend the Berkeley Institute 
Student Council for their recognition of Berkeley’s 
Talent—Old and New, which was held last Friday 
evening. It was hosted by two, I suppose, 
representing the Berkeley’s finest of the old and new, 
Ms. Patrina O’Connor-Paynter, and also Ms. Shadre 
Steede. 

Mr. Speaker, while the programme was cer-
tainly of a high caliber, and it also was a very long 
show, what was interesting was the degree of in-
volvement and engagement by the audience. I think 
that what they liked to see was the bridging of the gap 
between seniors—in terms of both older, much older, 
and also mid-year in terms of, say, graduates of the 
1970s and 1980s, as well as we had some of the 
1950s—with the current year and crop of graduates. 

I think that what was particularly synergistic 
was seeing young people married up with some of the 
older, former students. I think, Mr. Speaker, many of 
us in the House would have been very pleased to 
have seen the pairing of our own very Honourable 
Dame Jennifer Smith with this young Mr. Dezjuan 
Thomas, and Ms. Zulema Burchall and Mr. Roderick 
Burchall, doing off-time. 

I think that those performances which show 
the pairing of the young and less-young were particu-
larly impactful because they bridged the gap between 
the different, I suppose, centuries and different ap-
proaches. I think it left us hungering for more and to 
see more of this. And I think that the Berkeley Insti-
tute, for being this innovative, certainly should get our 
commendation. 

Mr. Speaker, I think there have been a lot of 
congratulations and condolences given this morning. 
But that one, I thought, was particularly noteworthy, 
and I wanted to stand to acknowledge it. 

Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier, the Ho-
nourable and Learned Member from Devonshire North 
West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 No further speakers? 

We will move on. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR  
THE ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE ON 
MATTERS OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPOR-

TANCE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: The first Order . . . I have been in-
formed by Madam Whip that we are going to do Order 
Number 5. So Orders 1 through 4, inclusive, are being 
carried over, I believe. 
 So that brings us to Order Number 5, the 
Second Reading, the Anti-Doping in Sports Act 2011, 
in the name of the Minister of Youth, Families, Sports, 
and Community Development, the Honourable Minis-
ter, Mr. G. Blakeney. 
 Minister Blakeney, you have the floor. 
 

SECOND READING 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning once again. 
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 I move that the Bill entitled the Anti-Doping in 
Sport Act 2011 be now read the second time and 
committed. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 

Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 

I might preamble by saying much of what I will 
be speaking to this morning will be a reiteration of 
what Members may have heard in a Ministerial 
Statement. The reiteration, I think, is warranted be-
cause of this piece of legislation being so utterly im-
portant to the sporting community in Bermuda, as it is, 
indeed, to the sporting community worldwide. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the 
Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011 is to give effect to the 
International Convention against Doping in Sport 2005 
in Bermuda and to establish the Bermuda Council for 
Drug-Free Sports as the National Sport Anti-Doping 
Agency for Bermuda, to be known as the Bermuda 
Sport Anti-Doping Authority. The acronym is BSADA, 
for short. 

Mr. Speaker, this means that BSADA will 
have responsibility for ensuring that Bermuda is fully 
compliant with the World Anti-Doping Code and will 
have the primary authority to adopt and implement the 
World Anti-Doping Agency (the acronym is WADA, for 
short) Anti-Doping Rules, which include (1) directing 
the collection and testing of samples from athletes, (2) 
managing test results, and (3) arranging for conduct of 
hearings at the national level. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to point out that testing of 
athletes will occur both in Bermuda and international-
ly. Where we have adequate facilities to perform relia-
ble testing locally, this will be done. However, we al-
ready know that for some substances that are listed in 
the World Anti-Doping Code, we will have to send test 
samples overseas to WADA. Accredited laboratories 
are available overseas to undergo this task where we 
do not have such laboratories here in Bermuda. And, 
of course, those specific samples will be sent abroad 
to the accredited laboratories for analysis, and this is 
unavoidable. 

Mr. Speaker, the Bermuda Council for Drug-
free Sports (or BCDS) was formed in April 1998 here 
in Bermuda in order to provide Bermuda with a me-
thod of testing athletes for illicit drug use after the in-
cident involving the Miami Seven. The BCDS was 
identified as the independent body appointed by the 
National Sport Governing Bodies (or NSGB) respon-
sible for coordinating the development and implemen-
tation of programmes and policies associated with 
achieving a sporting environment free of illicit sub-
stance abuse, including counselling, research, educa-
tion, appeals, and arbitration. 

Mr. Speaker, it is intended that BCDS be des-
ignated as the new Bermuda Sport Anti-Doping Au-

thority (BSADA), thus representing the National Anti-
Doping Organisation for Bermuda, as defined by the 
World Anti-Doping Code.  

Mr. Speaker, WADA is the international body 
that was formed in 1999 as a result of the doping 
scandals that shook the world of cycling in the sum-
mer of 1998. The International Olympic Committee 
convened a World Conference on Doping in Sport in 
1999 that was to be an independent international anti-
doping agency to be fully operational for the Olympic 
Games held in Sydney, Australia, in the year 2000. 

Mr. Speaker, WADA was set up as a founda-
tion under the initiative of the International Olympic 
Committee, with the support and participation of many 
intergovernmental organisations, national govern-
ments, public authorities, and other public and private 
bodies fighting against doping in sports. WADA con-
sists of equal representatives from the Olympic 
movement and public authorities. The first WADA 
Code was adopted by WADA on March 5th, 2003, at 
Copenhagen. 

Mr. Speaker, the Copenhagen Declaration on 
Anti-Doping in Sport was signed on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of Bermuda by the then-Minister of Commu-
nity Affairs and Sport, the Honourable Dale Butler, JP, 
MP, on the 3rd of June 2004. 

Mr. Speaker, to further advance the interna-
tional fight against doping in sport, an International 
Convention against Doping in Sport was unanimously 
adopted by the 33rd UNESCO General Conference on 
October 19th, 2005. The Convention was ratified by 
the United Kingdom Government on behalf of Bermu-
da on the 25th of April 2006, and came into force with 
respect to Bermuda on the 1st of June 2006. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before this Ho-
nourable House today is driven by an absolute need 
for the Bermuda Sport Anti-Doping Authority to be an 
independent body charged with the responsibility to 
(1) sanction athletes as required, (2) support person-
nel and sporting bodies where necessary, and (3) op-
erate according to best practices in order to ensure 
that Bermuda is fully compliant with the WADA Code. 
I note that the most recent WADA Code was pub-
lished in 2009. 

Mr. Speaker, it was necessary to thoroughly 
review the 2009 World Anti-Doping Code to ensure 
that Bermuda would be able to meet the compliance 
standards contained therein. Although Bermuda al-
ready had a basic anti-doping framework, which was 
in place at the time that the International Convention 
against Doping in Sport came into force with respect 
to Bermuda, there was no legislation in existence that 
would ensure compliance with WADA. In fact, Bermu-
da was initially advised that its policy on anti-doping in 
sport would suffice. However, it was later determined 
that local legislation was definitely required, as it 
would strengthen anti-doping efforts in Bermuda. 

Mr. Speaker, the WADA requires each coun-
try to enact legislation that 
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• recognises and supports WADA, 
• promotes compliance with the WADA Code, 
• supports the provisions of the International 

Convention against Doping in Sport, and 
• supports broad international and intergovern-

mental cooperation in anti-doping efforts. 
 
Mr. Speaker, failure to enact legislation to es-

tablish an independent national anti-doping organisa-
tion with appropriate resources to ensure compliance 
with the World Anti-Doping Code will reduce participa-
tion by Bermuda in the world sporting arena and may 
result in Bermuda no longer being allowed to host in-
ternational sporting events. 

Mr. Speaker, I draw attention to the fact that 
ancillary legislation to that being considered here to-
day is required and will be developed in order to ope-
rationalise interdiction and criminal offences of the 
banned-substance list embodied in the WADA Code. 

Mr. Speaker, the consequence of not fulfilling 
this second requirement is that Bermuda would no 
longer be able to host major international events such 
as the International Race Weekend, the popular PGA 
Grand Slam event, and the CARIFTA Games, to 
name but a few. Needless to say, Mr. Speaker, steps 
are being undertaken to bring such legislation to this 
Honourable House for consideration at the earliest 
possible opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Youth, Families, 
Sports, and Community Development aims to foster a 
cohesive partnership between Government, the Na-
tional Sports Governing Bodies, the Bermuda Olympic 
Association, the Bermuda Paralympic Association, 
athletes, athlete support personnel, and the Bermuda 
Sport Anti-Doping Authority. 

Mr. Speaker, this partnership must work in or-
der for us to achieve the desired end result—that is, 
for Bermuda’s athletes to be able to compete on a 
level playing field, in the sport of their choice, sup-
ported by the aforementioned entities, by being fully 
conversant and fully compliant with the WADA Code. 

I do not have to say, Mr. Speaker, that with 
the scourge of drugs permeating our community, with 
the challenges as a result directly and indirectly re-
lated to our social fabric being compromised, it is not 
only timely, but, in my opinion, a most worthy endea-
vour by the world sporting organisations to engage 
this convention so that countries around the world 
who have the kind of problems associated with drugs, 
particularly in sports relative to enhancing perfor-
mance, is curtailed by this kind of global cooperation. 

With it being an imperative for countries to be 
associated with this Code, it will endear those who 
aspire to be athletes at the top level, or at any level 
competing under the national auspices of sporting 
governing bodies, be deemed free of drugs and able 
to compete on a level playing field. I think it is most 
important and most timely. 

Notwithstanding that, Mr. Speaker, you would 
have some that might say that that is going to diminish 
the numbers that would otherwise be involved in 
sports and aspire to represent their country. Well, if 
that is the case, it is what it is, and so be it. 

It will be our challenge as a community 
through our educational, promotional, marketing, and 
edification processes to get the message out to the 
younger generations, so that those identified as hav-
ing the potential to excel at the senior level to 
represent their country will know well in advance that 
there will be no tolerance for substance abuse in 
sports. 

It may take awhile, because those that might 
be engaged even in recreational sports that are on the 
banned list might decide of their own volition not to 
participate at the national level, for whatever reason. 
Well, if that is the case, then great! Because those 
that are coming behind will see that this Government, 
this country, this sporting community, the world sport-
ing community will not tolerate any tampering of the 
sort relative to drug inducement, drug enhancement, 
or recreational drug use or abuse. 

Also, what is really worthy of noting is that 
those—even at junior level—have a commitment with 
regard to the personnel and entourages that will be 
travelling in official capacity with athletes. They will be 
under the Code as well. 

Coaches are another area. If a coach has 
been giving or supplying enhancing substances—drug 
performance-enhancing substances—to athletes un-
der their charge, and the athlete pleads ignorance, no 
excuse! The athlete will still be culpable, and so will 
the coach. Even parents who might have charge of 
their youngsters and in some degree control during 
competition, travelling with them, they will be under 
the WADA Code as well—all personnel. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the Ministry intends to 
launch a major community educational outreach effort, 
leading up to and after implementation of the legisla-
tion before the House today, in order to (1) promote 
an understanding of the role, functions, powers, and 
responsibilities of the new BSADA; (2) underscore the 
obligations that will be placed upon our athletes in the 
future to ensure that Bermuda plays drug-free on the 
playing field; and (3) promote awareness among all 
stakeholders of WADA Code and the processes and 
procedures that will apply. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that all of my Parlia-
mentary colleagues will agree with me that this legis-
lation is an important and critical step along the path 
toward drug-free sports in Bermuda. 

Thank you for your indulgence, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney, the 
Honourable Member from Devonshire North Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
C. Swan, from Southampton West Central, Shadow 
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Minister of Youth, Families, Sports, and Community 
Development. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 There is no question that the people of Ber-
muda, and especially those represented by the group 
on this side, support all efforts to make sure that the 
people who represent this country in overseas sports 
or in local sports are of the highest calibre in all re-
spects. 
 This legislation pertains to anti-doping. And 
what we are seeing here now is not necessarily Ber-
muda catching up, but in compliance with the adoption 
of a Code that puts us in a good stead and standing 
with international governing bodies for anti-doping in 
sports. 
 I have had the opportunity to speak to a few 
people from some of the organisations to whom this 
Code will apply and there is general support for 
strengthening our compliance. Most people will 
probably know that Bermudian athletes already com-
ply with much of what is in here—with random testing 
and what-have-you. This legislation gives it, the whole 
process, a bit more teeth, I will say, and probably a lot 
more scope. 
 The term (and I will go through the legislation 
in a little bit, in a few minutes) . . . but we are not just 
looking at athletes. We are looking at coaches. We 
are looking at support people, and really everyone 
who is involved within a national sports governing 
body and responsible for developing our athletes. 
 A few issues that were raised were the ac-
tual—and this is always the case; the devil is in the 
details, and it is how it is implemented, how it is exe-
cuted—resources that need to be put in place to make 
sure that the boards and bodies that this legislation 
calls for the setting up of are properly staffed and 
manned. 
 I did not get a chance to hear back. I passed 
the legislation onto, I think, one of the local firms that 
does testing, for some input. I was not able to get any 
response back. But one question that came to mind 
was, you know, are we going to be establishing a 
dedicated body? Or will existing people who do these 
tests and things still be a part of the process? 
 Another concern that was raised with me was, 
because our athletes already perform anti-doping 
tests and what-have-you, are we now going to be . . . 
Well, are the requirements that we are signing onto 
greater than those of other countries? Is the playing 
field level across the board? 
 I delved into the actual WADA Code, which 
came about in 2003, and a few things that relate to 
the legislation we see in front of us sprang to mind. I 
am starting . . . I am not going to be too long, actually. 
 When we are talking about the application, 
who the Act applies to, I touched on that already. One 
of the questions posed to me . . . This section states 

that the Act applies to—and there are six categories, 
all-encompassing—participants in any capacity in any 
sporting activity organised, held, convened, or author-
ised by a national event organisation, major sport and 
major games federation. It applies to national sport 
governing bodies, their affiliate members, clubs, 
teams, associations, or leagues. 
 The question was raised, you know, How 
does this affect the average person in the street who, 
they may sit on the wall during the day and play foot-
ball or cricket or what-have-you for recreation? I un-
derstand from the legislation that there is a registered 
testing pool to which names will be submitted who will 
be tested or must be tested. And I do not think that 
pool will include the entire country; it is just athletes 
that will be representing Bermuda internationally, per-
haps at a particular given point in time. 
 From conversations I had, that was the im-
pression I got, that it may be a pool of people in this 
registered list, and some of them may be tested. 
Some of them have to be monitored on a 24/7 basis 
for a certain period before they actually compete. But I 
wondered how it affected the man in the street, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 In the interpretations and definitions, the legis-
lation on page 3 [clause 3] refers to an “athlete” as “. . 
. a person who participates in a sport as– (a) an inter-
national-level athlete; or (b) a national-level athlete.” 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes, I know. I was going to 
raise the issue of animals. That is an all-
encompassing interpretation. Further in the legislation, 
on page 13, [clause] 25 . . .  
 
The Speaker: We will have an opportunity to . . . 
when we go into committee. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I know. I just want to throw 
these things out. 
 
The Speaker: It will be wide-ranging . . . to an extent 
that is. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Understood. Yes. 
 “An athlete shall submit himself to in-
competition testing and out-of-competition testing by 
the BSADA at any time or place . . .” 
 So, reading that and going back to the inter-
pretation of that, an athlete is something I will raise in 
committee as well, Mr. Speaker. 
 Looking at the legislation, the actual WADA 
Code—and it is incorporated in some form in the leg-
islation we have, where Governments . . . I mean, I 
would have thought we would subscribe to this al-
ready, where we could withhold some or all of our 
funding for some bodies that are not in compliance 
with the anti-doping code. But I do not know what 
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teeth this is going to add to whatever we already 
have. There are some organisations in this country 
that have issues—or will have issues, I am sure—with 
compliance. And I do not know how they have been 
addressed in the past and what this might add to it. 
 In general, Mr. Speaker, we are supportive of 
the legislation before us. I will wait to get into commit-
tee before getting into detail. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. C. Swan, Shadow Min-
ister for Youth, Families, Sports, and Community De-
velopment. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. K. Horton, from Southampton West. 
 Mr. Horton, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker, for the opportunity to speak on this very, 
very important matter. I think that the Government 
indeed needs to be commended for bringing this legis-
lation forth to be discussed and eventually passed by 
this House. 
 Mr. Speaker, as the Honourable Minister men-
tioned earlier, he said WADA (that is, the World Anti-
Doping Association) was established in 1999 to pro-
mote, coordinate, and monitor the fight against doping 
in sport in all of its forms at international levels. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is important to note, I believe, 
that WADA, the Anti-Doping Association, works to 
ensure that athletes benefit from the same anti-doping 
protocols and protections no matter what their nation-
ality, no matter what sport they play, or no matter what 
country they come from. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is important, I think, as I 
make this presentation, that I reflect briefly on the his-
tory of doping or anti-doping in the world, and the 
move toward WADA being established in 1999. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we go back in ancient his-
tory, the ancient Greeks, in fact, ancient Greek ath-
letes, were known to have used special diets and 
stimulating potions in order to fortify themselves in 
producing athletics. Caffeine, cocaine, and alcohol 
were used by cyclists and other endurance athletes in 
the nineteenth century. 
 Mr. Speaker, there was an athlete, Thomas 
Hicks, who in 1904 won the Olympic Marathon in St. 
Louis, and he won that marathon on a potion of . . . 
along the way he had raw eggs. He had some drugs 
interjected into his body. And he also had doses of 
brandy along the way in helping him to win that race, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Mr. Speaker, by the 
1920s it became evident that restrictions regarding the 
use of doping in sports . . . it was important to regulate 

and important to bring controls. And it was in 1928 
that the first international sports federation—I think it 
was the IAAF, which is the International Association of 
Athletics Federations—became the first federation to 
ban doping in sports for the use of stimulants. Of 
course, others followed. But this was, in fact, ineffec-
tive, Mr. Speaker, because there were actually no 
tests being administered. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we move on to 1960, when 
we saw the death of a Danish athlete during a compe-
tition at the Olympic Games in Rome. Traces of am-
phetamines were revealed in the autopsy of a cyclist, 
who happened to have participated in those games, 
and died as a result. 
 Mr. Speaker, in 1966, the cycling federation 
and FIFA, the world football body, became one of the 
first to introduce doping tests in world championships. 
So the World Cup in 1966, Mr. Speaker . . . In fact, I 
happened to be at Wembley behind the goal when 
Geoff Hurst hit that ball, hit the crossbar, went down, 
and certainly it then crossed the line, Mr. Speaker—
because I was an England fan, and I was right behind 
the goal— 
 
The Speaker: Saw it firsthand. 
 
Hon. K.H. Randolph Horton: —and there is no doubt 
in my mind that England beat Germany 4–2 in that 
match. 
 But 1966 was the first time that in competition, 
world competition, world football competition, we had 
those athletes tested. 
 Mr. Speaker, in 1967, the IOC, the Interna-
tional Olympic Committee, instituted a medical com-
mission. They set up a medical commission in order to 
determine what indeed would be prohibitive sub-
stances. It was also in 1967 that we saw the tragic 
death of another cyclist, in fact, at the Tour de France. 
And of course, this indeed, with these events, has 
highlighted, I believe, Mr. Speaker, the importance for 
countries to move toward what would eventually be-
come WADA. 
 By the 1970s, Mr. Speaker, most federations 
introduced testing. Most of the testing was really at 
that time against anabolic steroids. Many doping-
related disqualifications took place late in the 1970s. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: That is right. And as 
the Minister said, many weight-lifters had that prob-
lem. 
 Mr. Speaker, the 1970s and 1980s were a 
time when there was suspicion that maybe in fact 
there was state-sponsored use of drugs. In fact, you 
know, we would remember probably one of the high-
est-profile cases in drug testing . . . our highest-profile 
case was in Ben Johnson—Ben Johnson winning the 
1988 Seoul Olympics 100 metres—and then, of 
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course, he tested positive for steroids and in the end 
had to lose his gold medal. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Yes, Ben Johnson was 
a Canadian. 
 Mr. Speaker, then we get to 1998 and the 
scandal of the Tour de France, that the Honourable 
Minister has mentioned. At the Tour de France the 
police, in fact, were able to find a number of prohibited 
medical substances. They found many prohibited 
medical substances around this event where many of 
the athletes (the riders, obviously) were using prohib-
ited substances. And of course, this led to the need 
for an independent, international agency which would 
indeed set what we would call unified standards that 
would, at the end of the day, be ratified. And my Hon-
ourable Minister has spoken about the Convention at 
which these have been ratified. 
 In 2004, we saw the WADA Code, where the 
international standards came in force on January 1 
2004. And I have got to say, Mr. Speaker, the Hon-
ourable Member, Mr. Swan (who just took his seat), 
said that, you know, Bermuda was not necessarily 
catching up. Well, Bermuda was not necessarily 
catching up; Bermuda was probably ahead of many 
countries at the time when the BCDS was formed in 
1998. In fact, the BCDS was in fact formed before 
WADA actually came into full being. 

So it was in January 1998, we all know as 
well, that as a result of activities that took place, as a 
result of the Miami Seven, where we had young men 
who had gone away to play football, got involved in 
drugs . . . It made headlines in Bermuda. And as a 
result of that— 
 
The Speaker: And elsewhere. And elsewhere, yes. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Worldwide, absolutely, 
worldwide. And why was it worldwide? Because we 
were really on the edge—we were on the cutting 
edge, became on the cutting edge of dealing with dop-
ing in sports. 
 And what that did, as maybe the fact that it 
was not a good thing to happen, but it really allowed 
people to pay attention to what was happening in 
Bermuda. And I have got to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have to at this time recognise, I think, the input that 
was played by many players in youth and sports in 
particular. When I look back, when the BCDS was 
formed in 1998, I think the Honourable Dame Pamela 
Gordon was the Minister of Sports. We have to take 
our hats off to her and also to those people working in 
the Ministry of Sports, Anthony Roberts, who at the 
time was the Director of Sports. 
 And as we moved through . . . I had the good 
fortune, also, of sitting as the Minister for a period in 
that wonderful department at the time. We see now 

Norbert Simons here, who, I have got to take my hat 
off to Norbert, has been working with this for some 
time. But even before Norbert, I remember in 2003 
when Phillip went, in fact, was at the World Anti-
Doping Conference in Denmark, in Copenhagen just 
before WADA had decided on what the Code would 
be. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we have kept our eye on the 
ball in this Government. And now under the leadership 
of the Honourable Minister, the Honourable Glenn 
Blakeney, is now set and ready to bring forth this leg-
islation. This legislation, Mr. Speaker, which is impor-
tant that we are compliant with because, if not . . . the 
Honourable Minister said, if not, we will not be able to 
participate in many of the international events that 
take place here. 
 I am talking about international events like the 
International Race Weekend, which brings many run-
ners into our country. And then the World Rugby 
Classic, Mr. Speaker. We think of the PGA Tour that is 
taking place—the PGA Grand Slam of Golf—and of 
course, Mr. Speaker, many other events that hopefully 
we will be able to bring into our country. And once we 
are seeing the CARIFTA Games and once it is seen 
that this little country of Bermuda is compliant with 
what the world is saying, then that is the stage, Mr. 
Speaker, that we deserve to play on. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member asked 
earlier on about those people sitting on the wall, et 
cetera, and what is it going to do to them? Well, the 
WADA, the World Anti-Doping Association, could 
really . . . is set up in such a way that if anyone is go-
ing to participate in any event that one of the national 
governing bodies has sanctioned, then this could 
come into effect. If they want to sit on the wall and just 
go kick a ball behind the wall, then it would not apply 
to them. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, what this does, and what 
outstanding athletes say . . . in fact, I have a quote 
from, I think it is Yang Yang, a major athlete (when we 
talk about athletes) who said, “It is important for clean 
athletes to take a strong stand against doping. It is a 
responsibility for all of us as role models.” So all ath-
letes that are participating, wherever you might be . . . 
any athlete who is representing this country has got to 
stand up and say, “I support this legislation, and I 
support ensuring that we have sport in Bermuda clean 
of drugs—sport in Bermuda clean of drugs!” And how 
important that is as we continue our efforts to make 
our mark in the international arena. 
 Mr. Speaker, we ask the question (and I think 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Swan, mentioned), Who 
is responsible? Who is responsible for seeing that the 
Code is adhered to? Mr. Speaker, you know, certainly, 
here—us—the Bermuda Government. We have a re-
sponsibility. Our responsibility is ensuring that, num-
ber one, we bring this legislation forward. We see that 
it is passed, and we are compliant with WADA, and 
that we ensure that all the organisations that are con-
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nected to sport in Bermuda comply, follow the regula-
tions, and if they do not follow the regulations, then 
they will suffer the consequences that no doubt are 
going to be . . . much of that information will come out 
when we get into the committee. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, who is responsible? The 
BCDS, of course—they have the processes in place. 
And as the Act, once you go to the Act, you will see 
the different committees, the appeals committees, et 
cetera, that are set up to ensure that we have in place 
what is necessary to see that Bermuda is not only 
compliant, but that Bermuda is completely compliant 
and leading the way because that is the way I think 
we should be in this little country. 
 We are talking about who is responsible? The 
Bermuda Olympic Committee is responsible to ensure 
that we follow the Code. The National Governing 
Body—all of the national governing bodies, whether it 
be cricket, football, swimming, sailing, netball, tennis, 
volleyball, golf—all of these associations have a re-
sponsibility. The clubs have a major role to play. The 
individual clubs that have teams in these associations 
have a major role to play. The athletes themselves, 
Mr. Speaker, have a responsibility, and they need to 
listen to Yang Yang and make sure that they set the 
standard for all who are around them. 
 Mr. Speaker, also the coaches have a major 
responsibility. Let us not be coaches and condone 
nonsense! You know, that happens too often. Let us 
not be coaches and condone the use of doping in 
sports. 
 Mr. Speaker, then, of course, the trainers, not 
only coaches, but trainers. Mr. Speaker, the schools 
have responsibility. Hopefully, the Minister mentioned 
education. I hope that this education goes into the 
schools so that young people at an early age under-
stand and appreciate why it is important that our 
sports . . . not only that our sports, but I mean, we go 
wider than that . . . why our community should be 
drug-free. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said, the trainers and the 
doctors that are on board . . . of course, trainers and 
doctors sometimes are as much to blame as the ath-
lete because they help athletes do wrong sometimes, 
if you look at some of the cases that have come be-
fore WADA. 
 Then finally, Mr. Speaker, but not last, of 
course, is parents, people who are bringing up young 
people right from the beginning, right from the begin-
ning. The other night I was at a meeting, Mr. Speaker, 
and we were talking about violence in the community. 
And I said to my constituents, I said, “You know what? 
We are in here. We are making all our noise about 
what is now.” But I said, “You know what? When they 
grow up . . . They start, and they come out of the 
mother’s womb, how small are they?” Mr. Speaker, 
what kind of control do they have when they come out 
of the mother’s womb? All right? 

And as they grow, what happens to young 
people is, they grow and deliver based on the experi-
ences that we give them! That is how young people 
grow up. They grow up because we provide experi-
ences for them. 
 What we need to do in this case is to ensure 
that our young people grow up, again, understanding 
that it is a no-no to be involved in drugs in sports. 
 Mr. Speaker, I take my hat off to this Govern-
ment. I take my hat off, and particularly I say to the 
Director of Sports, Mr. Norbert Simons, who sits there, 
who has done a wonderful job in making sure that this 
has gotten to this point in support for his Ministry. 
 Ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much. I 
appreciate it, and World Anti-doping Association legis-
lation must be passed. 

Thank you, sir. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Horton. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. D. Hunt, from St. George’s South. 

The Honourable Member Mr. D. Hunt from St. 
George’s South has the floor. 
 
Mr. Donte O. Hunt: Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I stand up representing the BDA, 
and certainly I would say that we support this piece of 
legislation. And how could you not? How could you 
not? 
 Mr. Speaker, I will say this; as a representa-
tive of Bermuda in track and field, throughout my 
younger days (I should say), I have firsthand knowl-
edge and understanding of the importance of being 
above the influence of drugs, whether it be illicit or 
performance-enhancing. 
 You know, being at NC State, training with the 
North Carolina State Wolf Pack, working your butt off, 
training six times a week, six days a week, hours on 
end, you understand the benefit not only that athletics 
do for your body, but what it does for your mind and 
your soul. But, unfortunately, sometimes you have 
individuals who fall to the pressure of competition—
the self-inflicted pressure of winning—and they en-
gage in the use of illicit or performance-enhancing 
drugs. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate. But it happens. 
And what I see here in this piece of legislation is that 
we as a Government have embraced the fact that this 
is a reality, and we want to deal with it. 
 So again, Mr. Speaker, I say hats off to the 
Government for this piece of legislation. 
 Sports in general (and I have alluded to this 
already) brings about discipline, sacrifice, work ethic. 
With this particular piece of legislation, it takes it one 
step further. It breeds a level of morality that we not 
only need in the sports and athletic arena, but in Ber-
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muda in general—a sense of integrity, a sense of mo-
rality, a sense that goes beyond some of the moral 
characteristics that we all embrace in sports. 
 So again, looking at this piece of legislation, 
this gives Bermuda in general a massive sense of mo-
rality that I think we need to embrace going forward. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I move on, the benefits for 
this particular legislation are great. I think they can be 
summarised or at least promoted, in two ways: One is 
a social benefit. What we are in fact saying with this 
piece of legislation is that we do not tolerate the use of 
drugs, illicit or performance-enhancing. 

Sometimes, with athletes, it gets confusing, 
especially if you have not been educated in terms of 
the use of drugs. They say, “Look. I do not do mari-
juana. I do not do cocaine. You know, I do not do 
these illicit drugs.” They do not understand sometimes 
that performance-enhancing drugs, whatever they 
may be . . . sometimes they may be a steroid, which is 
an injection. Sometimes it may be increasing your red 
blood cell count because that allows you to intake 
more oxygen. That is especially useful for your mid-
dle-distance, long-distance runners. And sometimes it 
could be a hybrid of them both in different bits and 
pieces. 

Look. It is important, from a social perspec-
tive, that we as a country get on board with the inter-
national community and understand that performance-
enhancing drugs are just as bad as illicit drugs. And I 
think this particular piece of legislation is bringing that 
home to us as a country. 

Another benefit I see (and it was alluded to 
by, I believe, the Member who just took his seat) is the 
tourism benefit. We are always looking for more per-
sons to come to Bermuda. We need it, as an econ-
omy, for our economy. We need it for . . . Well, I can 
just stop there—for our economy—and everybody 
knows what I mean. So from a tourism perspective, 
we become now a jurisdiction which is internationally 
credible. So we can have certain sports activities 
here, with the understanding that we have legislation 
to support anti-doping and performance-enhancing 
and illicit drug use within the arena of sports. 

So from a tourism perspective, it is a great 
thing to have, because it will mean that we can host 
more events. We have the credibility that would allow 
that to happen. 

Mr. Speaker, as I kind of dwindle down here 
(and I am referring to my notes), I have just totally 
said that this thing is great, and we support it from the 
BDA side. One thing that I want to use at this stage as 
an opportunity to speak to is—and I speak to the Min-
ister who is in charge—the promotion of a sports 
agency, or an elite athlete agency, that goes ahead 
and is proactive. They find young people at the onset 
of their talent and their ability. They nurture them. 

This is a means of proactive interdiction to 
any use of performance-enhancing or illicit drugs. This 
is a group that would find young people at ages such 

as five, six, seven, young people who are fast, quick, 
smart on the field, smart on the track, smart on the 
court. And this agency will nurture them. 

We see agencies like this or groups like this in 
China, Russia, the US, the very viable and very impor-
tant parts of the country in which they represent. I 
would encourage the Minister—and I am sure I have 
his eye, and I am sure he would agree—I would en-
courage him to look at establishing something like that 
in Bermuda. It works tremendously. There are so 
many cases where we can see its benefit. 

What will happen is, we will not only help 
young people to not be involved in the use of the illicit 
drugs or performance-enhancing drugs, but we will 
begin to create a culture, a culture of incentive to-
wards being a true hard-core athlete, somebody who 
is above the influence, somebody who is pure, some-
body who can be (and here is the key word) success-
ful, successful in life. 

A lot of times, we look at athletics and sports 
as sort of a hobby, something on the side that we do. 
But as we know, throughout the world, especially in 
the US and throughout Europe, sport happens to be a 
means to financial success. A lot of young people in 
Bermuda understand that as well. But realising that is 
a lot less than other jurisdictions in Bermuda. Attach-
ing yourself and getting a full scholarship is a lot 
harder in Bermuda than in the US or in Europe. Going 
towards a professional role in sports, it is a lot harder 
in Bermuda than other jurisdictions, only because we 
do not have a group agency that is able to assist, 
promote, advise, support young people in sports going 
outside the shores of Bermuda. 

So, I think I have made my point in that re-
gard. I would encourage the Minister to do so. I open 
myself up to support to the Minister in developing this, 
if he sees fit. But certainly I think it is something that 
we can look at in the near future. Bottom line: Hats off 
for this particular legislation. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Hunt, the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s South. 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. T. Moniz, Smith’s West. 

Mr. Moniz has the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I want to go back to my good friend and the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Randy Horton, who spoke 
on this. I had to marvel at the volume of his voice as 
he was speaking. Usually in the House people raise 
their voices— 
 
The Speaker: I did not have any problem hearing. 
 
[Laughter] 
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Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No. None of us had any prob-
lem hearing him. And it is interesting to note because 
usually in the House when you are speaking, your 
voice goes up as the level of ambient noise in the 
House goes up. On that occasion, there was no seri-
ous level of ambient noise, and he was shouting 
across the room. 
 And I thought to myself, “Is he trying to con-
vince us, or is he trying to convince himself?”  

I wanted to paraphrase Shakespeare and say, 
“Methinks the lady doth protest too much” in the sense 
that the Honourable Member was saying how Ber-
muda has been on the cutting edge and how wonder-
ful we have been and all of this. And yet the Minister 
himself said, “Well, you know, really, this is a matter of 
urgency. If we do not pass this, we are out of luck. We 
have got to do this. We do not have a choice.” 
 So the idea of saying, “Oh, well, we have 
been on the cutting edge,” I think was stretching the 
truth a little bit. And, you know, I could hear that he 
wanted to be sincere, and he was pressing his point 
very passionately. But I think the truth that we have is 
a little bit different. 
 I do not fault the sincerity of the officers, the 
technical officers who are here with us in the House 
today, Mr. Simons and previous people, Anthony 
Roberts, et cetera, who work hard on these initiatives. 
I know there has been a lot of testing. But the truth is, 
Bermuda overall is sadly lacking in this area. You 
know that we Members on this side of the House had 
said that Members of Parliament should be role mod-
els—that we should volunteer to be drug tested. And 
on this side of the House, we have volunteered. We 
have been drug tested. In fact, we are drug tested by 
the same facility that does the drug testing for sports. 
Yet the Members on that side, all save— 
 
The Speaker: Do not forget we are talking about 
sports. That is what this is about. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Also it is about role models. 
 
The Speaker: That is what you call . . . the Honour-
able and Learned Member is embellishing as well. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I love it when I hit a sensitive 
spot—love it when I hit a sensitive spot! The only 
Member on that side who would agree to be tested 
was Mr. Dale Butler. And he was tested, and all the 
Members on this side. 
 
The Speaker: Do not forget what we are talking about 
now. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order. Point of or-
der. Point of order. 
 

The Speaker: Mr. Moniz, there is a point of order. 
Minister Blakeney has a point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman appears to have insight into the various Mem-
bers of this side as to what they are doing and not 
doing. He is misleading the House because he does 
not know who on this side has been drug tested. Just 
because we do not choose to go public does not 
mean that it has not happened with Members among 
this side. 
 So, since he has challenged that, I am an-
other Member. Okay?  

So you are wrong! 
 
The Speaker: There you go. 
 Thank you, Minister. 
 Let us not make this the core of your debate, 
because we are talking about sports. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Well, Mr. Speaker, I thought it 
was only a small point about being role models, and I 
have touched a sore point. 
 
The Speaker: You were accusing the former Member, 
Mr. Horton, of embellishing his presentation. And you 
are doing exactly the same thing. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No, I am not. No, I am not. 
With all due respect, Mr. Speaker, I speak truth. I 
speak it quietly. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Mr. Moniz. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: And I stand here to be tested 
on any of these points.  

You know, it is interesting that that Member 
would say he has been tested, and I congratulate him. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: But it is a shame that the 
Government as a whole cannot see fit to offer that 
example. But moving on from there . . .  

The Honourable Member, Mr. Horton, went 
back and spoke to the Miami Seven. And here we 
come to the division between recreational drugs and 
performance-enhancing drugs, which is an important 
distinction. And of course, with the Miami Seven, they 
were not caught or prosecuted for taking illegal drugs; 
they were trafficking in illegal drugs. They were im-
porting them to Bermuda through Miami. And that was 
the difficulty there. 
 But it shows the extent of the serious problem. 
I think the Honourable Member, Mr. Horton, was off 
base when he said, “You know, we have got global 
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publicity for that.” It was not for our advanced role in 
drug and sports. It was the Miami authorities who 
caught these guys with the drugs—it had nothing to 
do with Bermuda at all. 
 Now, the truth of the matter is what this . . . 
and this is a worldwide problem, it is not just . . . and 
that Honourable Member, Mr. Horton, is very knowl-
edgeable, and I have great respect for his participa-
tion in sport and his knowledge in sport. He spoke to a 
number of cases where there had been enhanced 
drug-taking in sport, and we have seen it all. We have 
seen the cases. Marion Jones is one of the most re-
cent of cases, the American sprinter who was never—
I do not think she ever failed a drug test. Yet in the 
end she admitted she had been taking competition-
enhancing drugs for years, admitted guilt in that. 
 We had Flo-Jo, who died at a very early age. 
Florence Griffith-Joyner died at a very early age of 
illness—I think she was 37—which was said to be, by 
some, connected with the use of drugs.  

Clearly, there are people like Lance Arm-
strong. It is even the suspicions have gone as far as 
Tiger Woods. They have gone as far as, in tennis, 
even Rafa Nadal, people out there with Rafa Nadal 
are saying that his shape has changed. He has lost 
bulk, which for a tennis player is very unusual be-
cause for a tennis player to put on two pounds is quite 
difficult. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes . . . the Member, they 
think they know something. But there are suspicions. 
And I will challenge any of these gentlemen. 
 And a lot of these sports have a sad record. 
And I am just taking away, say, globally. So I do not 
think the record is good globally. So while I criticise 
Bermuda and what we have done, I think globally 
sports have done poorly. And tennis has a poor re-
cord. WADA will say that. You can look.  

I have WADA judgments on my computer in 
my office saying that tennis is not coming up to 
scratch, that when people are caught taking perform-
ance-enhancing drugs in tennis, more often than not 
some excuse is accepted and they are let off, or their 
punishment is reduced and they give some excuse. 
And I can give you the case. I can show you the 
judgments. And not enough is being done worldwide. 
 But here in Bermuda, the difficulty we have 
had is . . . All right, so in my view, we are not ahead of 
the curve; we are behind the curve. We are not cut-
ting-edge; we are coming from behind. We are des-
perately trying to get this in place in time. And, as the 
Minister said, this is not the last piece of legislation, 
this is the first. This must be followed by other pieces 
to get it in place in time for a number of events that we 
have going forward. And we have to be compliant in 
order to compete on that world stage. 

 My difficulty, as we all know, is that across 
Bermuda abuse of drugs is rampant in this commu-
nity. It is epidemic in this community. It is causing . . . 
It is at the root of the gangs and the violence that we 
have across this community. And while it is well and 
good for us to say, Oh, we are putting this beautiful 
piece of legislation in place, we well know that the re-
cord is that our performance in terms of consistency 
and our ability to enforce these regulations is, unfortu-
nately . . . the track record is not great. 
 So while it is fine to . . . You know, we have 
seen legislation before come to the House, and we 
trumpet the legislation, got this wonderful legislation. 
And then you discover some years later it does not 
work. It has not been put in place. I can give you all 
sorts of examples. I am sure my Honourable Member 
Mrs. Jackson will talk about the Pesticides Act, where 
some of you bring in this great piece of legislation. 
You say, This is powerful. This is going to solve all our 
problems in this area. And then you turn out and, for 
some reason or another, it is not made operative, not 
put into force, it is not consistently applied. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: So that is the difficulty that we 
face.  

While we support the spirit of this, we are still 
somewhat sceptical of all the parts being put into 
place and making them work. 
 You know, the Minister clearly recognised the 
challenges that we face. He knows the issues that 
exist in our sport. I just want to say that we Members 
on this side of the House intend to give full support to 
the Government in an endeavour that is going to be 
very difficult and very challenging, and not an easy 
one by any measure. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Z. De Silva, from Southampton East Central. 
 Minister De Silva, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I get a little disappointed sometimes at Mem-
bers opposite in this House. You know, I really do. For 
the Honourable Mr. Trevor Moniz to make some of the 
statements he did really disappoints me. When we try 
to bring legislation such as this that is really going to 
enhance and help our youth, our country, and possibly 
the drug problem we have on this Island, Mr. Speaker, 
to make comments about Tiger Woods . . . I can only 
assume that the Honourable Member does not know 
anything about Tiger Woods, or tennis, for that matter. 
 Tiger Woods is one of the hardest-working 
athletes in the world, Mr. Speaker, hardest-working 
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athletes in the world! When it comes to tennis, the 
Honourable Member said that Rafa Nadal, his phy-
sique has changed, you know, and he talked about he 
is lightening up, he has gotten thinner. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to declare my interest. My 
daughter was number-one tennis player in Bermuda 
for 10 years! So I do know a little bit about tennis and 
one’s physique. And for the Honourable Member . . . 
the Honourable and Learned Member, who should 
certainly know about some of these things, should do 
a little bit of homework. I find myself having to tell that 
Honourable Member to do his homework quite often, 
lately. I do not know. Maybe the age is catching up to 
him. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, let me say that, with regard 
to athletes and tennis, I would just mention one name, 
and that is Ivan Lendl. Arthur Ashe, two thin athletes, 
but very, very talented. I would . . . I am sorry, but I 
just cannot believe that those particular athletes, be-
cause of their physique—or Rafa Nadal, unless 
proven otherwise— 
 
The Speaker: There is no need to blemish people’s 
reputations. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No! Not at all, Mr. Speaker. 
So I really took exception to that. 
 Of course, I know that the Honourable Charlie 
Swan supported most of the legislation. The only thing 
that disturbed me a bit with Mr. Swan was when he 
said, “Some people will have issues.” Now, Mr. 
Speaker, do not make a rounded statement such as, 
“Some people will have issues.” Let us be a little bit 
more pinpointed, because I think that the legislation is 
very specifically laid out. And if someone has an is-
sue, let us get to the detail. Maybe he will do that in 
committee, Mr. Speaker, so I should not pre-empt 
what the Honourable Member may say. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I would just like 
to just clarify a point. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I did not hear any point . . . 
Oh, a clarification? Surely. Surely. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable and Learned Member, 
Mr. Moniz, has the floor. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No, no. The Member com-
pletely misunderstood what I was saying. What I was 
saying is that at one point certain commentators no-
ticed that Mr. Nadal was very bulked up. I was not 
suggesting that being skinny was a sign of perform-
ance-enhancing drugs. I was suggesting that he was 
so incredibly bulked up, and then he was losing 
weight. It was a sign that some commentator thinks, 

Oh, this is a strange occurrence. And you see it in 
some people like Andre Agassi— 
 
The Speaker: Well, let’s not have another speech. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: —they bulked up. So it was 
the bulking up I was questioning, not the skinniness. 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat Mr. Moniz. 
 Carry on Minister De Silva. 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
didn’t see any difference between that statement and 
the one I heard five minutes ago. But anyway . . . 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, let me just 
say this: Having acted for the Honourable Mr. 
Blakeney several times during the last two years, I 
had a bit of experience during the process of bringing 
forward this legislation. 
 I think that, again, I will quote the Honourable 
Member Mr. Trevor Moniz: “desperately trying to get 
this in place.” Mr. Speaker, there is nothing desperate 
about this legislation. It has been ongoing for at least 
a year-and-a-half, two years. So what I am saying to 
you is a lot of work has been done by the civil ser-
vants who are in this House today, and I know be-
cause I have had meetings with them whilst I was act-
ing. The Honourable Minister himself, Mr. Speaker, a 
lot of work has gone into this legislation. And by no 
means is it a “desperate attempt.” 
 In fact, I can clarify that they did have dead-
lines, but because we have given so much attention to 
detail the world organising body has said, Listen, 
Bermuda. We see what you are doing. We have your 
correspondence, and we are with you. You do what 
you have to do in order to get everything correct as 
you see fit and according to the WADA requirements. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would just like to briefly touch 
on, with regard to this legislation, that I think it is a 
critical step for us as a country. I mentioned it very 
briefly just now, but I think it is critical in that, you 
know, this hopefully will make those that may be par-
ticipating in drugs to enhance their sporting career in 
any way—whether it be amateur or maybe profes-
sional later on—maybe this will make those particular 
individuals think about the consequences thereof. 

And also, as has been said by the Honourable 
Mr. Horton earlier is that our youth that are looking at 
participating in sports, those youth will say, Oh, no. I 
know about drugs. But I think I am going to stay away 
from that because I want to represent my country one 
day. 
 So I think it is a critical step. I would just like to 
say, again, I applaud all the people within the Ministry. 
And again, I would like to certainly applaud the Minis-
ter for bringing this legislation to us today, Mr. 
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Speaker. And I look forward to a quick passage of this 
legislation. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva, the Hon-
ourable Member from Southampton East Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Tucker. The Honourable Member, D. Tucker, from 
Hamilton South has the floor. 
 Mr. Tucker? 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I certainly have no choice but to rise on this 
particular occasion to talk about this Anti-doping in 
Sport Act, as I have a young son that participates in 
sports. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: No, he does not take after 
his father. He has a lot more sport than I do; I will at-
test to that. I do not take any claim for his sporting 
abilities. 
 As a member of the 1999 National Youth 
Soccer Programme that he trains with twice a week, 
and is admitted to, it is interesting to know that travel-
ling with groups, people that will be travelling with 
groups also come under this particular policy. Be-
cause having travelled with his soccer club, Hamilton 
Parish—one to Miami and also to Ohio last year—it 
was interesting to see the organisational skills of 
these particular competitions, but also to see some of 
the guidelines and policies that are just coming 
across, paperwork, of some of the things that these 
groups had to adhere to in registering. 
 I mean, it is only because I had time to read it 
while I was watching them that I read some of the 
stuff, and it was interesting to know some of the things 
that are already set up. And these are just inter-zone-
type tournaments that we just happened to participate 
in. And to know that in Bermuda we are going to make 
this leap forward is a good thing, because we do not 
have a whole lot of talent to choose from. So the tal-
ent that we do have, we have to ensure that we man-
age them from a very young age all the way through 
this process so that, as they get older, they will have 
the necessary disciplines to avoid taking any form of 
drugs, and to be committed to their body and keeping 
their body healthy and strong. 
 And it is just like he does not feel like doing 
training some days. “Well,” I said, “You made a com-
mitment to be a part of this national programme, so 
you have to do it.” 

Along with that, and with what we have set up 
with this Anti-doping in Sports, I think it is a good 
thing. And with our young people, as they process 
their talent through sports, is that we educate them 
the whole way at a young age because, believe it or 
not, they grasp information very quickly at a young 

age. Because when young people open up a piece of 
electronic equipment, they do not read the instruc-
tions. They figure it out. Or their friend told them how 
to do it, how to process it. 
 So we need to make sure and ensure that this 
type of information that they need . . . we need to 
make sure that we can get the information to them 
electronically because very few of them are going to 
do it. But that is one of the ways how we can do it in 
terms of putting the information up. Like sometimes 
when you go on a particular website, all of a sudden 
this ad comes in. And then you have got to click the X 
box, and it comes back again, just so that you can see 
the information. 
 So when they start going on different web-
sites, for whatever, maybe to deal with sports and 
things of that nature, that can be a consideration of 
one of the ways of getting this information across. I 
mean, I go on international websites, and I see ads 
coming in from Bermuda, from different consultancy 
places, and all types of stuff. So this is just one of the 
ways how we can get our point across to our young 
people in terms of being drug free and participating in 
sports. 
 The other thing that is a good thing to also 
note in terms of us is that if we are going to remain on 
the big stage and bring in international organisations 
to participate in various different sporting things, then 
we need to make sure that we have the proper things 
in place. It is just like we have the necessary security 
measures in place at the docks for cruise ships, at the 
airport. If we are going to be international and be on 
the international stage, then we should always strive 
to get there. 
 And yes, with everything that we strive to be 
internationally, there is a cost. Cost comes with every-
thing when you decide to play on the big field. So it is 
going to be a financial cost. It is going to be a cost on 
parents in educating their children. It is even going to 
be a cost for the coaches, the trainers, or people that 
just want to be volunteers. There is a cost to being 
associated with national bodies and helping. 
 So we have to make sure that these types of 
things are all brought into play so that people have a 
full understanding of the seriousness of this, because 
to me, it does not make sense implementing legisla-
tion if we are not going to take it seriously and make it 
a known fact—that these are part of the conse-
quences of being a part of this particular programme. 
You will have to conform to this test or that test to en-
sure. 
 Because what we do not want is to have peo-
ple involved with organisations that are dabbling in 
other things on the quiet—no matter how good they 
may be and how much love they may have. But it is 
important that, if they are going to be taking an active 
role in our young people, then they need to be clean. 
It is very, very important. They need to be clean. 
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 And me personally, I do not have a problem 
taking a drug test. I can take one now. I am cool, you 
know. So I am going to just state that clearly before 
somebody else gets up talking about Honourable 
Members being clean. But one should strive that, 
when you are in a place or position of authority, that 
you always do the right thing, no matter what realm of 
life it is, that you should always be doing the right 
thing because it is important. 
 Because when we make bad decisions, our 
young people observe it. And when they observe it, 
they copy it in another fashion. And then we say they 
have done wrong. Well, what you are doing over there 
is wrong. Two wrongs do not make a right, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 And as we talk about scholarships, I think 
even more than ever with our young people, the op-
portunities for scholarships are enormous. We have 
parents that make their children available and take 
them away at younger ages just so that they can get 
an opportunity to get a scholarship at college and put 
them in high schools with an aunt or something, just 
because they possess the talent. 
 I look at my neighbour, Ryan Roberts. I watch 
him in the yard down there chipping up the grass—but 
just look where his persistence and being drug-free 
has put him. And that is just one of our young people 
today, for his pursuit of being a professional golfer. 
And his parents have made a sacrifice for him. And 
there are numerous other young people, and their 
parents have made sacrifices, just so that child can 
have the best. 
 But to have that, you have to be drug free. 
And that is an important part. And that is the other part 
of sports that we will have to teach our young people 
because days of past are past. There is a new day in 
sport. We all must play on the level playing field. And 
so that means that we must be drug free. I think that it 
is imperative that, as representatives of the people we 
ensure, those of us that do go around to our social 
clubs and who are members of workmen’s clubs or 
social clubs (however you want to describe them), or 
different organisations, that when we are sitting 
around talking, we talk about the importance of sup-
porting this Anti-doping in Sport and any other thing 
that may go along with it. 
 And yes, we have talked about the animals, 
and we have even made jokes about animals locally 
being on drugs and racing and horse racing and 
things of this nature here. So, Mr. Speaker, I just want 
to say that I personally support it. And as time goes 
by, as with most things, they must be tweaked and 
brought up to date from time to time. And I hope that 
all Honourable Members and Honourable Members 
that come after us will ensure that we produce the 
best athletes and that they are healthy and drug free. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Tucker, the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton South. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
E. James, from Warwick North Central. 
 Mr. James, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Elvin G. James: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to stand here in 
support of this document here today. It is a pleasure 
not only just to support it, but to join the rest of the 
world in fighting against drugs in sport. 
 WADA has been fighting for this document to 
be ratified for a very long time. I remember when I 
was President of the Cricket Board (this is way back in 
1999 when WADA first started) they were funded to-
tally then by the IOC. Now I think they are funded in 
half by IOC, and then various countries and governing 
bodies. 
 But when we look at WADA, their main job is 
just to monitor the Anti-doping Code, which we put 
out, and annually produce a list of prohibitive sub-
stances. Some of us need to look at this list every 
year just to see what is put on it, because there could 
be a surprise once in awhile, because this list 
changes every year. 
 Then in 2004, WADA introduced the Code for 
the first time in Athens [at the] Olympics in Greece. 
That is when they first did it. But since 2004, there 
have been several, several revisions of the Code, to 
the point where they believe they have gotten it pretty 
much right, right now. And I think there is something 
like 175 countries that have signed on. 
 So now that we have joined this band and 
signed on, we become another one of the statistics 
that have joined the fight against drugs. 
 Now, what does this Code do? It fights 
against the anti-doping [sic], it supports the national 
testing that is being done. So we not only . . . I re-
member when we first did testing here. Everyone 
made noise, and I was one of them, too, because we 
did not have it just right at that time. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Mr. Elvin G. James: And it encourages best practice 
in the labelling, the marketing, and the production of 
various drugs so that we know exactly what our ath-
letes are taking. 
 Now, the most important thing . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Mr. Elvin G. James: —that is why you have got to 
look at that list every year. It might be added. 
 But anyway, the most important thing that 
WADA has is the power to withdraw support from any 
country—financial support—or to just exclude them 
from certain games if they are not in compliance with 
the Code. 
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 I heard someone mention earlier (I think it was 
the Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. Trevor 
Moniz) talk about athletes who have beat the system, 
athletes who have gone on drugs and years later say, 
“Yes. I was on it the whole time, and I was tested.” We 
have got to remember, sport is big business. It is big 
business. And while we have our tests, there are 
those on the opposite side who are working as well to 
beat those tests. And sometimes they stay just one 
step ahead. But every so often, we see someone get-
ting caught. 

Yes! I mean, I am not going to sit here and 
say that this Code is going to be foolproof. No, it is 
not. But let us look at some of the things that we can 
do that are considered enhancements, because we 
talk about illicit drugs and all that there. But let us look 
at blood doping. We hear these things, but what is it? 
Why would one want to blood dope? 

Now, I heard the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Donte Hunt, mention it earlier: injection of red blood 
cells just to give that extra oxygen and endurance. 
And many athletes, they take the blood out of them 
long before an event, and immediately before the 
event they inject these red blood cells back in. So now 
they have an unnatural amount of red blood cells. 
Therefore, they have an unnatural amount of oxygen 
and endurance. This is one way of doing it. 

And then, of course, there are the anabolic 
steroids which increase testosterone and so on, there-
fore improving muscle mass. We have seen that, 
where someone has gone from a very skinny individ-
ual to being muscle-bound. And then of course, the 
stimulants—the stimulants merely increase blood flow, 
and, therefore, endurance as well. 

So it is not just . . . I mean, when we think of 
drugs here, we think of cannabis, we think of the illicit. 
But there are so many other things that are there for 
our people to do. 

And then, I know one that I encountered a lot 
when I was the president of the board was diuretics. 
This is where you take a tablet, and it increases the 
production of urine. And you constantly urinate. 
Therefore, it is hard to detect any drug because the 
system is constantly being flushed out. So when you 
test these people, the results are masked. Not only 
are they urinating a lot, but they lose weight, and for 
some it is said it increases the speed for some ath-
letes. But diuretics are used in masking drugs and to 
fight and get over drug testing quite a bit. Especially in 
the workplace they use these diuretics to beat the 
tests, beat the system. 

But as I said earlier, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
want to belabour the point here, because I support 
this legislation. I think it is important that the Minister 
educate our young people, as he said. Educate them. 
Let them know, yes, there are some drugs out there 
that can increase your stamina—that can make you 
bigger. But then, give them a complete education. Let 
them know exactly the drawbacks of it all as well. 

Earlier someone mentioned a lot of those that 
were on drugs. Prominent sportspeople died at an 
early age. The heart could not take it, various things. 
So we have to educate our young people and let them 
know that there are a lot of drugs out there that can 
enhance you today and pull you down tomorrow. 

But all in all, Mr. Speaker, I support this 
document. And the sooner we get it out there and the 
sooner we educate our people, the better off we will 
be. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. James, the Honourable 
Member from Warwick North Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Leader of the Opposition, Mr. H. Swan, St. George’s 
West. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I could not let this debate go by without mak-
ing a small contribution. I declare my interest. I am a 
professional athlete by trade. I have played, competed 
in the NCAA level, and at the professional level in golf, 
internationally and locally. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the interpolations from the 
Honourable Member on what type of steroids did I 
take, I will put hand over heart and say, “None. None, 
absolutely.” Why? Because of the type of upbringing 
that I received at a young age, that it is important to 
say and know the importance of performing without 
the enhancement of any drugs. 

And let me say this, Mr. Speaker, because 
when I speak of amateur competing days at the NCAA 
level, I can say I have been influenced by a great 
coach by the name of Mike Griffin down at Troy Uni-
versity back in the late 1970s who felt it necessary to 
eject several seniors and juniors off of his team be-
cause they were . . . not engaging in performance-
enhancing drugs, but they were engaging in some 
recreational drug use to ease the pain and ease the 
pressure. 
 That is why a lot of people, a lot of sports per-
sons do turn to drugs, Mr. Speaker, because of the 
pressures that are involved at the levels that they are 
entering sports. When we look at sporting bodies—
particularly at the amateur level—we sometimes make 
the mistake of expecting too much out of our young 
people in accordance to what their abilities are. 
 I am one for encouraging everyone who wants 
to, to aspire to be the greatest that they can be. That 
is what made me successful in sport. I wanted it more 
than anyone else wanted it for me. I can recall, Mr. 
Speaker, people used to laugh at me for training 
hours on end, for standing in one place and working 
on a specific shot. I wanted to do that. No amount of 
negative talking could dissuade me any way that that 
was not what I should be doing. 
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 But what do we have in sport today? We have 
a lot of other people—parents, in some cases 
coaches—that are looking to live their lives through 
other people. And that injects a great deal of pressure 
on a young talented person. And when a young stu-
dent goes away, leaves his home and goes away, and 
starts learning how to live on his own, he gets ex-
posed to a lot of influences, pressures—peer pres-
sures—that he never had before. And that is how they 
come into contact with some behavioural traits that 
can lead them and do them harm. 
 We have heard how the WADA Code will 
place an emphasis of great responsibility on coaches 
and parents and the like who train. And that is good. 
That is very important as well. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, let me just say that in addi-
tion to the type of pressures that cause an athlete to 
succumb to relying on drugs, there is also the rehab, 
medical side of recovery that also allows athletes to 
look towards drugs to assist them in the recovery. Be-
cause there are great pressures. And that is where I 
draw the line between amateur sports persons and 
professional sports persons. Because a professional 
sports person is there. Down days usually cost them 
money. So as a consequence, when they have an 
injury, they are looking to see how they can get back 
in a position where they can be competitive again as 
quickly as possible. 
 And that is where a lot of drugs that may find 
themselves on banned lists are being injected into 
sports. Honourable Members talked about tennis. It is 
coming to golf as well. A few years ago, golf was 
probably one of the slowest sports to admit. A lot of 
people do not think golf is a sport. But if you look at 
the type of athletes that are successful in golf today, 
you know, you will see that golf is very much a sport 
of great athleticism. 

One of the greatest athletes of all time was a 
man of very small stature, but he placed a great em-
phasis on exercise, physical conditioning, diet. It was 
Gary Player. Gary Player, who, Mr. Speaker, unbe-
known to many, used to be the touring professional at 
Castle Harbour Golf Club prior to me in the 1960s. 
That is why Castle Harbour was known all over the 
world; he used to visit Bermuda. 

But Gary Player, on transatlantic flights, would 
be known to be doing push-ups, physical training. 
Why? Because there is a drug known to many for cen-
turies. It is called adrenalin. Knowing how to control 
your self-induced adrenalin will determine whether or 
not you can be a successful athlete and channel that 
energy positively. As a golfer, when the adrenalin 
flows, when it gets pumping, Mr. Speaker (right?), it 
can help you perform. But it could also hinder you be-
cause if you do not know how to control it. 

That is why a lot of people who do not have 
the presence of mind. . . because, to be a top athlete, 
you also have to have a great presence of mind. So 
some people are turning to drugs to induce, to be able 

to control their mind, to control their body. And they 
are in some ways robotic because in sports today, 
with the implementation of computerisation, a great 
deal of emphasis is placed on understanding each 
person’s body structure and being able to manipulate 
that to get its optimum level. That is the challenge that 
exists. 

Where must we go to make this legislation 
more workable and more applicable to the people of 
this country? I go back, Mr. Speaker, to the impor-
tance of sports in schools, sports at an early age 
where it is enjoyed for purely a recreational standpoint 
to encourage young people to appreciate the impor-
tance of being recreationally active, to playing on a 
regular basis, to be in their communities running and 
exercising, things that we did in our era, Mr. Speaker, 
naturally. Children are in front of computers. 

And so the few athletes that we have by com-
parison to what we could have are then put at a higher 
risk level because there are people expecting them to 
do things that they want of them. And that comes to 
the expectations that others have for the athlete. So 
this type of legislation certainly helps to put safe-
guards in place. But from a practical point of view, in 
our country, Mr. Speaker, we need to look at how we 
are going to encourage the young people on sporting 
fields up and down this country, be it football, be it 
cricket, be it tennis, be it golf, be it swimming, be it 
any type of sport, to appreciate that the only way— 

 
The Speaker: Are you likely to be much longer, Mr. 
Swan? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Well, I can defer for 
lunch, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Do you wish to continue after lunch? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Right. 
 The Honourable Member Mr. Swan, Leader of 
the Opposition, is going to continue after lunch. 
 I am now going to catch the eye of Madam 
Premier.  

I have caught the eye of Madam Premier. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: You have indeed, Mr. Speaker. 
And I would like to move that we adjourn for lunch. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to that motion? 
 Agreed to. 
 The House stands adjourned for lunch and 
will resume again at 2:00 PM. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:33pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:02 pm 
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The Speaker: We are going to continue the debate on 
the Anti-Doping in Sports Act 2011. 

Just before I call upon the Honourable Mem-
ber, I just wish to say to Mrs. Wolffe that I did convey 
to the House our condolences. And I know it is a very 
difficult time, but we are certainly glad to see you, and 
you have our support, and we hold you up in our 
prayers. 

I now call upon the Honourable Member, Mr. 
H. Swan, Leader of the Opposition, from St. George’s 
West. 

Mr. Swan has the floor. 
 

SECOND READING 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
[Continuation of debate thereon] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. And I concur with your last comments of 
condolences to the family of Mrs. Wolffe. 
 I am winding down, Mr. Speaker. (And “amen 
to that,” I have heard.) But we certainly are in support 
of the Anti-Doping in Sport Act of 2011. As you know, 
Mr. Speaker, I did declare an interest in being a pro-
fessional athlete by trade, and I certainly know of 
many athletes who have fallen, wandered away from 
the purity of sport to rely on the use of drugs either to 
enhance their performance or to rehabilitate them-
selves through injuries. Both are not good for sport. 

It is important to know that there are varying 
levels of sport, be it amateur sport, which in some re-
spects as you start pursuing Olympic levels, Mr. 
Speaker, tends to borderline professional sport in the 
amount of funding that people require today to remain 
competitive. But one of the main impediments and 
one of the main causes of the type of mindset that 
allows people to gravitate into the use of performance-
enhancing drugs or drugs in sport is the type of pres-
sure that comes along with trying to perform in sport 
itself. 

As I wind down, I feel that whilst it is neces-
sary to be in compliance, which Bermuda is doing in 
this regard, to do its part to maintain international lev-
els, it is far more important to make sure that we 
reach down into the depths of our communities to the 
youngest of Bermudians to make sure that the right 
mindset permeates in their development so that there 
are cultural values that can guard and protect them 
against the type of peer pressure that comes along 
with encouraging people to gravitate towards the use 
of drugs whilst they are trying to perform in sport. 

The two are contrary principles in life. But they 
come together, in some respects because of one’s 
over-zealous approach to try to prove to others that 
they are excellent in sport. The contradiction of all that 
is that sometimes people lose sight of who they are, 

trying to prove to others what they would like for them 
to feel proud of them about. 

I certainly feel that if we can instil in people 
the importance . . . there is no greater feeling than to 
get a natural high as a consequence of hard work, 
hours of training, and satisfaction. 
 
The Speaker: I do not know whether we should use 
that word “high.” [Laughter] But, anyhow . . . 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Well, I use it respect-
fully, Mr. Speaker, because it is a high that you get 
when your adrenalin flows when you experience suc-
cess at your discipline that you spent . . . and we 
make the mistake of thinking that it takes hours. It 
takes hours . . . it takes hours times years for some-
times a great athlete to realise that moment of suc-
cess that sometimes lasts only about a moment—only 
about a moment. 
 Some of the greatest performances by ath-
letes have only been one-off performances that, if 
they put in hours of sweat equity, sweat equity is the 
ultimate drug in sport. Sweat equity—that is what al-
lows you to get that great feeling. And the adrenalin 
that you get when you are performing naturally in 
sport is the other natural drug that comes as a conse-
quence of being able to get in a position where all the 
preparation that you put in comes to a climactic point 
to allow you to perform at a high level. 
 And so that is what we have got to train young 
people today in—that you can only get out of some-
thing what you put into something. There is no quick 
fix to success in anything you do, particularly as it ap-
pears in sport, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, I will close on this, because one of 
my role models in sport, as I mentioned his name in 
the opening, was a gentleman that represented Ber-
muda, represented Bermuda properties, Castle Har-
bour in Bermuda. His name was Gary Player. He said, 
“You know, the harder I practiced, the luckier I got.” 

Because a lot of people associate taking 
drugs to build up, to help enhance their bodies, help to 
calm their minds down, and so forth, to give the ap-
pearance that they are great at a sport, when they 
have been cheating, in actual fact. And you cannot 
cheat and enjoy true satisfaction at being a good 
sportsperson. There is no substitute for hard work. 
There is no substitute for practice in this instance, 
sweat equity. And the great athletes are sometimes 
called lucky because people just wonder why they 
keep on winning.  

You know, I watch a lot of football. I grew up 
as a footballer. I became a professional golfer. And I 
just . . . this team that I am going to use an example of 
is by far not my team. I root against them every week 
because my team needs help, for a few more losses. 
It is Manchester United. People wonder why they 
keep winning at the end. It is because, you know, 
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when you play a sport, if it is football, it is 90 minutes. 
It is not over until it is over!  

And an athlete that has got it deep in his soul, 
that has practiced when other people are sleeping, 
knows that you can achieve more when the other guy 
is getting tired and is getting weary. That person, 
when the adrenalin gets [going], the mind gets far 
more acute, and they can achieve at a much higher 
level. They can rise up to that second. They can kick 
into that extra gear. 

That is what you do when you are a great ath-
lete! That is what cheating athletes are trying to tap 
into!  

Mr. Speaker, as we look back and see in his-
tory some of the athletes that have succumbed to . . . 
you know, baseball is something that many Bermudi-
ans love, baseball. And you see some of the athletes 
that have had great careers tarnished by being proven 
that they have dabbled in drugs. That is a hard way to 
go. 

I feel that the onus on us, in addition to seeing 
the need to participate in this anti-doping legislation, is 
to prepare the minds of our young people to be able to 
guard against this, not only as it relates to sport, but 
also as it relates to life itself. And the best time to pre-
pare a mind is in its infancy. 

So, as I close, I will just say this: Great ath-
letes a lot of times are cultivated at very young ages. 
You have seen some of the child protégés grow up to 
be great athletes. So the young minds, whether or not 
it be at preschool, encouraging them to do their push-
ups at three years old before they go up to preschool 
and so forth, it is very important. So you can prepare 
the mind of a young child now to guard against what 
we are having to legislate today. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, Leader of the 
Opposition, from St. George’s West. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. D. Butler. 

Mr. D. Butler from Warwick North East has the 
floor. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Minister Terry Lister, Cabinet Secretary Don-
ald Scott, the PS responsible for this Bill, the Anti-
Doping in Sport Act 2011, who sits in this Chamber; 
Wayne Carey; lawyer Ralph Furbert; and musician 
Steven Bassett were all edging nose to nose at the 
finish line, looking back to see me at the 50-yard line 
of the 100-yard dash. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Today they would say, because 
all five of these outstanding gentlemen—civil servants, 
Ministers—edged on by a former Minister of Sport—
my first successful PE teacher, Randolph Horton, for-

mer Minister of Sport, edged on by him, the Honour-
able Member—were at the finish line when I was at 
the 50-yard line. Today I would say they would have 
to be drug tested, because with a margin of some 50 
yards, how could that possibly be? Why were they so 
far ahead? Why? Because, Mr. Speaker, athletes . . . 
Okay, I was slow. There is story about being slow, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: And I will tell you that story, and 
it relates to the Honourable Member, Mr. Horton. Why 
were they at that finish line while I was at the 50-yard 
line? Because athletes, Mr. Speaker, they train, they 
practice, and they have to compete. And they were 
out there every day. I only showed up every now and 
then because I knew what the result would be. 
 Be that as it may, I could beat them all in a 
race today, and the reason why I was very slow was 
because at that time, being first, second, and third 
was all that PE teachers wanted to have. They had no 
interest in anybody else until a very young, bright, 
smart physical education teacher, the Honourable 
Member, former Minister of Sport, Randolph Horton, 
came and said, “You, Dale Butler, can be on the 
team.” 
 “But I always come last.” 
 “You can be on that team.” 
 “I can be on the basketball team?” 
 “Yes! You can be on the basketball team. Be-
cause the score is Berkeley Institute 95 and Sandys 
20, we are going to put you on the team the last two 
minutes.” 
 I was able, Mr. Speaker, to get on every sin-
gle sporting team because of the Honourable Member 
Mr. Randolph Horton. What did that do? Boost my 
self-esteem to the point where winning was not so 
much important; it was more a matter of being a part 
of the team, being a part of that team of that group— 
 
The Speaker: Participation. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: I tell him all the time that to him I 
owe one of the reasons why I did not end up on the 
wall, Mr. Speaker.  

So in those days, what did athletes do before 
drug testing? Well, Mr. Speaker, they had better 
sneakers. They had sneaker-boots. Now you have . . . 
And sneaker-boots were only a little five dollars. Now 
they have got these $300–$400 sneakers, allegedly to 
make them go faster. So some athletes, as time went 
on, did that. 

But in Bermuda’s tradition, Mr. Speaker, es-
pecially in our May 24th tradition . . . Stanley Burgess. 
What did he do to become a first-class athlete? Well, 
rumour had it that he used to rub rum on his body and 
honey on his body. Well, there was another runner 
from St. George’s, Alabama, who used to drink the 
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rum—that made more sense to me—and take off and 
be in the top three. Today he would be drug tested. 
 There were other runners like Ed Sherlock. 
Because there were no water stops at all along the 
May 24th route—which we called a marathon, and 
convinced the world it was a marathon, when really it 
was just a half-marathon (13.1 miles long)—Ed Sher-
lock had a flopper leaf under his mouth. Today he 
would probably be called into question and asked to 
be drug tested to find out whether or not that is indeed 
a drug. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I went on . . . I am an ath-
lete of some considerable merit. Yes, I play tiddly-
winks! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: I play squash every morning. 
And last week I limped into the House with a severe 
injury to my ankle from tripping on one of our nice 
Front Street roads. That is right. It took a couple of 
days to heal, and then I got back on without any drugs 
other than, well, a painkiller. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: I had to take that. 
 So if I was going to be in an event, I would 
have to be drug tested. And what would be called into 
question would be the prescription and the type of 
drug that I was given. That is the nature of the sport, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 So with the Anti-Doping in Sport legislation 
now before us, we have no choice but to pass it. I 
have actually been drug tested twice, and that is 
where it gets a bit contentious for athletes, because it 
is a very personal thing! You cannot even explain it 
because you would say I was using sexual language, 
but you have to actually show them where the water 
faucet it. And they have to see the water coming out 
of the faucet. That is very—what is the word?—
intrusive? Yes. I mean, that is difficult. That is difficult. 
 But as a member of the Bermuda Track and 
Field Association, to which I signed on, to which I run 
their 5Ks and 10Ks, my number was picked out of the 
hat twice. So I had to go. Athletes who compete, who 
join our national sports, would need to be aware of 
that, and they need to be aware, also, as I asked: 
How did those five young men get to the finish line? 
Practice, training, maybe they had better sneakers. As 
I ask, Well, what is it? Is it going to be my medication 
that is called into question? Is it going to be my milk 
called into question? All of these zillions of drinks that 
are out there now, Mr. Speaker. As the former Minis-
ter responsible for drugs, I even brought you mari-
juana tea. I mean, I brought it to the House; I did not 
bring it to you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 

 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Which we sell freely in our su-
permarkets. Marijuana tea! And nobody seems to be 
bothered. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Yes, it is. You can go right in the 
supermarket and buy it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: I did not hear about it, and here 
I was, the Minister responsible for drugs, and I had 
never heard of it. And I thought, “My goodness!” And 
they told me it had been sold for years in the country. 
 Now, if you are an athlete and you just see it 
as a drink, as a vitamin water, as all these other su-
per-give-you-more-energy, and you take it, you may 
discover through your own innocence that you have 
taken something illegal. Because the difficulty really 
is, Mr. Speaker, they leave it . . . the onus is on you, 
the athlete. But when you go to international confer-
ences, you know what you hear? Your athletes blam-
ing their coaches. That is what happened at the con-
ferences. They blamed the coaches. They did not 
know. 
 The Worldwide Association says, “No, it is 
you.” So everything you take into your body . . . I ask 
the former person, Mr. Bouchard, the director in that 
department, “What is it then that, if in this country and 
I believe in certain states of the United States, they 
remove it from the counters, those five-hour energy 
drinks?” We still have them on our counters. We have 
seven-hour energy drinks. What happens if I drink it 
and I go through and I cannot find all these compli-
cated words? I mean, just unbelievable. And then they 
say it is from this babanza tree, and the extract is from 
this, and it still has not told me whether or not it is le-
gal or not. 
 Even if you go through the legalised list, every 
year they add something else. At the end of the day, 
Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bouchard said the only drink you 
can take is water. That is what I believe we were do-
ing at the Berkeley Institute. We did not have access 
to all of these stimulants, pills, and you-name-it that 
now athletes think that in order to get this gold medal, 
which, you know, the hype only lasts . . . you can 
make a lot of money if you win a gold medal, obvi-
ously, through sponsorship. And you will be a national 
hero. In some countries they give you land, et cetera. 
 In Bermuda, so far, I do not think we have had 
too many occurrences of people who have illegally 
used drugs. Yes. However, we need to be mindful in 
encouraging our athletes to realise that the informa-
tion—the onus—is on them. 

Our responsibility, Mr. Speaker, we have no 
choice but to pass this legislation. We cannot kid our-
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selves. It has got to be passed. You might find a 
comma missing, as we always do. 

You might find—and thank goodness for the 
Honourable Minister and his Department, the Honour-
able Mr. Blakeney, who sits beside me who ensured 
that this would be done as thoroughly and as accu-
rately as possible so our athletes would not have any 
problem and would not have any misunderstandings 
when they enter the international arena.  

Bermuda is on the verge again of having the 
CARIFTA Games here, the Island Games here, and 
our swimmers are doing wonderfully all over the 
world. So we are not just competing here in Duck’s 
Puddle. We are all over now, from golfers, swimmers, 
runners, they are competing internationally, and they 
need to know about this law. 

So we have no recourse but to pass it, to im-
plement it, to educate the athletes over and over and 
make them aware that while that list might have 100 
banned substances, it seems to increase daily be-
cause there are scientists and other (What is the 
word?) crazy people out there who are trying to make 
a buck by inventing different things to get around the 
drug test. 

We have to educate the public. Then we have 
to enforce it, Mr. Speaker, and we have to encourage 
our young people, period, to do without drugs. We 
know that in this community there is a growing move-
ment, even one gentleman who said he is starting his 
own “For Marijuana Party.” Well, if he starts a “For 
Marijuana Party” and his members decide to be ath-
letes, they will not be able to enter any international 
event. They will not be sanctioned, even by the Minis-
try, for participation in local events. 

So the consequences are very serious for lo-
cal bodies. They are very serious for the Bermuda 
Government. And they are very serious for athletes. 
So I hope that in passing this, with an education pro-
gramme, we will continue to encourage our young 
people to participate more in sports. 

We will continue to encourage our PE teach-
ers to realise that it is not just first, second, and third, 
but it is everybody that we need to have in sport, a 
philosophy that the Honourable Member, Mr. Horton, 
brought to the Berkeley Institute that saw more young 
people getting on the field and becoming physically fit 
as compared to worrying about whether or not they 
are going to win a medal and come first, second, and 
third. 

So I commend the Minister and his team for 
bringing to us the Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 
which fits very neatly into his responsibility as the Min-
ister also responsible for families. Well done, Minister. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Butler, the Honourable 
Member from Warwick North East. 

 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Lister, Sandys North Central. Mr. Lister has the 
floor. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as a former Minister of Sport, I 
feel called upon to get on my feet this afternoon or 
today and support the Minister in this legislation. I 
think it is the right thing, the correct thing we should 
be doing in the times that we are in when we consider 
the methods that athletes are taking to try and stay at 
the top of their game or get to the top of their game. 
 I think it is a message that has to be sent 
across that community that this is not the way. We 
have heard numerous speakers get up today and talk 
about the true result comes from the blood, sweat, 
and tears that you put in the sport through training, not 
what you put in your system. And I think that is the 
message that has to be taken here. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I was Minister, I had the 
opportunity to travel, I think on three occasions. In the 
first year, the first trip that I went on was actually for 
the Commonwealth Games in Canada. I had the good 
fortune of being housed in the same facility that the 
drug testing, the heads of the drug testing medical 
team were staying in. They actually stayed on the 
same floor that I was on. And in the morning we would 
get up and we would have a common eating breakfast 
area. We would sit around and just talk about the 
events of the previous day and what they were plan-
ning for that particular day. 
 And I got a real education in the whole doping 
aspect of sport and what the medical team had to go 
through to overcome and to continue to test and try 
and be a step ahead of what the athletes themselves 
were trying to do to stay a step ahead, so to speak. 
 They shared with me many of the examples of 
ways that athletes at the time were trying to beat the 
doping restrictions. They shared with me a lot of the 
results of how the particular drugs could affect the 
body in the long term. That, for me, was really an 
education in the fact that, you know, you saw, or you 
were learning from the experts how that could nega-
tively affect the body in the long term, where the ath-
lete was thinking of the short term—of just trying to 
get to that finish line first or to get that highest jump in 
or whatever the sport was. 
 But one of the things that always stayed with 
me from that was just . . . in fact, that is when I really 
got to the blood transfusion part of it. We heard other 
Members today talk about how that exercise works, 
when the athlete is transfusing his blood to try to get 
his actual red blood cell count up. That was the first 
time I really got a good discussion and exposure to 
that, and I was really taken aback at the level to which 
an athlete would go to try and enhance himself to just 
win that race. It was one of the lessons that have 
stayed with me throughout, when I think of sporting 
events that I got exposed to whilst I was Minister. 
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Mr. Speaker, the next year I was actually in 
Sydney for the 2000 Olympics. And one of the high-
lights that I walked away from that Olympics with was 
watching Marion Jones. I was there for each of her 
races, saw her win the three golds and the two 
bronzes, and to come away being the first female to 
get five medals in an Olympic game. I just thought it 
was outstanding. I got close enough to be in hand-
shaking distance from her and the team. We were at 
one of the American basketball games one night, and 
she happened to be sitting a row to my left, to my 
right, or a row in front of me—to my left or my right, I 
cannot remember. 

Really I was amazed by this individual as an 
athlete and impressed with the level that she brought 
to her game. And so when the world found out that it 
was true that she had been doping during that time, it 
was really a heartbreak for me, you know, because I 
really had enjoyed watching her perform as an athlete, 
at the level of quality that I thought—that the world 
thought—that she was bringing to the game. 

But to find out that she had been doping dur-
ing that all the time was real heartbreaking, I think not 
only for her team-mates, her country, but all the young 
athletes that were looking at and aspiring to be and 
achieve what she had achieved. So I think it is not 
only harmful to the athletes themselves, but to the 
message that they are sending out there. 

Mr. Speaker, the Former Minister, the Ho-
nourable Member Horton, stood in for me for 24th of 
May. Remember the year it rained? In all that rain, 
you had to cancel the 24th of May? Well, that year I 
was away at a Sports Ministers’ Conference in Barba-
dos and there were all sorts of different topics that 
were on the agenda. But on a smaller note was the 
doping in sports. 

At that time, we had the Bermuda Drug-Free 
Sport Council, and we were leading the way. Minister 
Horton got on his feet earlier and said we were a step 
ahead and leading in some regard. We were. When 
we sat around the chair when talking with the other 
Caribbean islands, we were leading in that regard to 
have put in place a Drug-Free Sport Council and test-
ing athletes and trying to set a stage of standards for 
that. 

So we were able around that table at that time 
to lead the discussion and talk about what we were 
doing. And we were trying to go and encourage the 
other island ministers to come on board with the ath-
letes and their governing bodies of sport to follow suit 
and do what we were. So we have been leading in 
that regard. 

Now, the whole WADA— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: He did not hear that part, Mr. 
Horton. He did not hear that part, Minister. 

 But where we are today with WADA, it has 
taken its time to get here because it has been an 
evolving event in getting the policies and the structure 
in place to make sure it is effective. As the practice of 
doping has evolved, WADA has had to evolve itself to 
make sure it stays on the cutting edge of trying to be 
the anti-doping restrictive body. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the true measure of success 
of legislation like this would come in place when we 
do not have to use it. Meaning, the message here that 
we really want to get out is education, education to 
our athletes that they themselves should be their own 
policemen in this regard. They themselves should be 
saying that the best athlete is a clean athlete. End of 
story. No matter how well your performance is or what 
level you achieve in this sport, the better athlete is 
always the clean athlete. 
 That is the message that we want to take from 
this, not to just simply put legislation in place to say 
that the legislation is going to be what controls indi-
viduals. We want the individuals to control them-
selves. We want individuals to understand that, just 
like we should not be tolerating any form of drug—the 
illicit drugs or the recreational drugs—we should not 
be supporting the enhancement drugs and the use of 
the enhancement drugs. 
 Of course we want the best athletes that we 
can produce, and we want those athletes to produce 
their best naturally, not through enhancement of 
drugs. And that is the message. That is the key part 
that has to go along with this whole legislation, is the 
education. We have to drive home to our young ath-
letes that, as they are striving, as they are developing 
to go on to become the best that they can be, let it be 
naturally and not enhanced by any illicit drugs or en-
hancement drugs. 
 Mr. Speaker, with this laid out, I am going to 
just be brief and allow the Minister to get back on his 
feet, and hopefully, he can lead us into committee on 
this. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Lister, the Honourable 
Member from Sandys North Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Burgess, from Hamilton East. 
 Minister Burgess, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I really want to thank the Minis-
ter, the Honourable Member Glenn Blakeney, for 
bringing this Bill. Obviously, the Bill, as it states, seeks 
to protect the health and welfare of athletes and en-
sure that athletes are able to compete in fair and 
equitable sporting events, as doping is fundamentally 
contrary to the spirit of the sport. 
 Today many athletes lift weights to enhance 
their performance. You have tennis players, golf, soc-
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cer, cricket—they go in the gym and lift weights, you 
know, because they want to do better. But what con-
cerns me, Mr. Speaker, today you can go down to the 
health food shops, as we call them, and buy supple-
ments. They will be supplements. Some of them 
would say “natural, no side effects.” You can get crea-
tine, Mr. Speaker, and that will increase your strength 
by 10 per cent almost immediately. 
 
The Speaker: Is that right? 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, yes. Oh, yes, Mr. 
Speaker, I know. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You had better believe 
it. You had better believe it.  

No, but just say, for example, you will be un-
der your normal . . . you will be bench-pressing 150 
pounds. You take that creatine. Within 20 minutes, 
you go in the gym; you can push 165 pounds, easily. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, yes, I know what I 
am talking about. Oh, yes. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I get concerned that what 
the Bill seeks to do . . . then you go in these shops—
and they call them “health food shops.” So you do not 
think you can go in the health food shop and get 
something there that is going to be harmful to your 
body. 
 You know, last night I was watching television, 
and I was reading. But I lifted my head up, and it was 
an advert about some drug for some use. And by the 
time they got to spell out the side effects of this drug, I 
said, “Good God, I would not take that!” It spent more 
time on the side effects of the drug than what the drug 
is meant to do. I said, “Boy, that is some great adver-
tising there.” 
 I know the days before—I would not say Ol-
den Days, because I was not here—many of the guys, 
they would mix up raw eggs with milk and say, “this 
will give you a lot of strength.” I am sure you know, 
Mr. Speaker. It was a lot of different concoctions that 
they brewed up! Seymour’s, they say you take this; 
this gives you some strong back and other things you 
can get today, Mr. Speaker. 
 So what I wonder today, how many of the 
world records, all the medals that these athletes 
won—how many were won with these drugs, these 
enhancers? We do not know. We would not know 
then because the drug testing at that time was not as 
advanced as it is today. So there are some records 
there that probably will never be broken if they were 
achieved through drugs, steroids. 
 In fact, you can buy—you look in any of these 
muscle magazines, and it would say “natural steroids.” 

You buy this stuff and it enhances the size of your 
body. In fact, Mr. Speaker, I saw one guy some years 
ago. I went to this aerobics class, not that I needed it. 
The guy was there. He was weighing about 160 
pounds. I was probably weighing about 157 myself—
soaking wet! But about four weeks later, I saw this guy 
in a shop down in St. George’s. He was 20 pounds 
heavier. 
 I looked at him, I said, “Jesus, God, what has 
this guy done?” Obviously, it was steroids, steroids, 
Mr. Speaker. So, there are some challenges out there. 
I think you can find that a lot of the athletes today 
would say, well, they are not taking drugs. And I do 
not know. Because I do not know if creatine is on the 
list of banned substances, because they say it is natu-
ral. You can get all this natural stuff. But they enhance 
your performance in many ways. 
 But certainly, I support this Bill. There will be 
some challenges because, as has been said earlier, 
as the technology is advanced—testing—there is also 
some out there that will create materials, create stimu-
lants that can beat the tests. So it is an ongoing chal-
lenge for those that are in the field of testing folks for 
these enhancing drugs. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, again, I want to thank the 
Minister for bringing this to this House. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Burgess, the Ho-
nourable Member from Hamilton East, the Deputy 
Premier. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. Perinchief, Pembroke Central, Deputy Speaker. 
 Mr. Perinchief, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to contribute to this debate, or this 
talk, on anti-doping legislation. Having been the Minis-
ter for National Drug Control around about 2006–
2007, I appreciate the efforts that our governing bo-
dies for sport have put into producing this legislation 
which will control the conduct and behaviour of our 
aspiring athletes. 
 Mr. Speaker, I heard the reference to Marion 
Jones from the Honourable Mr. Lister, who just took 
his seat. And there was a person who actually fell 
from Olympic champion and an international hero and 
for lying to Congress, to a person who actually de-
stroyed the dreams and aspirations of her Olympic 
team and her country by not only cheating in competi-
tion, using drugs, but also then lying to Congress and 
subsequently being jailed. 
 There was a very good documentary film put 
out on Marion Jones. And even though she has in re-
cent years redeemed herself somewhat by having a 
family and competing now in basketball, she certainly 
was a poster girl for what can go wrong if you abuse 
drugs. 
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 There has even been some question mark 
over Lance Armstrong, a person who is a recovering 
cancer victim, in cycling. And people now are ques-
tioning his performance and questioning whether or 
not it was enhanced by drug use. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that the effect that will 
actually derive benefit from this precedent-setting leg-
islation is that, not only will our young people not 
cheat and use drugs in sport, but I would hope—and I 
think it will happen—that this attitude of not using 
drugs, illicit drugs or simply prescription drugs that are 
banned, would shift over into a lifestyle. 

I mean, in this country, Mr. Speaker, we en-
courage sport, we encourage competition. And what 
we are finding is that young people and some not-so-
young people who even just play sport for basic 
recreation in league play or what they call casual 
competition are refusing drug testing because they 
are using marijuana in particular. 
 And while many of us, you know, we beat the 
drum for not using illicit drugs, particularly marijuana, 
there seems to be a mindset that marijuana is not 
harmful. And they say that it is not performance-
enhancing, and I would say it probably is not, because 
I think most people that use marijuana over a long use 
become very lethargic, and certainly it does not help 
their performance. 
 Nevertheless, I would think that this anti-drug 
strategy will cross over into general life and people’s 
general lifestyle in that we would not only have drug-
free sport, but also have drug-free workplaces, Mr. 
Speaker, because that was a very great thrust of mine 
when I was the Minister of National Drug Control, to 
try to get businesses and even Government and civil 
service to emphasise that drug-free workplace thrust. 
 So if this push to get our young athletes and 
all of our athletes off performance-enhancing drugs 
and to not use drugs that are not naturally beneficial 
to our physical development and mental development, 
that that will cross over into our general lifestyle. 
 Mr. Speaker, we know that sport has, interna-
tionally, almost replaced war with some countries 
when it comes to competition. It appears that coun-
tries love to compete on many levels. When you look 
at football, in particular with the World Cup, and the 
Olympics to even some degree, the level of competi-
tiveness is at a pitch and at a point where it seems to 
have replaced war as a qualifier, if you like, for (What 
shall I say?) the male libido, in particular. We just like 
to win, you know. And of course, sport is a more 
healthy expression of this competitive spirit amongst 
countries. 

And I am certain that most of us can remem-
ber (those of us who are a bit older than some) the 
Olympics when the East German teams, in particular, 
were just breaking all sorts of records with those 
swimming teams, and some of the other athletes, only 
to find that they—a whole country—in actual fact were 

encouraging the abuse of performance-enhancing 
drugs. 

So I just simply wanted to congratulate the 
Minister and his team (his team is sitting here to my 
left) for bringing this piece of legislation, which at first 
blush—and I have scrutinised it a bit—seems ex-
tremely thorough. Certainly if it is enforced, it should 
create a very healthy environment for our sporting 
public and, by extension, will encourage our young 
people to not use performance-enhancing drugs and 
also to refrain from using any type of illicit drugs. 

So again, I would just like to congratulate the 
Minister for this legislation. 

Thank you. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Perinchief, the Honour-
able Member from Pembroke Central, the Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
M. Weeks, from Pembroke East Central. 
 Minister Weeks, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I would like to start off by congratulating the 
Substantive Minister, Minister Blakeney, and his team. 
And it would be remiss of me, being an executive of a 
sporting club now, not to get up and say a few words. 

A lot of Honourable Members have already 
touched on the performance-enhancing drugs. But I 
would like to reiterate what the Honourable Member 
Mr. Perinchief just touched on. What is more prevalent 
right here at home, that has become part of our cul-
ture almost, is marijuana. 

The club that I am a part of now, the Western 
Star Sports Club, they won the league last year. As a 
result, they are eligible to go to the conference games, 
Mr. Speaker. The trouble that we have had is to try to 
get a team of 11, even, eligible who are drug free. It is 
not performance-enhancing; it is the social drug, mari-
juana. 

In order to get some of these players to com-
ply, this new legislation and the World Anti-Drug 
Agency, I used that to my advantage when I had 
meetings with the team. And a lot of the team players 
are actually actively becoming clean now. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: So in saying that, Mr. Speaker, 
like I said, I do not want to reiterate what a lot of the 
Honourable Members have said. But right here at 
home, I think that our players need to know, our clubs 
need to know, that the marijuana is listed as a per-
formance-enhancing drug. 

Also, being given the mandate now to try to 
bring the youth council back together, I want to offer 
my services to Minister Blakeney, and perhaps that 
could be one of the topics, one of the first topics. That 
is a hot topic that we could bring, Mr. Speaker, in front 
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of the youth council and have them discuss it from the 
education point of view. A lot of our youngsters are 
taken into the schools, those that we have chosen to 
be on the youth council. 

So again, Mr. Speaker, thank you. I just want 
to congratulate the Minister and his team. 

Thank you. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Weeks, the Hon-
ourable Member from Pembroke East Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Foggo, from St. David’s constituency, Madam 
Whip. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I guess there is not much more 
that can be said, except to iterate some of what has 
been said. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber, but I will keep— 
 
The Speaker: Let us try to be courteous, shall we? 
Yes, yes, yes. Everybody’s contribution is valuable in 
this Chamber. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Indeed. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Madam Whip. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: What I would like to highlight is 
the importance of this legislation because, as we all 
know, there is much out there in the way of laws. And 
as the Honourable Member, Mr. Burgess, pointed out, 
you have many health facilities that have drugs that 
are advertised as being natural drugs. In these facili-
ties—such as weight training—people often use these 
so-called “natural” goods to give themselves energy or 
what-have-you. 
 So the point that I am trying to, I guess, bring 
out is that it is important if we want our young people 
to be able to benefit in ways other than just the sport-
ing event itself, because through sports they can get 
scholarships. They will find various sorts of organisa-
tions will use them as role models to enhance the ser-
vices that they provide. If we want our kids to take 
advantage of this, we must put regulations in place 
that help guide them and point out to them the ills as-
sociated with using substances, whether they be illicit 
substances or legal substances.  

When one uses these substances, it could 
have damaging effects on some of the things that they 
might wish to do in the future by way of sports or, in-

deed, second to them, by way of acquiring, as I said, 
grants, scholarships, or other things that will help 
them along the way. 
 So regulations must be put in place to en-
courage them and guide them in their actions so that 
they will try as best they can to engage in activities in 
such a way that will foster and allow them to go on 
and realise some of the achievements that they have 
set out in their goals. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to address this 
from a different angle so that our young people do 
realise that this is not just being put in place to ad-
monish them. This is being put in place to encourage 
them to strive for those things in such a way that they 
can realise their dreams. 
 So on that note, because everything else has 
indeed been said, I will take my seat, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. L. Foggo, from St. 
David’s, Government Whip. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Devonshire North West, Madam Pre-
mier. 

Madam Premier has the floor. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think it is only fitting that the 
Honourable Member who just took her seat . . . I think 
what came through loudly and clearly was her educa-
tion background as a teacher, because one of the is-
sues which came through when we discussed it was 
the focus, which was that, How can we make sure that 
we still put the people’s needs at the heart of the sys-
tem while we are ensuring compliance? 

And I must say, Mr. Speaker, at the risk of 
embarrassing the civil servants who are present, they 
were impressive. They were impressive not just be-
cause they knew their stuff, but because they were 
focused on, How can we help our young people?  

As you heard from the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Foggo, it is not just about the sanctions—though 
sanctions, compliance and governance are incredibly 
important. But what was also singularly note-worthily 
important was the fact that we have to provide a 
means of educating—educating the public, educating 
our sporting bodies, educating our young people 
about the risks and also how they can be disenfran-
chised from participating, not just at the micro level, 
which is the individual level, but also in terms of the 
risks to Bermuda if we are not seen to be in compli-
ance and to have this Bill. 
 Now, certainly, Mr. Speaker, success and also 
accreditation and also passage of this Bill comes with 
a price. So let us also be clear about that. There is a 
requirement, and there are certain necessary precon-
ditions—and that has a cost. However, what is even 
more important is the cost of inaction, which is that 
you are saying at one fell swoop that Bermuda as a 
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country has no seat at the table. The CARIFTA 
Games that the Honourable Minister and his Ministry 
are preparing for, the international ability to partici-
pate, we will be excluding ourselves. 

So make no mistake. This Act is an incredibly 
important Act. And what is also noteworthy is the fact 
that we are determined to make sure we meet the 
standards. That is important. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I commend the Minister and 
his Ministry and his team for helping Bermuda to 
make sure we continue to have a voice and the ability 
to participate and the ability for our young people to 
participate. But I also salute them for realising the flip 
side of the coin is educating our young people so that 
we do not just take a position which is seen as provid-
ing sanctions without the remedies. You do not give 
the bouquets without also noting the brick-bats and 
also recognising there are risks and burdens that 
come with action, but there are greater risks if there is 
inaction. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier, the Hon-
ourable and Learned Member from Devonshire North 
West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 There are no further speakers. The Minister in 
charge, the Honourable Minister, Mr. Blakeney, is go-
ing to do the reply. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to thank every single Parliamen-
tary Member in this House for the collective consen-
sus, and particularly my Government colleagues who 
had to be convinced that we had done our due dili-
gence in the best national interests of the country, 
notwithstanding the world convention that mandated 
we become compliant. That provided and required the 
opportunity to consult back and forth with various 
stakeholders, not the least of which was my caucus 
colleagues who have given unanimous support to this 
particular piece of legislation, realising the implications 
if we do not decide to become compliant, and also the 
implications of the benefits to be derived from a pre-
ventative and educational process enlightening our 
people as to what they should aspire to become as 
athletes on the playing field, and off the playing field 
as drug-free citizens of this community representing 
our country in gainful and competitive competition. 
 So with that, Mr. Speaker, it would be remiss 
of me not to make mention of those whose shoulders I 
stand on who have done yeoman work and [were] 
incredibly dedicated to the task of preparing what was 
needed to be prepared in bringing this legislation for-
ward. They include my Permanent Secretary, Mr. 
Wayne Carey, the Permanent Secretary who was his 
predecessor, Ms. Ellen K. Horton, former acting Per-

manent Secretary, Mr. Randy Rochester, all who 
played very critical parts in this ongoing preparation to 
bring it to this point to date. 
 Also included would be the Director of Youth, 
Sports, and Recreation, Mr. Norbert Simons, who ac-
tually, under his particular responsibility, took the lead 
on ensuring that all of the research, the due diligence, 
the consultations with WADA, particularly in getting 
the extension that was required so that we would not 
be penalised having not met the December 31st, 2010, 
deadline—I humbly pay homage to him, his efforts, his 
commitment, and his loyalty to the process and to get-
ting this legislation here today. 
 Also, the Parliamentary Counsel who has giv-
en the legal advice that was required, Ms. Jonetta 
Jeet-Maynard; the Bermuda Council for Drug-Free 
Sport Executive Director, Cathy Belvedere; and the 
entire team at the Department of Youth, Sports, and 
Recreation for their commitment and due diligence 
and cooperative spirit in making sure that we brought 
this piece of legislation after having done a most tho-
rough—thorough—review of what it is we are going to 
pass here this afternoon. 
 Mr. Speaker, with that I move that the Bill be 
committed. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 Will the Honourable Member from Pembroke 
Central, Mr. W. Perinchief, the Deputy Speaker, 
please take the Chair of Committee? 
 

House in Committee at 3:00 pm 
 

[Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
The Chairman: Yes, the House is now in Committee.
 Minister Blakeney has committed the Bill, An-
ti-Doping in Sport Act 2011. 
 Minister, do you wish to move clauses? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Which ones would you like to move, 
Minister? Would you like to move the entire Bill? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. I think I would be-
cause there are several clauses, and any Member 
that would care to speak to any one . . . 
 
The Chairman: Well, in that case, indicate which you 
wish to move. Do you wish to do the table of contents 
first? 
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Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Okay. Clauses 1, 2, 3, in 
the first instance; clause 1— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Sorry? Yes, we will do 
them all, 1 to 18. 
 
The Chairman: One to eighteen. Yes, the Minister 
indicates that he wishes to move clauses 1 to 18. 
 Any objection? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: No objection, but . . . 
 
The Chairman: Just a minute, Minister. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: This is not an objection. It is 
just that I do not know how . . . You know; I believe 
there is general support for the Bill. I do have two 
points that I want to raise, but they, I believe, are 
going to occur in different sections. 
 
An Hon. Member: Well, then, bring them up at differ-
ent times, that is all. 
 
The Chairman Yes. As the Minister goes through his 
clauses from 1 to 18, when we get to the relevant 
clause that you may take issue with, if you would then 
at that point interject, and I will entertain your com-
ments, your objections. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Right. Even if I am going to 
refer to a clause that he has not moved? 
 
The Chairman: He is moving all of them. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan:  Oh, I thought I heard him 
say 1 to 18. That is all. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, 1 through 18, yes. And then we 
will continue from there, Mr. Swan. Yes. 

All right. Then we go back to the Minister. 
Minister, do you wish to move clauses 1 

through 18? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: That is correct. Yes, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: And there is no objection to that.  
 Would you continue now, Minister? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. Clause 1 confers title 
on this Bill as the Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011. 

Clause 2 specifies the categories of athletes, 
support persons, and support organisations that the 
Act applies to. The Act is clear that both local and for-
eign athletes are affected by the Act’s provisions. 

Clause 3 defines terms used in the Act. 

 Clause 4 establishes the Bermuda Sport Anti-
Doping Authority under the acronym of BSADA and 
sets out the BSADA functions, which include a range 
of activities such as education of athletes and the 
general public in Bermuda on matters pertaining to 
doping in sport, directing a programme of testing of 
athletes, and the management of test results. BSADA 
is required to adopt and ensure compliance with the 
World Anti-Doping Code and current international 
standards. 
 Clause 5 gives the Minister discretionary 
power, after consultation with the Chairman of BSA-
DA, to issue written directions of a general nature to 
BSADA regarding policy to be followed in the perfor-
mance of its functions as may be perceived by the 
Minister to be in the best public interest. 
 Clause 6 establishes that BSADA is to be 
managed by a board consisting of between seven and 
thirteen members appointed by the Minister and 
representing persons with a range of expertise and/or 
experience. This clause also sets out the terms and 
conditions under which board members serve. 
 Clause 7 provides for the appointment of a 
secretary by the board, and also provides for the me-
thods of attestation the board may use when acting. 

Clause 8 describes the functions and powers 
of the board. 

Clause 9 provides for persons to be appointed 
to act in respect of the responsibilities of absentees. 

Clause 10 provides for the location and fre-
quency of board meetings. 

Clause 11 provides for the appointment of a 
chief executive officer by the Minister on such terms 
and conditions as the Minister may approve. 
 Clause 12 provides the BSADA with the pow-
er to employ individuals for both the performance of its 
functions and the provisions of services, information, 
or advice to it. 

Clause 13 provides for the establishment and 
composition of a Therapeutic-Use Exemption Commit-
tee (or by acronym, TUEC) by the BSADA for the re-
view and issuance of therapeutic-use exemption cer-
tificates. 
 Clause 14 provides for the establishment of a 
Results Management Committee, which shall be 
charged with responsibilities relating to notification of 
test results and management of athlete suspensions 
and sanctions. 

Clause 15 provides for the sources of funding 
to the BSADA. 

Clause 16 directs the BSADA to keep proper 
accounts and submit them for auditing by the Auditor 
General from time to time. 
 Clause 17 directs the BSADA to present to 
the Minister an annual report within three months of 
the end of each financial year. Such report could be 
laid before this Honourable House of Assembly within 
three months of receipt by the Minister. This clause 
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also requires the BSADA to annually provide esti-
mates of revenue and expenditure to the Minister. 
 Clause 18 provides that Members of the 
BSADA are not liable for the acts or defaults of the 
BSADA done in good faith and in the course of the 
BSADA’s operations. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Does any Member wish to speak to the Anti-
Doping in Sport Act 2011, clauses 1 through 18? 
 I recognise the Honourable Mr. Swan. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I will lead off in this respect, I guess, in the 
interpretations. I did have a quick word with Ms. Bel-
vedere, and this may be important or not. 
 But this legislation seems to be quite all-
encompassing. And I am wondering if in here we are 
including leagues or associations, and I will give some 
examples: bridge, darts. One could even be (I am not 
being facetious) beauty contestants. 
 One of the things I found perhaps lacking in 
the interpretations is a definition of “sports.” We talk 
about “athlete,” and it means any person who partici-
pates in a sport as an international-level athlete or a 
national-level athlete. But are we just dealing with, 
well, athletes who do track and field, or athletes who . 
. .  
 
An Hon. Member: Any athlete who is representing 
Bermuda. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I just wanted to . . . I am not 
clear on that. 
 
The Chairman: Mr. Swan, you are probably on the 
right track when you ask for an interpretation of 
“sport.” 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: And I am certain that that definition 
can be forthcoming. Do you wish now to wait for the 
answer? Or do you want to continue with your other 
observations? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: No. The other ones arise in 
the next section. 
 
The Chairman: After clause 18? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Minister, would you like to take that 
on advisement, or would you answer now? 
 

Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, I think I am able to 
answer now. I think we all know what “sport” applies 
to: athlete competition. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Any form of athletic competition? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Any form of athletic compe-
tition or athletic recreational activity. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 Mr. Swan, do you wish to accept that? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Well, I mean, it is difficult for 
me to accept that. You know, I do not know if we are 
talking about . . . a lot of this was driven by, or I think 
it—the WADA legislation—aimed at the Olympic As-
sociation or Olympic sports and athletes and Olympic 
competition and what-have-you. 
 But this is more encompassing than that. So, 
you know, an athlete is any person who participates in 
a sport. What is the definition of “sports”? 
 
The Chairman: Minister, do you wish to elaborate on 
that or expound? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Well, I think it is a world 
convention. And if we, in 22-square-mile Bermuda, do 
not know what the definition of “sport” is, I do not 
know where we are. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: So, tell me, if you know. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I just explained. It is— 
 
The Chairman: Let me try to help. Let me assist the 
Minister. 
 Minister, we have had a generalised descrip-
tion of what sports is from your opinion. Perhaps what 
we can do is get a specific interpretation from your 
technical people, and we will do that later on. We will 
do that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: So, Mr. Swan, if you are still not satis-
fied, the Minister will provide that answer for you in 
due course. 

If you are asking for that to be added in the in-
terpretation, he can do so. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: If I may, Mr. Chairman, the 
definition of “sport” is general and would apply as 
would be defined by any comparable dictionary mean-
ing of “sport” relative to the English language and any 
other language. So if you have a Webster’s or an Ox-
ford, you can consult that, and you will get the defini-
tion of “sport,” and that, verbatim, applies to any defi-
nition or interpretation with regard to this legislation. 
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The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 So we will say “sport” as interpreted by . . . it 
would be Webster’s or OED, I imagine, Dictionary. 
 Thank you very much, Minister. 
 Does any other, further Member wish to speak 
to clauses 1 to 18? 
 Those in favour of the motion accepting 
clauses 1 to 18, say Aye. Those against say Nay. 

Minister, will you continue from clause 19? 
 You are rising rather late, Honourable Mr. 
Horton. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Is it too late? 
 
The Chairman: Do you have comments to make on 
clauses 1 to 18? 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: I was just going to ask 
the Minister a question. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, you are a bit late. But I will ac-
cept it at this point, and you are very fortunate. In the 
future, if you would be more prompt. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: I appreciate your giv-
ing me this leeway. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. Yes. 

I now recognise the Honourable Mr. K. Ran-
dolph Horton. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: I was just going to ask 
the Minister, under “Application” in clause 2(d), it says 
that “This Act complies to– (d) national leagues not 
affiliated with a national [sport] governing body.” What 
I want to know is whether the Minister could tell us 
whether there are any leagues in Bermuda that ac-
tually fit into this category that we might need to watch 
out for, any leagues that are not affiliated with national 
sports governing bodies? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, MP 
Horton, former Minister of Sports. 
 To the best of my knowledge, there is at least 
one, as an example, and that would be the Corona 
Soccer League, which does not come under the aus-
pices of the Bermuda Football Association. So they 
would not be required to be in compliance with the 
WADA legislation and Code. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Yes, Minister. Would 
you say that again? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: The Corona League is an 
example of an organised league that is not under the 
auspices of a national governing sporting body, such 
as the BFA, because that is a football league. So they 
would not be required—as much as they would be 
encouraged and, hopefully, would want to—to comply. 

They would not be required under the legislation to be 
in compliance because they would not be a sanc-
tioned league by the national governing body of the 
particular sport. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Minister, for 
that clarification. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: And another area relative 
to the international competition or league or organised 
event would be the Rugby Classic. It is not sanctioned 
by the national sporting governing body. 
 
The Chairman: So they would not be covered by 
WADA regulations? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: No. They would not be re-
quired to adhere to the code of conduct relative to an-
ti-doping. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Minister, for 
that clarification. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
clauses 1 to 18 of the Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011? 
 If not, I will go through the process again. 
 Those in favour, say Aye. Those against, Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 through 18 passed] 
 
The Chairman: We will now move on. Minister, do 
you want to move from clause 19? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. We will do clauses 19 
to 47. 
 
The Chairman: Clauses 19 to 47. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Clause 19 provides for the 
development of a national anti-doping programme by 
the BSADA and the matters to be addressed by such 
a programme, including, for example, anti-doping 
rules, education outreach, and protocols for therapeu-
tic-use exemptions. 
 Clause 20 provides for the responsibilities to 
which athletes shall be held in respect of anti-doping. 
In particular, an athlete must refrain from using any 
prohibited substances or methods without a therapeu-
tic-use exemption. 
 Clause 21 provides for the responsibilities to 
which athlete support personnel shall be held in re-
spect of anti-doping. This shall include having know-
ledge of and complying with anti-doping policies and 
rules, and motivating athletes to have anti-doping atti-
tudes. 
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 Clause 22 provides that an athlete may use a 
prohibited substance or method only if a documented 
medical condition requires such use and the athlete 
has applied to the Therapeutic-Use Exemption Com-
mittee for an exemption. 
 Clause 23 directs the TUEC to report the 
granting of a therapeutic-use exemption to the BSADA 
and thereafter directs the BSADA to report therapeu-
tic-use exemptions to the World Anti-Doping Authority, 
or WADA, itself. 
 Clause 24 empowers the WADA to review or 
reverse a therapeutic-use exemption decision. 

Clause 25 provides for the submission of ath-
letes to in-competition and out-of-competition testing. 

Clause 26 directs the BSADA to establish a 
registered testing pool and procedures for informing 
athletes of their inclusion in the pool, as well as the 
effects of that inclusion. 
 Clause 27 provides requirements for retired 
athletes. 

Clause 28 provides . . .  
 
The Chairman: Minister, yes. You went as far as 
clause 27? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, sir. 
 
The Chairman: So 19 to 27. Does any Member wish 
to speak to clauses 19 to 27? 
 I recognise the Honourable Cole Simons. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Sir, Mr. Chairman, to 
the Minister: 
 How does the national anti-doping programme 
address animals that represent Bermuda abroad? I 
am serious, because we have the canines, the dogs 
going overseas for utilities, and the equestrians com-
peting in the Olympics, three-day event . . . dressage. 
How are they covered? 
 Now, I know that with the horses, there is the 
FEI requirement. But how do you weave this here into 
our local programme? 
 
The Chairman: Does the Minister wish to answer that 
question of how animals are affected when they are 
actually used in competition? It is a credible question. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. I know that they do 
have a separate regimen for animals, particularly with 
regard to equestrianism and horse racing, because 
horses have been known to die on the track as well. 
So that would apply across the board for animals that 
are engaged in competition relative to sports that in-
clude humans in their control, or they in control of the 
animal. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
clauses 19 to 27? 

 Yes. I recognise the Honourable Mr. Charles 
Swan. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 What I said before were things tied into, 
somewhat. But I am on clause 25, which is on page 
13 of the legislation. And I will refer back to the inter-
pretations where it defines an “athlete.” In this section, 
on page 13, clause 25, it just says, “An athlete shall 
submit himself” (and I imagine that means or herself 
as well) “to in-competition testing and out-of-
competition testing by the BSADA at any time or 
place, with or without advance notice.” 
 And then it goes on in clause 26 to talk about 
the registered testing pool. 
 Now, you know, pardon my country mind. I 
just need a little clarification as to who gets tested and 
when, I guess, as an athlete. Because by looking at 
clause 25, it refers to “an athlete.” That means to me 
any athlete, and again, at any time, in competition or 
out of competition. 
 But then the registered testing pool, which is 
in clause 26, is a chosen group of athletes. So I just 
wanted to get an idea of how this testing would work 
and who it will affect and when. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. It seems that the Minister is pre-
pared to give you that answer. 
 Minister, will you now give that answer? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 
yes. 
 With regard to the testing, there are various 
approaches to the testing. The affiliate clubs under the 
auspices of a national sporting governing body will 
have to register athletes. Anybody that they register 
on the list has to be in compliance and be in adhe-
rence to directives given by the testing organisation—
BSADA—to offer samples for testing. 
 So anybody that is on the list, locally, en-
gaged in sanctioned sports under the auspices of a 
national sporting body would be eligible and com-
pelled to comply. 
 Now, in clause 26, with regard to the pool and 
that kind of thing, it goes beyond and relates to elite 
athletes. So, as I had said in my brief, an elite athlete 
has to be listed by the sanctioned national sporting 
body. Then, through the International Olympic Associ-
ation, through the International Athletic Association, 
the International Cricket Association, et cetera, et ce-
tera, et cetera, they have to provide a list of those who 
are deemed to be at elite level. 
 Track and field, for instance, as far as Bermu-
da is concerned, is a sport that has identified elite ath-
letes. Those elite athletes would be required to give a 
three-month advance notice to their national sporting 
body, who then has to give that list to WADA, and at 
any given time within that three-month period, they 
can be targeted and required to take the test no mat-
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ter where they are in the world, and they have 24 
hours to do that. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Does any other Member wish to give any 
questions to clauses 19 to 27? 
 Barring anyone wishing to have any further 
questions, we will now move those clauses from 19 to 
27. 
 Those in favour, say Aye. Those against, say 
Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 19 through 27 passed] 
 
The Chairman: We can now move on, Minister, to the 
next set of clauses, and I believe they would be from 
28 . . .  
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: To 47. 
 
The Chairman: Why do you not take it from 28 to 31, 
Minister? The other one might be too big a bite. I think 
some Members wish to move more expeditiously 
through. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Clauses 28 through 31? 
 
The Chairman: Clauses 28 through 31, yes. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Okay, sir. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I give you some guidance there. 
Thank you. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, sir. I appreciate your 
guidance. 
 
The Chairman: At the point of samples, yes. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. 

Clauses 28 provides for procedures relating to 
sample analysis. 

Clause 29 provides for the results of the sam-
ple analysis to be forwarded to the Results Manage-
ment Committee. 

Clause 30 provides for what constitutes a vi-
olation of the anti-doping rules and the consequences 
thereof. 

Clause 31 provides for violations of the anti-
doping rules to be referred to the Disciplinary Panel. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Does any Member wish to speak 
to clauses 28 to 31? 
 No Member wishes to speak. 
 Then we will continue, Minister. 

 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: You can continue from clause 32. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes? To 47? 
 
The Chairman: I recommend to the end of clause . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Let me move one step back-
wards. I have been reminded by my Clerk. 

Those in favour of [approving] clauses 28 to 
31, say Aye. Those against, Nay. 
 
AYES. 

 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. That is accepted. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 28 through 31 passed] 
 
The Chairman: We will now move on to clauses 32— 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: To 38? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, 38. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Okay. 

Clause 32 establishes the Bermuda Anti-
Doping Disciplinary Panel. 

Clause 33 provides for the composition and 
appointment procedures for the Disciplinary Panel. 

Clause 34 provides for the functions of the 
Disciplinary Panel and the relevant time limits with 
respect to a matter before it. 
 Clause 35 establishes a right to appeal a de-
cision of the Disciplinary Panel. 

Clause 36 establishes the Bermuda Anti-
Doping Appeal Panel. 

Clause 37 provides for the composition and 
appointment procedures for the Appeal Panel. 

Clause 38 provides for the functions of the 
Appeal Panel and the time limits within which it should 
make an issue. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Does any Member wish to speak to those 
clauses? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Just a question, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 The question is, we have disciplinary panels 
here in Bermuda. If we are having an international 
festival here, like the CARIFTA Games, which discipli-
nary panel will take precedence? Will it be Bermuda’s 
or the CARIFTA Games panel, if you have to disci-
pline an athlete for the misuse of drugs? 
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The Chairman: What is the relevant clause, the spe-
cific clause that you are referring to? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: It is the Disciplinary 
Panel. Generally speaking, which one applies if there 
is a festival in Bermuda? 
 
The Chairman: Which clause? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Clause 32. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. We like to be specific. 
 Minister, do you have an answer for that? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. Assuming that it 
would be within our jurisdiction, it would be in consul-
tation with overseas as well as the local. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Yes. Minister, a bit of guidance 
here. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: I believe that question may be an-
swered in clause 34. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Mm-hmm. 
 
The Chairman: If you were to refer to that, and tell 
me if I am right or wrong? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Okay. Yes. Clause 34, 
Functions of the Disciplinary Panel. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Is that the question you were 
asking, Mr. Simons? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Well, if you would repeat that for 
the Minister’s edification. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Okay. Clause 34 provides 
for the functions of the Disciplinary Panel and the 
relevant time limits with respect to a matter before it. 
So they would be required to be in consultation with 
WADA, of course, the World Anti-Doping Association, 
because it would be an international sanctioned event 
in a host country. So we would take precedence with 
regard to having a role to play there. 

We receive, examine, and hear evidence re-
lating to an anti-doping violation. We conduct discipli-
nary hearings related to the anti-doping violations re-
ferred to it by the BSADA, because we are the juris-
diction [where] they are competing. And then we de-
termine whether an anti-doping violation has occurred. 
 
The Chairman: Would that satisfy you, Mr. Simons? 
 

Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, thank you. 
 Minister, thank you very much. 
 We then wish to move clauses 32 through 38. 
 Those in favour, say Aye. Those against, say 
Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 32 through 38 passed] 
 
The Chairman: Minister, will you move on now? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: To consider clauses 39 to . . .  
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Clause 47. 
 
The Chairman: Clause 47. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Clause 39 provides inter-
national-level athletes with their right to appeal to the 
Court of Arbitration against decisions by the Discipli-
nary Panel. 

Clause 40 establishes rights of the appeal for 
athletes of different levels of competition in respect of 
decisions to deny a therapeutic-use exemption certifi-
cate and gives WADA the right to appeal to the Court 
of Arbitration. 
 Clause 41 mandates certain persons to keep 
certain information secret and confidential, unless 
authorised by the BSADA. 

Clause 42 restricts the carrying out of doping 
control analysis to laboratories accredited by the 
WADA. 

Clause 43 provides for sanctions against na-
tional sport governing bodies where they do not com-
ply with this Act. 

Clause 44 empowers the Minister to make 
regulations subject to the negative resolution proce-
dure. 
 Clause 45 directs that this Act will bind the 
Crown. 

Clause 46 provides for members of the board 
of the BSADA to be compensated in accordance with 
the Government Authorities Fees Act 1971. 

Clause 47 provides that this Act shall be 
brought into force on a day appointed by the Minister 
by notice in the official Government Gazette. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
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 Does any Member wish to speak to clauses 
39 through 47? 
 I identify and recognise Mr. Swan, Honourable 
Mr. Swan. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 This is just a question under clause 42. Is 
there a known process . . . well, are there any local 
organisations that are accredited at this point, to the 
Minister’s knowledge? 
 
The Chairman: You refer to “accredited laborato-
ries”? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes, that is correct. 
 
The Chairman: Minister, do you wish to answer that, 
or can you answer that? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, I will, if you just give 
me one second so I can try to get the exact answer for 
you. 
 
[Pause] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Actually, there are 34 labo-
ratories around the world accredited to conduct hu-
man doping control sample analysis. Additional labo-
ratories have expressed interest in entering the 
WADA accreditation process. However, Bermuda is 
not one of those at this point, where we could do just 
any test. But there are accredited laboratories here, 
on a very limited basis that would be equipped to do 
the basic testing that would be required. For all other 
testing, we would have access to at least 34 laborato-
ries internationally to send samples to and to get re-
sults. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
clauses 39 to 47? 
 I recognise the Honourable Cole Simons. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Just one question on 
item 43. 
 In the event that we have an athlete that is an 
elite athlete who is competing overseas, and we have 
a situation where the local sports governing body is 
not complying with this Act, is there a recourse for that 
elite athlete to come directly to the Ministry of Sports 
for funding, despite the fact that the sports governing 
body for his sport is not complying with this . . .  
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: He could come directly to 
the Minister, the Department, whomever. But if he is 
not complying, it is not . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: If the sports governing 
body is found not to be compliant, they will be given 
notice to get compliant. If they refuse to do that, then 
the national association responsible to WADA—
BSADA—will inform WADA that the particular national 
sporting body so concerned is no longer sanctioned 
as being compliant with WADA, and as a result will 
not be recognised in the country as a national sporting 
body. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: So the athlete cannot 
compete? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: He can compete, but he 
will not be sanctioned to compete. He will be disquali-
fied. And WADA will take it upon themselves to notify 
the competitions, or wherever that particular athlete 
might be. 
 
The Chairman: Another question from Mr. Simon? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Yes, just to follow up on 
that. 
 So if this athlete is an elite athlete, and he is 
meeting WADA standards when it comes to drug test-
ing, despite the fact that Bermuda’s sports governing 
body for his sport is not following the regulations, then 
what you are saying is that he will not be able to rep-
resent Bermuda? I am just asking. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Not until he goes before a 
tribunal to plead that case. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: So then he has the re-
course to do that? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: He would have some sort 
of recourse, absolutely. But with regard to the national 
sporting body not being compliant, he would not be 
recognised under Bermuda as being a representative 
athlete of that particular sport. So he would have to 
look at another course of . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes . . . complying to com-
pete. So he may have to, you know, compete without 
having a national sporting body or a country. 
 
The Chairman: Does any other Member wish to 
speak to the Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, clauses 
39 to 47? 
 There are no further questions. In that case, 
we move clauses 39 to 47. 
 Those in favour, say Aye. Those against, say 
Nay. 
 
AYES. 
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The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 39 through 47 passed] 
 
The Chairman: Minister, do you now wish to move 
the Preamble? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, Mr. Chairman. Thank 
you very much. And I do thank my colleagues for the 
salient questions that were posed. Again, I thank my 
team at the Ministry. 
 At this time, I move the Preamble and I move 
that the Bill be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Those in favour of that motion, 
say Aye. Those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. The Bill is reported 
to the House without amendment. 
 Thank you very much. 
 
[Motion carried: The Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011 
was considered by a Committee of the whole House, 
approved without amendment, and will be reported to 
the House] 
 

House resumed at 3:35 pm 
 
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT ON BILL 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to the Report of 
Committee, as printed? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: We will move on to the next Order. 

Madam Whip indicated to me that we are go-
ing to go down to Order number 8, motion in the name 
of the Honourable Minister, Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva. 
So it means Orders 5 through 7, inclusive, are being 
carried over. 
 Order number 8 in the name of the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Zane De Silva. 

Minister De Silva has the floor. 
 Minister? 
 

MOTION 
 
MOTION TO APPROVE NATIONAL HEALTH PLAN 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, I would like to move the follow-
ing motion, notice of which was given on December 
13th, 2010: 

“That this Honourable House approves the ac-
tions of the Government in advancing the implementa-
tion of a National Health Plan that promotes wellness 
and that encourages a more equitable sharing of 
health care costs through the use of incentives and 
other innovative measures designed to enhance the 
health of our community.” 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. We do not put the question 
yet. Carry on. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. I realise that one. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On Tuesday, the 8th of February, I unveiled 
the National Health Plan Consultation Paper. I stand 
before this Honourable House today in great anticipa-
tion of the debate on my Motion on what I would like 
to think is a shared interest amongst all of us: the 
wellbeing of our community and, in particular, the 
wellbeing of those less fortunate than ourselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, last week I provided this Hon-
ourable House with the background and context for 
the National Health Plan. If you recall, I stressed three 
points, which I think are important to reiterate. 
 Firstly, that our health care system is expen-
sive, and the cost of health care is rising much faster 
than general inflation. Mr. Speaker, we must have 
sustainable growth. 
 Secondly, that our health care system is unaf-
fordable for those most in need: the sick, the elderly, 
and low-income families. We need equity if we are to 
call ourselves a humane and civilised society. Indeed, 
Mr. Speaker, we need equity if we are to survive as a 
community. 
 Thirdly, that the weight of the international 
evidence that has been gathered indicates that it is 
possible to achieve universal coverage, equity, and 
quality in a more cost-effective manner than our cur-
rent system. Mr. Speaker, Bermuda can and must do 
better. 

The National Health Plan has two pillars: eq-
uity and sustainability. But we must not forget a third, 
important consideration, and that is feasibility. 

Mr. Speaker, what we are proposing is feasi-
ble, without putting any more money into the health 
system. What the National Health Plan proposes is 
possible if we re-engineer the way we finance health 
care. So to those who ask, How much will it cost? I 
say, rest assured that the intention of the plan is not to 
spend any more, but to reorganise how the money 
comes into the system and how it is distributed. 

Mr. Speaker, this will enable us to contain the 
growth in health costs and achieve equity and univer-
sal coverage. 

To those who ask, What is the price of equity? 
I say to you, What is the price of inequity? 
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We can pay for health care in a more equita-
ble manner to secure better health for all our people, 
or do we spend our money on the consequences of 
inequity? I chose the former, Mr. Speaker. 

And to those who ask, How will you do it? The 
answer is to focus on the big picture. Firstly, you must 
ask, Is it the right thing to do? The answer to that is, 
yes, it is. We have a duty to our fellow Bermudians. 
Then you must ask, Is it possible to do it? And clearly, 
the answer to that is that if other countries can do it, 
we can, too. 

Lastly, we may be asked, How will we do it? 
How? The answer, Mr. Speaker, simply is, together. It 
is often said, Mr. Speaker, that there are many ways 
to skin a cat, and there are many options available to 
us [as to] how we achieve these goals. 

The purpose of the Consultation Paper is to 
initiate the debate, to get Bermuda talking, and to 
reach consensus on whether we want equity or 
whether we do not. Mr. Speaker, if we all agree that, 
yes, we do want equity in our health care system, the 
investment will be made in choosing which “how” is 
the best for Bermuda. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, let me walk you 
through the content of the actual plan, and we will 
come to the “how” in due course. 

As you may know, Mr. Speaker, between 
1996 and 2011 there were at least 15 studies that re-
viewed key aspects of our health care system. In fact, 
the figure is 16 if we include the latest Health in Re-
view report provided by the Bermuda Health Council 
and the Department of Health. 

Mr. Speaker, the National Health Plan in-
cludes a summary of these reports, which I do not 
intend to repeat. Suffice it to say that the recommen-
dations of those reviews have common themes: 

• Review the standard hospital benefit; 
• Contain the rate of increase in health care 

costs; 
• Address the inequitable access to insurance 

coverage; 
• Place greater emphasis on prevention and 

health promotion; 
• Reform the way we pay providers; and 
• Establish a central electronic data repository 

for all health care data. 
 
The plan addresses these concerns and 

builds on additional knowledge which has resulted 
from analysis of the Health in Review report, the first 
of its kind, I might add, Mr. Speaker, if you recall a few 
weeks ago. 
 On that basis, Mr. Speaker, there are 11 
health sector goals which are proposed, and which 
are based on two founding principles: equity and sus-
tainability. These two principles are crucial. They are 
the lynchpin which will drive the reform process. And 
we propose that they are the foundation on which we 
base all decisions about our health care system. 

 Mr. Speaker, the plan defines these two val-
ues as follows: 
 Equity—equal access to basic health care and 
proportional financial burden. What does this mean? It 
means that the health and medical care are funda-
mental human rights. As such, a strong and success-
ful health system must ensure that every member of 
the population has equal access to them. Health and 
medical care are essential to the physical, emotional, 
and intellectual prosperity of individuals. Equal access 
to health and medical care are essential to the eco-
nomic and social prosperity of a community. 
 For these reasons, it is not sufficient to guar-
antee health only to some. Any portion of the popula-
tion left without basic health care becomes a burden 
to their community because, as health inequities take 
hold, children develop more slowly, become young 
people who struggle with the basic skills necessary to 
compete in the labour market, and become parents 
less able to provide opportunities for their families and 
seniors with greater health problems, more likely to 
die prematurely. 

As I said earlier, we must ask not only what is 
the price of equity; but what is the price of inequity? 
Equal access to health and medical care are not just 
social priorities. They are fundamental ethical impera-
tives. Mr. Speaker, for this reason the plan proposes 
equity as one of the core, defining values of our health 
system. And following on from this, we will need to 
have reforms to ensure that Bermuda’s health system 
provides universal coverage, solidarity in financing, 
and equal access to basic and essential health care. 
To achieve this core value, significant changes are 
needed in the way the health system is structured. 

Mr. Speaker, the second founding principle is 
as important as the first—sustainability. We cannot 
continue to allow health care costs to increase at the 
current rate. If we do not address this issue, we will 
inevitably mirror our neighbours to the West, whose 
health care costs consume 16 per cent of their GDP—
the highest in the world—Mr. Speaker. We do not 
want to be in that position, ever. 

We know we cannot afford this rate of in-
crease. We know it as patients. We know it as em-
ployers. And, Mr. Speaker, we know it as people foot-
ing the bill. 

The plan defines sustainability as: 
• spending growth in line with general inflation; 
• levels of expenditure that continue to be af-

fordable to the economy; 
• coverage levels that are affordable to the pub-

lic and private payers; 
• reimbursement levels affordable to providers; 

and 
• financial contributions affordable for employ-

ers and individuals. 
 
Mr. Speaker, health systems are struggling 

throughout the world with this issue. But there is suffi-
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cient evidence and experience on both international 
as well as local levels to identify effective cost-
containment measures. It is important to recognise 
that sustainability also requires individual responsibil-
ity amongst the public and health care providers, par-
ticularly in relation to wellness and preventive care. 
Mr. Speaker, wellness and preventative care contrib-
ute to a healthy population and go a long way to re-
ducing the need for expensive medical interventions. 

Sustainability in the health care system is di-
rectly related to the way patients and providers utilise 
health care resources. Thus, sustainability in all as-
pects of the health system is paramount to Bermuda’s 
prosperity, which will require prudent resource utilisa-
tion and significant cost-containment efforts across 
the entire health care system. 

Mr. Speaker, I have to stress that both myself 
and my team at the Ministry of Health are perfectly 
aware of the fact that this will be a difficult balancing 
act—balancing the requirement for sustainability with 
the need to maintain high quality in the delivery of 
health care. And with the realities of an ageing popu-
lation, the increase in chronic, non-communicable dis-
eases, and the ever-growing availability of complex 
and expensive medical technologies, [this balancing 
act] is a tremendous challenge. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the challenge is not an in-
surmountable one. With solidarity, innovation, knowl-
edge of local trends, vigilance of international experi-
ence, and an ability to capitalise on current strengths, 
Bermuda can and must achieve a sustainable health 
care system. 

Agreement on these founding principles is es-
sential. If we do not agree on these, we will not agree 
on anything else. For this reason, the plan has placed 
them at centre stage as a foundation for our health 
care system and any reforms that are necessary to 
achieve these objectives. The National Health Plan 
sets out 11 reform goals for our health care sector. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to go over each one of them very 
briefly. 

Goal number 1: Universal access to basic 
health coverage for all residents. Why do we want 
this? Because access to care means better health 
outcomes for the whole population—the evidence 
proving this is irrefutable. Financial access equals bet-
ter health. 

Universal access does not mean giving every-
thing to everyone, Mr. Speaker. No health system can 
do that. But it does mean giving a sound level of cov-
erage to everyone. And that level of coverage has to 
be defined by goal number 2, which states that the 
basic health coverage shall include urgent, physical, 
and mental health; hospitalisation; primary care; and 
preventative care. 

Basically, this is about enhancing the stan-
dard hospital benefit and converting it into a standard 
health benefit. 

In 1996, the Oughton Report identified that 
the minimal level of cover[age] was inadequate. 
Stakeholders in the health care system have known 
for many years that the current cover[age] is not suffi-
cient. The 2010 Throne Speech and the Bermuda 
Health Council’s proposals to amend the health insur-
ance regulations have already identified this as an 
urgent priority. The plan intends to act on this quickly 
and to do it with the input and collaboration of all 
health system stakeholders. 

Next is goal number 3, which is perhaps the 
most pivotal of the proposed reforms: Health coverage 
contributions must be based on ability to pay. Equity is 
a founding value of the National Health Plan. Indeed, 
one of the core goals of health systems as defined by 
the World Health Organization is to exact a fair finan-
cial contribution from the population. Furthermore, 
empirical analysis of international experience has 
concluded that to truly provide risk protection, a uni-
versal system based on the ability to pay is required. 

Solidarity in financing is widely considered to 
be the best practice. It may seem shocking or different 
to us because we are only used to seeing insurance 
premiums tied to how much of a risk you represent. If 
you are old, you are expensive. If you are sick, you 
are expensive. If you are born disabled, you are ex-
pensive. Our view has been so blinkered by 40 years 
of the current system that we consider this to be ac-
ceptable. 

But it is not acceptable, Mr. Speaker. It is not 
humane, and it is not fair. We are a community. We 
have to watch each others’ backs, Mr. Speaker. Soli-
darity in financing will make insurance coverage af-
fordable for the sick and the elderly. And it is the only 
way that health care costs will become affordable for 
all of us. 

The move to proportional contributions repre-
sents the most significant reform of the National 
Health Plan. It will fundamentally change the way in 
which health care is defined, abandoning its treatment 
as a consumer good or commodity and accepting its 
position as a merit good, a public good, one which 
must be accessible based on need. 

Goal number 4 concerns overseas care, Mr. 
Speaker. We have this under the “access” theme, but 
it could just as easily have been under the “efficiency” 
theme. We have to make smarter use of overseas 
care. We will always need it, but if we are serious 
about reducing health costs, we will need to change 
our behaviours and our attitudes. There are excellent 
facilities available to us, and they do not all have to be 
done in the most expensive ones. 

Quality of care is paramount, but we can get 
this without continuing to allow overseas care costs to 
increase 20 per cent a year. Mr. Speaker, this is sim-
ply not sustainable. 

Goal number 5 is about changing the way we 
pay health care providers so we can ensure optimal 
quality to patients. The Arthur Andersen, Ernst & 
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Young, and Price Waterhouse Coopers Reports all 
address this issue. And it is a reality in most countries. 

We need to move away from a model of pay-
ing for more services to paying for quality care with 
good outcomes. This will be focused on services un-
der the standard health benefit. And it is essential if 
we are serious about containing health costs. 

Goal number 6 concerns the introduction of 
an integrated health IT system throughout the health 
sector. The Oughton Report identified this need in 
1996. And by now there is a tremendous body of evi-
dence to demonstrate that it improves quality, for ex-
ample, by reducing medical errors; and that it im-
proves efficiency, for example, by reducing duplication 
of tests. Health IT systems have come a long way 
since 1996 and Bermuda is in a much stronger posi-
tion to capitalise on international experience. 
 Number 7 focuses on meeting the long-term 
health care needs of people with chronic illnesses and 
physical, cognitive and mental disabilities. We need a 
comprehensive long-term care strategy, and as part of 
a plan one will be developed. 
 Goal number 8 will enhance the extent to 
which we monitor the quality of health care provisions 
so we can protect patients from inadequate care and 
we can have clarity about what works and what does 
not. 
 Goal number 9 is another key goal in these 
reforms, Mr. Speaker. We will need to re-engineer the 
way we finance the health system to ensure that we 
use the most cost effective means available—that is, 
we need broader pooling to gain efficiency. 

The goal requires dismantling of old assump-
tions about what works. The international experience 
has demonstrated empirically that health care access 
and costs are determined greatly by the way in which 
coverage is financed. Indeed, countries that rely less 
on voluntary health insurance can be less expensive 
and provide better access to health care. 

Assuring equitable universal coverage of a 
sound basic package requires application of health 
financing arrangements that provide value for money 
for the health system, proportional financial burden for 
individuals and solidarity in financing for the communi-
ty. 

Private insurance will always play a role in 
health care financing in Bermuda, Mr. Speaker. How-
ever, the scope and function will reflect the priorities 
and imperatives necessary to achieve the equity and 
sustainability. 

Detailed financial modeling to reform and op-
timise Bermuda’s financial mechanisms will be under-
taken to enable evidence based decisions on cover-
age and funding sources, including grants, subsidies 
and private insurance. 

This is where people ask, how will we do it? 
To which I say there are several options available. For 
example, our analysis may conclude that we will con-
tinue to rely on private insurance but use the risk 

equalisation mechanisms to enable the universal cov-
erage and proportional premiums. Or, our analysis 
may conclude that it is better to create a single pool to 
make it easier to cross-subsidize and achieve univer-
sality and equity. Further to that, we will want to con-
sider who might run the single pool. It could be gov-
ernment, or it could be some other entity. There could 
be a quango created to run it, or it could be out-
sourced to a private entity based on a tender process. 

There are several ways in which we can 
achieve this, but before we spend the time and re-
sources on deciding which way to go we are asking 
Bermuda, Is this what we want? Do we want solidarity 
in financing? Do we want equity? Do we want univer-
sal coverage? If we agree that we do not want these 
things, Mr. Speaker, then we know it can be done. 
 Goal number 10 concerns the regulation [of] 
new health technology. The Health in Review report 
clearly showed that our use of high-cost medical 
equipment is significantly higher than other countries. 
Bermuda is not a sick nation, so why is our utilisation 
so high? Part of the reason is access. So this goal 
focuses on introducing much needed controls on this 
element of the health system in order to bring about 
cost containment. 
 Last, but by no means least, Mr. Speaker, 
goal number 11 concerns wellness and health promo-
tion. And many of you will know that these are per-
sonal passions of mine, Mr. Speaker. And they will 
continue to be passions of mine. We will never contain 
health care costs if we carry on living the way we do. 
Our major killers are caused by things that we do to 
ourselves. 

Heart disease, diabetes and other chronic 
conditions that cost our health care system so much 
money are imminently preventable, Mr. Speaker. But, 
Mr. Speaker, we need the people of Bermuda to be on 
board with the Wellness Agenda, and Government 
cannot do it alone. You can take a horse to water, Mr. 
Speaker, but you cannot stop it from drinking the soda 
instead. 

We also intend to open the throttle on the Well 
Bermuda Strategy and the Healthy Weight Action 
Plan, in order to promote wellness throughout the 
community. We know our primary care providers are 
on board with this agenda and we will help them to get 
the message across to our people, so that the healthy 
choice becomes the easier choice, more often, for 
more people. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, it must be understood 
that there is no intention to completely overhaul the 
entire health care system. We have a lot to be proud 
of and a great deal of existing strengths to build on. In 
particular, the plan will not alter the current mix of pri-
vate and public providers in the health care system. 
The hospital will continue to be run by the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board. The private sector will continue to 
provide primary care and many specialist services. 
Public Health Services will continue to be run by the 
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Department of Health. And we will continue to protect 
the most vulnerable amongst us through subsidies. 

We want to see improvements in all of these 
areas, including more efficiency and better communi-
cation. But our analysis indicates that these are areas 
of strength and there is no evidence that alternative 
models will produce better outcomes. So the plan 
seeks to build on these strengths, Mr. Speaker, to 
bring about a better health for all of us. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me reiterate. It is 
no longer enough for us as a wealthy country to con-
tinue to treat health coverage as a privilege of em-
ployment or as welfare for the poor. It is unacceptable 
that although we spend more on health care than al-
most any other developed country; we cannot provide 
an adequate level of coverage to all Bermudians. It is 
not appropriate, Mr. Speaker, that we should call our-
selves a humane and civilized society, but expect the 
weakest amongst us to pay the same for health cov-
erage as our wealthiest residents. 

It is time to change, Mr. Speaker, or we will 
perish. And the weakest amongst us will be the first to 
go. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that is what 
Bermuda wants. I refuse to believe that Bermuda in-
tended that our health system leave disadvantaged 
people behind. I refuse to believe that we intentionally 
created a system that will be impossibly expensive for 
the poor, the sick, and the elderly. Our system does 
not have to be this way. And now is the time to 
change it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva, the Ho-
nourable Member from Southampton East Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Jackson, from Pembroke South West, Shadow 
Minister of Health. 
 Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
want to say at the outset that the United Bermuda 
Party—the Opposition Party of this country—supports 
this National Health Plan. But before I continue, I have 
to inform you, Mr. Speaker— 
 
An Hon. Member: The microphone is not on. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, sorry. I think I had bet-
ter start all over again. And I will start all over again. 
Sorry, I did not have the microphone on. 
 Mr. Speaker, the United Bermuda Party sup-
ports the National Health Plan. But before I begin, I 
must inform you that Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition, 
the United Bermuda Party, did not receive the Nation-
al Health Plan until Tuesday afternoon—two days 
ago—giving us two days to absorb this document. We 
have not had time to caucus on this plan, or to speak 
to our constituents on this very important subject. 

 One week is the usual time given to any mo-
tion or piece of legislation. We will only have three 
speakers because of that. We had thought— 
 
An Hon. Member: That is the whole Opposition team. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson —I had thought that . . . and 
this is not a laughing matter. It is not a joke to us. And 
I do not see anything funny about it. We represent 47, 
over 47 per cent of— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—of this population. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is not what I heard. 
 
An Hon. Member: We will see. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I am going to proceed 
with this speech, letting the country know that we do 
agree.  

I have spoken to the Minister to say that it is 
not a contentious matter with us. Any health plan that 
ensures the concerns about health care cost and 
weaknesses in our health system and the inability to 
meet the needs of contemporary Bermuda, as far as 
health care is concerned, we definitely support. 

And I want to congratulate the Ministry of 
Health, the Bermuda Health Council, who did, along 
with Dr. Attride-Stirling, a wonderful job. She has pre-
sented us with reports that have been very helpful 
along the way and will be used, I am sure, for many 
years to help us get to the point we want to get to. 
 This health plan was to have been developed 
with public consultation and political support, accord-
ing to what I read toward the end of the report. And 
that is one reason why I feel so sad about the fact that 
it was rushed through so that we were not able to real-
ly consult with our people or our constituents on this. I 
find it hard to be . . . we are trying to be constructive—
we certainly want to be helpful. The big questions, of 
course, that are out there (some have been partially 
answered) . . . and that is how this will be really im-
plemented and designed. And will this be like socia-
lised medicine? What will it cost? Will this be similar to 
Medicare, Medicaid, Medigap in the States? A big 
question, who is going to pay for it and how? 
 Now, on page 7, we have that Bermuda is the 
second-most expensive health system compared to 
other high-income countries, surpassed only by the 
United States. Now that tells you that we have been 
spending a lot of money on health, and the outcome 
has not been what it should be. As you know, our 
death rate is toward the bottom. It is something like 
fifth or sixth from the bottom. We are down there with 
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Mexico and Korea and countries like that. So some-
thing is wrong somewhere. 
 What I am going to start off with is that we 
need to repair, fix what we have now, before we go on 
to this wonderful idea which, of course, we should 
have. I think we are all in agreement about universal 
health for all of our people, but there is a, kind of, quo-
tation and that is You should clean your kitchen up 
before you prepare the next meal. And the kitchen is 
still dirty with some things that are there that this Gov-
ernment has just said in their health plan, things that 
are unfair, that are unsustainable, and unaffordable. 
And I am going to start off with FutureCare. I have to. 
 It seems to me that this country needs a plan 
that is fair. And as we have said over and over again, 
FutureCare really needs to be recalibrated before you 
start on any new programme. Now a couple of years 
ago, Dr. Gibbons, the Honourable Member, and I 
wrote an article called FutureCare or Future Shock. 
And at that time, several years ago, we said the prom-
ise of FutureCare is too big for Bermuda. The Gov-
ernment should admit it and correct the oversell that 
has sidelined seniors and has left the country facing a 
fiscal future shock. 

Now, my question is: How can this Health 
Ministry go forward with the Universal Health Care 
when they have not settled this problem? I am saying 
now, you have got to face the facts; you have to reca-
librate this FutureCare. You cannot allow people to 
wait two, three, five years for you to get that right, par-
ticularly seniors, that do not have that long to wait. 

Now if this particular programme—
FutureCare—if you do not make substantial changes 
to it, you know that you are going to beggar this coun-
try. We have said this before. You have said it your-
selves when you had the meeting, the health meeting, 
what it is going to cost. The Honourable Member, Dr. 
Gibbons, will talk about this later on, so I am not going 
to get into that. But you know that we estimated that 
tax payers are going to have to pay in 20 years a bil-
lion dollars for FutureCare. So how are you going to— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order, Mrs. Jackson.  
 Minister De Silva has a point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I am quite happy to let the 
Honourable Member, you know, continue on, but she 
must get the facts straight. And I thought she got it 
really after the Financing Summit, Mr. Speaker. She is 
right in quoting that in years to come our health care 
system is going to cost a billion dollars—not Future-
Care, Mr. Speaker. Now if you are going to make a 
statement, get your facts straight. 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: If I can read this again, I 
have it down here. 
 
An Hon. Member: But it is not FutureCare. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I did not say. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is not FutureCare. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, we are not 
going to debate the facts here, but I am telling you 
now, I stand by what I said, and I said, “health insur-
ance needs.”  

I think if you would listen, you would get that 
straight. 
 What we are saying here is, if you cannot fix 
that, then how can you go on to a larger plan? And I 
want to make it very clear here too, that younger 
workers, they are the ones that are going to shoulder 
the burden. They are the ones that are going to have 
to pay for this. So, you know, it is wonderful hearing 
all of these philosophical core values, but what the 
people want to know is how you are going to do it and 
what you are going to do about what they have today. 
 And, of course, you know about health care 
inflation. And I am not going to go on about that, but it 
has been running double, triple the inflation rate. And 
premiums in the last six years have gone from $108 
per month in 2003/4 to $208 in 2009/10. An increase 
of more than 15 per cent each year. And I will let Dr. 
Gibbons, the Honourable Member, talk about what is 
going on in 2010. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is HIP. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: HIP. HIP premiums.  

Now this, again like this health plan, Future-
Care was a promise made to this country. Now that 
promise was made without a plan, this one has a plan. 
But, again, with no understanding about how we are 
going to pay for it. I am still waiting to hear a concise 
plan. Because if you have not gotten FutureCare, 
which is just taking care of a portion of our society, 
6,000-odd seniors, if you cannot get that straight as a 
health insurance system, then how can you get it 
straight for the whole population? That is the big ques-
tion. I do not have much faith in what is going to hap-
pen, I can tell you. 
 Now, going on, I want to talk about the cost of 
consultants in our health system. And I can tell you 
that we have spent millions of dollars, millions of dol-
lars, on consultants. And I am just going to name a 
few. You have the Greeley Company, the company 
that brought Dr. Donald Thomas here, the Chief of 
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Staff. We paid $899,486—close to a million dollars—
for that, and I will talk about that in a moment. We had 
the Johns Hopkins Medicine International. That was 
$636,000.  

Then we had Kurron Shares. And I want to 
spend a moment with them, because I understand 
that that has now been closed down, but this was a 
consultancy firm that cost this country $13.5 million 
over five years. They had workers here; they brought 
people here who were getting $700,000 a year—
$21,000 a month! They had people in lower, what I 
would call lower administrative positions, who were 
getting well over $300,000 a year. These people were 
getting 25 per cent bonuses, 15 per cent bonuses. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:  Mr. Speaker, I am trying 
to— 
 
The Speaker: Is this a point of order? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:  Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order, Mrs. Jackson. 
 Yes, Minister. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I am quite 
willing to let the Honourable Member talk about Futu-
reCare, when we have a National Health Plan that I 
wish she would talk too eventually, but that is how she 
wishes to choose to— 
 
The Speaker: She is working up to it. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker. But, Mr. 
Speaker, but when the Honourable Member, I have 
told the Honourable Member privately, Listen, if you 
are going to get up in the House, you have to speak to 
facts. Now, because she may have heard that some-
one is getting a 25 per cent bonus, Mr. Speaker, do 
not come to this House and make statements if you 
do not have your facts correct, and that is incorrect. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am sorry, but I do know 
this to be a fact and I will stand by it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I will stand by it. I will stand 
by it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speak-
er.  
 
The Speaker: The Minister has denied that was the 
case. And we have to be guided by— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I wait, I wait— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:  Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker:—the Minister. 

Take your seat, Minister. Let us just— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member— 
 
The Speaker: A further point of order? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, she is misleading the 
House, Mr. Speaker. And if the Honourable Member 
has what she just said she has—evidence—I would 
suggest, and implore her, to bring it to this House. 
Bring it to this House, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, the Minister 
should disclose what the salaries are and the bonuses 
are. This is a Government— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, no. I have asked Par-
liamentary questions which were not answered. 
 
An Hon. Member: Back it up. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I am asking a question, 
now— 
 
An Hon. Member: So you know. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I do know. I do know. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: Bring it here. 
 
An Hon. Member: Bring the evidence. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, you show me the evi-
dence that it is not. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
[Gavel] 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker. I 
will be asking Parliamentary questions, again. Again! 
And they will answer them this time.  

You did not answer them last time. Not you, 
specifically. 
 
An Hon. Member: You have a choice, you have a 
choice. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am talking about Parlia-
mentary questions. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is what I am talking about. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This was before your time; 
this was before your time. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Anyway, I am not going to 
use up my hour with this nonsense. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, move on. Yes. Yes. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Moving on.  

The money spent on consultants is absolutely 
obscene. If we are trying to cut costs, then this is total-
ly ridiculous. We have a company here, and I am 
going to stick with Kurron because they were se-
lected, by the way, Mr. Speaker, over Johns Hopkins, 
who was one of the top hospitals and consultants in 
the world. This little known company called Kurron, 
was selected, and the reason they said was because 
of an opt-out clause—which they never did, by the 
way, bother to explain to anybody. 
 But going on, I do not want to be distracted by 
that either. When you have a company that has been 
here for five years making the salaries that they have 
made and, of course, you cannot deny the $700,000 a 
year—that is in the newspaper. A man is suing Kurron 
over that, so— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—the point is, the point is, 
that this is not on. You cannot run a Health Ministry 
using consultants in this way—spending tax payers’ 
money. 

You have . . . again, this is what I really be-
came annoyed about—and that is an IT portion, I 
guess, of FutureCare, helping FutureCare. 
 
An Hon. Member: I thought you were going to talk 
about the health plan? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This is a health plan, we 
are trying to do something with cost.  

You said that this is what you are worried 
about. So I am telling you now, when you hired Kur-
ron, again, this is another part of the Kurron corpora-
tion to help with FutureCare, you paid them over a 
million dollars. And what did we get for that? I hope 
that there is some kind of oversight with all of this 
when we go on. 
 All right. Now I am going to talk about the 
hospital. As you know, 40 per cent, I think, of the cost 
of health care has to come out of that hospital. And, 
again, I am very concerned about bloated salaries and 
also about sources of revenue within that hospital. I 
understand too that there is a company, and I am 
going to talk about that later on so, I think, I will— 
 
An Hon. Member: If you do not run out of time. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—yes, I think I will do that 
now. 
 This company is called HPL. We are talking 
here now, again, about huge salaries and huge con-
flicts of interests which, of course, inflate the cost of 
our health care system here in Bermuda.  

Now it seems that the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board, Chief of Staff and others at King Edward VII 
Memorial Hospital—they have another revenue 
stream, the Chief of Staff in particular. He has one 
hospital revenue stream which is his salary. Of 
course, you know, this is the one that works three 
days a week, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, flies 
home on Friday, Saturday and Sunday and comes 
back on Monday. That is that man. He is also the one 
who has a pretty good bonus, has had a fairly large 
bonus. 

But let’s get back to the HPL company. Now 
this a limited company. It was set up to manage out-
side partnerships with private entities in Bermuda for 
business done at King Edward VII Memorial Hospital. 
Now for that, of course, this man receives and bonus 
and a salary. Now what they have done is to strongly 
encourage (and, Mr. Speaker, I am using language 
that probably is very diplomatic here when I say, “they 
strongly encourage”) people to sign up to work for this 
hospital through this company.  

So, basically, what they do is to use the hos-
pital money to buy up businesses from small entre-
preneurs who have set up private labs, ultrasound 
facilities, and whatnot, and run it through the hospital. 
So to make it easy for you to understand, Mr. Speak-
er, they would go out and tell all the anesthetists, You 
come on in, come under my business, and you will be 
a group within the hospital. It might have been the 
hospitalists the same way. I certainly know that the lab 
technicians and all of these people were brought in 
under this company called HPL. 

Now, you get a revenue boost, particularly for 
Dr. Thomas. They are also paid a salary. And all of 
this looks good on paper because he is generating 
revenue for the hospital. So what it means, Mr. 
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Speaker, is the hospital is being used as an autocratic 
monopoly to basically kill competition. Those small 
companies out there, those small labs, those small 
imaging companies—all who were doing very well, 
thank you, out there in the community—are brought 
into the hospital—killing competition. Now I want to tell 
you that one radiology business was exempted. I do 
not think you have to be a rocket scientist to figure out 
which one that was. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. No. 
 
An Hon. Member: Grandfathered in. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: So the . . . Grandfathered 
in, huh? 
 The Chief of Staff receives a percentage and 
others are rewarded with contracts. Now what I want 
to know is where was the BHB—the Bermuda Hospit-
als Board—while this was all happening. You want to 
know why we have high costs? Do you want to know 
why everything costs a lot of money? Mr. Speaker, I 
am just giving you a few examples of what is going on 
down there. 

Now we talk about equity. Equity, they have it 
here on page 13. Equity is a founding value of the Na-
tional Health Plan. Equal access to equal health care 
and proportional financial burden. Let me tell you. Are 
they going to clean up—is this Ministry going to clean 
up that? That is, will we have the medical clinic back 
so people who cannot get a GP to take them [can] get 
medical care?  

What happens to people who are refused 
from the emergency room? And some people are. 
Where do they go? I think I have told you already 
about the man with the ear problem that I told to go 
down to the Children’s Medical Clinic on Victoria 
Street, the health clinic, and they very nicely fixed his 
ear for him. But, I mean, why should he have to do 
that? 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The point I am trying to 
make is, poor people do have a— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—poor people do have a— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: You know, again, we used 
to have quiet. We did before. I am hearing it again. I 
said the Children’s Clinic; this is an adult man. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is not just for children though. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, what can I say? 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order, Mrs. Jackson. 
 Minister Roban, what is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I do hate to do this because I 
think the Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, has a 
valuable contribution to make to this discussion about 
the National Health Plan, Mr. Speaker. But I will not, I 
cannot in good conscience allow any Member to stand 
up and misinform the House or the public around 
these issues of health care. The Victoria Street clinic 
is a clinic for children, for adults, and for everyone. It 
is a public clinic. If you have a health need you can go 
there and get it attended to. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: So certainly a senior gentle-
man can come there, that is perfectly appropriate for 
that being a public clinic. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you, Minister. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Mrs. Jackson, carry on. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I certainly was not aware 
that the medical clinic had reopened at the Ministry of 
Health’s Clinic on Victoria Street. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Absolute nonsense. Non-
sense. Nonsense. Nonsense. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Going on, going on. I cer-
tainly do not want to waste my time with that non-
sense. 
 
An Hon. Member: You are misinformed and then 
you— 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I want to talk about on page 
19, Subsidies for Vulnerable Populations. And it says 
here, “the right to security in the event of unemploy-
ment, sickness, disability, widowhood, old age, or oth-
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er lack of livelihood in circumstances beyond their 
control.” It should, of course, be dealt with. 
 Now, what I want to talk about now is what I 
found lacking in the health plan. And that was they do 
mention seniors, but I would have liked to have seen, 
and I am certainly putting it out there now, some . . . a 
strong inclination to make legislation to improve the 
residents for seniors legislation, which has been lying 
there out of date for many, many years. This legisla-
tion certainly is not protecting seniors who are in ab-
usive and other situations. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This lack, this lack of— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: She is misinforming the House 
again, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—This lack of legislation I 
have spoken about for many years. And I have been 
in contact with Dr. Cann. I have to say that he has 
been very helpful. There are situations out there that I 
think we all know about in some of these residential 
homes for seniors. The diet is poor, there is a lack of 
activity, some of them are locked down at night. If 
there was a fire, I just do not know what would happen 
to them. There are few places for patients with de-
mentia. 

And on that note, there are few places . . . and 
I am going to really say there are only two places for 
patients with dementia at this point. They are very, 
very expensive and it is a horrible thing to have to 
deal with a senior who has dementia or Alzheimer’s, 
and you have no help. And this is the case with many 
people. They are dealing with an Alzheimer’s patient. 
The people are wandering; sometimes they are ac-
tually physical in many ways. So this is something that 
I would have liked to have seen a little more of in the 
health plan. I am hoping that as we go forward, we 
can certainly do something about that.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, the costs of . . . well, I 
am putting it out there and I will put it in writing, and 
do anything else as I have been doing for the last 
eight years. 
 
An Hon. Member: I hope so. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This prohibitive cost for 
care of seniors, I have talked about this before. There 
are also fewer and fewer places for them to go now. 
Most of these homes are filled up. I would like to see a 
lot more done with that. 

 Now, sustainability—we have mentioned be-
fore that health care is six to eight per cent above in-
flation and the spending growth, in line with inflation 
and resources to be affordable for the economy, pay-
ers, providers, employers, and individuals. This is 
something that, as I have said before, the Honourable 
Member, Dr. Gibbons, is going to talk about. But I just 
have to put this out there. And that is, you cannot ex-
pect people to wait any longer. I mean, you are up to 
the point now, particularly with poor people who are 
on HIP and FutureCare, where they cannot go any 
further. You are also up to the point of having people 
who are trying to care for elders who are in residential 
homes who just cannot go any further. 

I do not know how you are going to be able to 
sustain this cost of health care. You have got more 
seniors, obviously—that is like a tsunami coming 
down on you—you have fewer rest homes. You also 
have the problem of having the uninsured out there 
and, again, these people present, as you have said 
yourself, a great stress on the emergency room at the 
hospital. 
 And just speaking about the hospital, I do 
want to congratulate them on many of the modern 
techniques that they have installed in the hospital. 
They have made great strides. I am a great fan of Dr. 
Schultz, as everybody knows, and his emergency 
room. He has done wonders down there. 
 
An Hon. Member: Does he get a bonus?  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I continue to say— 
 
An Hon. Member: Does he get a bonus? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, he does not, poor guy. I 
am glad you said that, Minister, very glad you said 
that. I forgot this. Thank you, Minister. 
 
The Speaker: Let’s not go back. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, I am not going back. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am not going back. I am 
so glad. Guess what Dr. Schultz gets? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am very . . . this is the . . . 
Mr. Speaker; this is the Bermuda Hospitals Board, 
Office of CEO and President. “Dear BPSU Members, I 
am very pleased to let you know that the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board” (and la de dah de dah) goes on to 
say that they are “increasing their salaries by 2 per 
cent.” And this comes out to, I understand, something 
like, oh, about $1,200 a year. I think it is 75 cents an 
hour. And these are for nurses— 
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[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat in the gallery, please. 
You just cannot come in here like that. 
 Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yes. Mr. Speaker, do you 
realise that the nurses at the hospital are getting 
something like 75 cents an hour as an increase, which 
works out, I think, to about a $1,000 a year. And I un-
derstand that they are very incensed and they have 
put up notices, notes, around the hospital. They are 
very disturbed about the fact that there are executives 
who are getting 25 and 15 per cent bonuses and they 
received a 2 per cent increase. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This is . . . this is written in 
front of you. I want to say that one of the reasons why 
our system probably broke down . . . breaking down . . 
. why we are having so many problems is because 
this Government has had six Health Ministers in the 
space of, what, 12 years—six! And I think you might 
be number seven, Mr. Minister. I think it is seven. 
 Now you cannot create a health system, you 
make it very, very difficult for Bermudians— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—to obtain good health care 
at a reasonable price for health care at all, again, and 
I am getting back to that medical clinic. But before 
that, I have to say that it has been failed leadership—
failed leadership with a succession of Health Minis-
ters—that has created this whole problem. 
 Mr. Speaker, you cannot have people running 
in and out of a Ministry like this. I think it was some-
thing like $181 million spent on the health system last 
year. And you just cannot do it. Now you have got 
somebody who has come in and said he is going to do 
something completely different. He is going to have 
universal health. He has not said how he is going to 
pay for it, but that is all right, we will get to that anoth-
er day, I guess. 
 Another big, big problem adding, again, to 
cost for the people of this country is this Government’s 
lack of intervention in the problem facing many Ber-
mudians, and that is having to pay up-front fees to 
doctors. And I have to say, too, that Dr. Attride-Stirling 
has actually done a paper, or part of a paper, on this. 
Again, I have to say, this is a brilliant woman. She has 
added so much to the health system of this country. I 
cannot tell you, I cannot throw enough roses at her. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In fact, the health council—  

 
An Hon. Member: She does not work for the [inaudi-
ble] she works for the [inaudible]. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: You know, again, this is 
very serious to a lot of people. 
 
An Hon. Member: Stop laughing, you guys. 
 
An Hon. Member: Shhh. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Their health care is a mat-
ter of life and death to them. 
 
Voice from the Gallery: What are you laughing at? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, Mrs. Jackson.  
 Let the Sergeant-at-Arms . . .  

Sergeant-at-Arms— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Voice from the Gallery: Don’t laugh at that lady! 
 
The Speaker: Sergeant-at-Arms, please escort him 
out. 
 
Voice from the Gallery: Don’t laugh at her. She has 
a right to speak! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 Poor, poor boy . . . two weeks running. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
The Speaker: I am listening. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I forgot where I was. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, up-front fees. 
 
The Speaker: Two weeks running. Summer is not 
here yet. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, that is right. 
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The Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. I know you 
are— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Up-front fees. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I just need to get myself 
together. I have had a moment here. 
 All right, now this policy has not been ad-
dressed in the last few years. And what it means is 
that people just cannot go to the doctor. It is as simple 
as that. If you have to pay and, of course, for special-
ists, as you know, you have to pay between $100 and 
$300 sometimes before you can see the doctor. So 
you just do not go. Some doctors do allow you to pay 
monthly, or in part. Now, this adds to the costs. When 
I see a national health plan, I want to see something 
down there that addresses things like this. 

You know, it is wonderful to hear all of these 
core values and all of these philosophical statements 
and all of these things, but what people want to know 
is, Will I be able to afford my health insurance? Will I 
be able to get it at all? Can I afford it at all? They want 
to know if they go to a doctor, Will I be able to afford 
to see the doctor? Will he want these up-front fees?  

They also want to know, and the doctors want 
to know, Will I get my claims?  

Now, I understand that it is finally being ad-
justed. Doctors are getting their insurance back. But 
they are still not giving this back—taking this back on 
themselves—they are still making the patient go and 
collect that insurance because, I guess, they do not 
trust the fact that this is actually going to happen. That 
they are going to continue to get these claims in an 
orderly way. 

Which leads me to the IT section of this health 
plan. I have said before that this Government spent 
over a million dollars on an IT company, Kurron, to get 
their— 

 
An Hon. Member: No, no, no.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—I have got it here in print. I 
have got it in print. 
 
The Speaker: What page? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is here. I can show you. 
They did do that. 
 
An Hon. Member: Kurron is not an IT company. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, no. It was a segment 
of Kurron. No, I have it in print, so I will not even both-
er. 
 

[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is the truth. No, they 
helped with FutureCare. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I think, no, they helped with 
FutureCare. And it was over a million dollars. And that 
did not come out very well. So I am saying that to say, 
get it right this time. Do not spend millions of dollars 
on these consultancies. 
 Again, I mentioned one of the consultants 
here that made over $300,000 a year, plus housing 
and bonuses—that included. This person was doing a 
job that Bermudians have done at that hospital for 
years. And there are . . . I’m sorry, I do not want to call 
the name of what it is that she was doing. But surely, I 
know, that there are many Bermudians out there who 
can do that job and I know that nobody is going to be 
paying them, or they were not paid in the past, $330-
odd dollars a year, and given housing, and a car, and 
travel. So that has got to be addressed. Huge sala-
ries, huge— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—all right, I am going to go 
on and talk about the wasted money that I cannot get 
any answers on at Fairview Court.  

Now, that was a lack of planning, obviously. 
You had three people, I understand, reading it in the 
paper. I could not get any answers from Government. 
But there were three employees that the police had in 
custody there for awhile. I do not know what hap-
pened to them. Nobody in the country—we the tax-
payers—still do not know whether that money has 
ever been paid back. We still do not even know what 
the final cost of Fairview Court happened to be. This 
is another outstanding issue. 
 So I am going to sum up now by saying that 
this system, health system, finally, it has been said 
now by the Minister that it is unfair, in part. He has 
made the admission. He said that it is unsustainable. 
He said that it is unaffordable. And I applaud him for 
that. Thank you for saying it. I have been saying it for 
years. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: But now I am going to 
charge the Minister with carrying through with his 
promise to fix the system. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Now another promise was 
made. Another promise was made. A promise was 
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made by a Premier, our past Premier. And this prom-
ise was made— 
 
An Hon. Member: And what promise was that, Mr. 
Speaker? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This was a promise for Fu-
tureCare. 
 
An Hon. Member: And it is here. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And this was a promise that 
he made and at that time he did not have a plan. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: He had no plan. He had no 
understanding of how he was going to pay for it. And 
what I am afraid of is that the same thing is going to 
happen here. You have a promise made. We are 
going to have Universal Health coverage. We are 
going to have all of these things. We are going to con-
tain the cost. We are going to make it sustainable. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. You are on a roll now. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: But are we going to do 
something about the bloated salaries at that hospital? 
Are we going to do something about the bloated sala-
ries of consultants? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, we have gotten rid of 
one. How many are left? One gone. How many to go? 
And that is another question that I am going to ask, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That is another question. 
What was the real cost of Kurron? What was the real 
cost? Well, I know about the $13.5 million, but what 
was there beyond that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Can I give a point of infor-
mation, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Do you yield? Yes, the Honourable 
Member, Mrs. Jackson, is yielding. 
 Minister De Silva. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 

 Now, Mr. Speaker, you know, I am approach-
ing my fourth anniversary in this House and, you 
know, what I have heard under the Honourable, late, 
Nelson Bascome, which was followed by the Honour-
able Mr. Walter Roban, I have constantly heard, and 
not only from the Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, 
but also her colleague, Dr. Gibbons, about the costs 
at the hospital and consultants and everything else. 

But, do you know what, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
hear too much of? And trust me, Mr. Speaker, I have 
just prepared for my Honourable friends, 14 pages of 
good things that have happened at the hospital. Mr. 
Speaker, if I was to read these out . . . but all I would 
like to say is, Mr. Speaker, do we hear about the hos-
pital? Is it in the paper every week? Do we have racial 
problems at the hospital any more, Mr. Speaker, like 
we once had? So, Mr. Speaker, I can go on— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—I have a long list. But, Mr. 
Speaker, let’s remember what has been accomplished 
at the hospital in the last five or six years. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I think that everybody 
knows that I am a great fan of the hospital. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and uproar] 
 
The Speaker: I thought you were going to say the 
Minister. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, I am a great fan of the 
Minister too. I think we have said that. I am a fan of 
the Minister. 
 
An Hon. Member: Love is in the air. 
 
An Hon. Member: I would have never have known it, 
Mr. Speaker. Never known. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: But what I have to say here 
is that the difficulty with FutureCare, and these prom-
ises that they make, is that nothing is done to calcu-
late the cost. And when this promise was made of Fu-
tureCare . . . do you know what the Premier said, the 
Premier of the time? He said that he did not care what 
it cost. He said we do not have, and I quote, “We do 
not have a figure yet,” he said, “but guess what, what-
ever it costs we will do it.” 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And then you wonder why 
we have problems with FutureCare and other things—
which make me a little nervous when I hear that this 
Government is going to take up something as large as 
Universal Health care. 
 
An Hon. Member: Do not be nervous. You will be 
there with us. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I hope I will be. I am going 
to finish now with saying that people have criticised 
us—the United Bermuda Party—for being focused on 
health costs, rising costs, but we make no apologies 
for it. The United Bermuda Party has always tried to 
make sure that whatever we put to the people it is 
grounded in reality. 
 
An Hon. Member: Only since you have been with the 
Opposition. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In other words, that it is 
doable. If you start grounded, you can make things 
happen. If you start with a pie-in-the-sky promise, you 
end up with a lot less than the promise, followed by 
frustration, disappointment, anxiety, even discrimina-
tion—which is what we have today. And I am going to 
qualify that discrimination. FutureCare does not take 
care of people who are 66, 67, 68, or 69. That is— 
 
An Hon. Member: It will. It will after— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I do not care about ‘it will.’ I 
am talking about now and yesterday. 
 
An Hon. Member: Mm-mm-mm. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: They do not take care of 
those people. 
 
An Hon. Member: What are you going to say after 
April 1st? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That is discrimination. It is 
unfair. 
 
An Hon. Member: You cannot say that after April 1st. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In fact, as I have said be-
fore, it is against their human rights. So you can un-
derstand why I am not that up in the air— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speak-
er. I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order, Minister? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is 
misleading the House, Mr. Speaker. 
 
An Hon. Member: Not again. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Again, Mr. Speaker.  

Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member says, 
talking about the FutureCare and the way she contin-
ues to say the things she does, Mr. Speaker. We all 
know that when we unrolled FutureCare, Mr. Speaker, 
it was going to be in a phased way. 

We all know that as of April 1st, this year, eve-
ryone, every senior in Bermuda, will be covered by 
FutureCare, Mr. Speaker. The Honourable Member 
knows that. And, you know, stop misleading the 
people in Bermuda by saying that they are not cov-
ered. We knew—everyone knew, Mr. Speaker—that 
we were rolling it out in phases. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And the third phase is very 
close, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That is not a point of order.  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva. 
 Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I have not misled this coun-
try. It is a fact that 66, 67, 68, and 69 year old— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, you did not. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: We have to be guided; the Minister 
said what is going to happen in the next phase. We 
have to be guided by that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am guided by it, but I am 
also mindful of the fact that those people have not 
received health care through FutureCare for the last, 
since it has been— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: Private companies. 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Since it has been—and 
now he blames it on private companies. Mr. Speaker, 
I was going to stop, but now I have to, I have to real-
ly— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That has got to be the 
dumbest thing I have heard today. I mean, that is ab-
solutely stupid. How can you blame the private insur-
ance companies for the fact that this Government did 
not have enough foresight or intelligence to organise 
and create insurance called FutureCare for Seniors, 
which included all seniors. I have never heard of any-
thing so dumb. And then to try to blame it on private 
companies. What did they have to do with it? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: What do they have to do 
with it? I mean, I understand now why this man, this 
Honourable Member, was dropped as the Health Mi-
nister. I mean, I knew it before, but I really understand 
it now. Absolute arrogance, stupidity. Geez. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and general uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No. No. No. I will be on— 
 
The Speaker: Mrs. Jackson, do you wish to continue? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I am just about ready to 
finish. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I just want to finish on an 
up note. That really took me down. I can tell you. All 
right. 
 I am going to finish on this and that is to say 
that, yes, we are in agreement. We are certainly going 
to be supportive and constructive. We certainly hope 
that we can do this with public consultation and they 
definitely have our political support, but I urge them to 
move with caution and to certainly understand what it 
is you are doing. I also urge them to clean up that 
kitchen before they start this new meal that they are 
trying to cook. 
 In other words, fix FutureCare. Get rid of the 
bloated salaries. Get rid of these companies—private 
companies—that exist within that hospital. Get rid of 
all of the other avenues of revenue, particularly 
through the hospital, and concentrate on giving this 
country a good health system. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson, the Honour-
able Member from Pembroke South West. 
 Any further speakers? 

 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. W. 
Roban. 

Minister Roban from Pembroke East has the 
floor. Minister of the Environment. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you so much for affording me the opportunity to 
speak on this historic, groundbreaking, riveting, earth-
shattering, monumental debate about health care in 
this country. 
 
An Hon. Member: Sarcasm does not become you. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, that gentleman 
should keep his day job, whichever it is. 
 
An Hon. Member: I do not want to sit here all day. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, I commend the 
Honourable Minister Zane De Silva, the Minister of 
Health, for bringing forth this plan.  

I did hear some murmurings about the Oppo-
sition getting the plan a few days ago. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, as I recall, the Honourable Member an-
nounced it a few days ago to the whole country. So 
certainly there was not any veil of secrecy about the 
provision of this plan to all of us in the country of Ber-
muda. And as I read the front of the document  . . . of 
which I am not sure what percentage of the previous 
speakers, the Honourable Members’ presentation, 
was about this document. But perhaps that can be 
quantified later by someone else after we get a look at 
her presentation in the Hansard. But it plainly states 
National Health Plan 2011.  

Certainly, so that the public can know that this 
is what we are actually talking about, Mr. Speaker. 
“Public Consultation Paper”—public! And most of us 
know what the definition of public means and consul-
tation means. It means something, a document that 
will be provided to everyone to look at, to read, to 
consult, to advise, to comment and to provide direc-
tion, advice on where we should go. 

I think this is a wonderful opportunity, Mr. 
Speaker, and I do hope that the Honourable Members 
of the Opposition will take advantage of this Public 
Consultation Paper, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Point of information. 
 
The Speaker: Do you yield? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: No, I do not yield, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Point of order then. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: The Honourable Member 
had— 
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The Speaker: There is a point of order, Minister. 
 Mrs. Jackson has a point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, the National 
Health Plan was e-mailed to us on Tuesday. We had 
two days. The hard copies were received and, in fact, 
some hard copies—  
 
An Hon. Member: Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday. 
 
The Speaker: Well, yes. I think we all know about 
that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, he is alluding to the fact 
that we had two and a half days and hard copies we 
did not get until— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. That is probably correct. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes, Mr. Speaker, as I was 
interrupted unnecessarily. 
 Mr. Speaker, Public Consultation Paper. I 
think this is wonderful. I am not sure how many other 
public consultation papers around . . . help we have 
had in recent generations. I am not sure. I am not 
suggesting there have not been, but I certainly have 
not seen it and I am fairly knowledgeable of the provi-
sion of documents that have been provided from the 
Governor of Bermuda over the years. There certainly 
have been many reports done on health care—
certainly something like 15, as I recall—by numerous 
bodies, bodies employed as consultants by previous 
Governments and even by this one. But here we are, 
Mr. Speaker, with a Public Consultation Paper around 
the National Plan for Health. A wonderful achievement 
for any government, but I am happy that it is the PLP 
that is providing it, Mr. Speaker. 
 Finally, we have come to a place through this 
Public Consultation Paper where all of the country will 
have an opportunity to comment on where we go in 
the area of health. And, Mr. Speaker, I can certainly 
say, as I did once sit in the Honourable seat that the 
Honourable Member, Zane De Silva, sits now in Cabi-
net, it was an honour. And it was an honour to be in-
volved with the process that has contributed to the 
work that the Honourable Zane De Silva has led to 
this Chamber today, at a certain stage. 

It was begun, as I am sure, the Honourable 
Member Zane De Silva, and others, have said (and I 
do not think there is any problem repeating it) by the 
late Nelson Bascome, he started this process. I found 

it when I joined the Health Ministry, and was happy to 
be a part of it. And I do not know because I was not in 
the Chamber for the presentation of my honourable 
colleague, so he may have mentioned it. 

But I would just like, myself, to give tribute to 
all of the persons who did help put together this Con-
sultation Paper—the best minds in health in Bermuda, 
Mr. Speaker. Yes, and they all have something to do 
with the Ministry of Health, which is probably why I 
would say that. The best minds from the BHB, from 
the Health Council, from the Department of Health, 
from the Health Ministry, all those under that umbrella, 
played a role with shaping this document—this Public 
Consultation Paper—which now is available to all the 
country, having had the benefit of all those great 
minds, all experienced people in health care. Years of 
experience, not only locally, but internationally, bring 
that to this island to build a paper with texture, with 
direction, with vision to help this country shape what 
we do going forward in health care, Mr. Speaker. 

And I look forward to the discussions that the 
Minister and his team will lead across the country 
around this. People will get their heads around the 11 
health sector goals. As I said, Mr. Speaker, I did not 
hear much about this from the previous speaker, I 
heard a lot about Kurron and some other things that 
have nothing to do with this paper, but be that as it 
may, perhaps I could help bring it back with some di-
rection, Mr. Speaker, some focus to the discussion on 
this Public Consultation Paper. 

The Executive Summary seemingly has 
brought the points in a salient fashion, the 11 health 
sector goals—universal access, basic coverage, the 
ability to pay, to ensure equitable access, streamlining 
use of overseas care to efficiently meet the needs of 
the population. 
 Mr. Speaker, I did hear something, and I do 
not want to refer too much back to what the previous 
speaker said, but I am concerned about inaccuracies 
that are put out there to the public. The Honourable 
Member was almost suggesting in some of the com-
ments that somehow certain expenditures in the hos-
pital are contributing to the over expenditure in the 
system overall. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, the paper, and many doc-
uments that are made public, clearly outline where the 
expenditure has most drastically increased in recent 
years, and that is with the overseas care piece. We 
know that. That is where we have seen the explosion, 
if I can call it, of expenditure in health care as it relates 
to our citizens. And so that is a piece we are going to 
have to get our heads around and to bring some more 
management to. And interestingly enough, Mr. 
Speaker, that is perhaps the area that, outside of the 
public system, where we can get the most assistance. 
Because in many cases, many of those persons are 
people that are referred by private practitioners to 
overseas facilities for care, for certain treatments. 
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So that overseas care piece is a crucial piece 
of getting some management around in order to bring 
down some of the spiraling costs that will be con-
fronted. You know, those overseas treatments are 
being paid in many cases by private insurers who, you 
know, they have to apply . . . you know, any sort of 
person has to apply to a private insurer to get their 
permission to be sent overseas, even if they are [IN-
AUDIBLE] initially at the hospital, it is in many cases 
private coverage that is affording them the opportunity 
to go overseas. So there is a cause and effect here.  

I am not suggesting that the private practition-
ers or private providers of health care are strictly to 
blame here, but they play a role. And I am sure those 
in this House who have some experience in the provi-
sion of private health care can perhaps corroborate 
that particular fact, that the costs—the spiraling 
costs—in health care that we are confronted with, this 
lack of sustainability in the overriding expenditure is 
something that is shared both by the private interests 
and public interests in care. And, Mr. Speaker, we will 
have to get ourselves some management around 
these issues. 
 Mr. Speaker, the private sector health goals 
go on to be articulated, “Mechanisms to pay health 
care providers shall ensure optimal equity to patients 
and maximum efficiency to healthcare system.” Cer-
tainly this is very important. We need to have mechan-
isms in place to ensure that health care providers are 
providing the most optimal quality to those who are 
paying for it. It is very important.  

And, certainly, as these statistics that we have 
seen so far reiterated as to where we sit as a country 
(if you want to call it our health system profile, as a 
country) with other OECD countries, or, certainly, if I 
can just say, if not OECD, those jurisdictions upon 
which we share similar framework and, sort of, infra-
structure and advancement, you know, we are paying. 
You know, our people have generally a good health 
profile. But we are spending more than other jurisdic-
tions are spending on their citizens. 

We are spending more per person than plac-
es like Japan. And, actually, Mr. Speaker, I noticed in 
other reports that I have seen how, very interestingly 
enough, if you look at the historical, sort of, pattern of 
expenditure to care over the last 40 years . . . for in-
stance, since we began with this system that we have, 
which started with the Act, in the early 1970s, Mr. 
Speaker. Actually, the mortality rate, or if I can call it 
the average age of citizens in reference to the aver-
age age of citizens in our country and in a place like 
Japan in the 1960s were virtually the same—if you go 
back to the early ‘60s or the late ‘50s. So the life ex-
pectancy in both of our jurisdictions was pretty much 
on the same level. But it seems as if in the last 40 
years if you look at the statistics, Mr. Speaker, they 
are somewhere . . . we are like, what, in the late 70s, 
like 77 or so with life expectancy, and they are up in 
82 and 83 now in life expectancy. 

So something that they have done, where we 
both started at the same level in life expectancy, has 
now . . . they have outstripped us slightly. And one 
thing you understand when you look at these sorts of 
statistics, a couple of different points in age is a 
measure of a significant difference in their society and 
what they are doing. So it is clear that there were 
changes made by a country like Japan, although big-
ger, and perhaps, arguably, a much more complicated 
society, has a system that is providing, basically, a 
system of universal health care for its citizens. It is 
paying per citizen less than we are and getting better 
indices in like performance than we are. We are 
spending more than they are per person, even as a 
small jurisdiction, and we are not getting the same 
sort of indices, despite having started nearly 50 years 
ago at the same point of life expectancy. 

So clearly, it will be the job as a part of this 
National Plan for those who will sit down . . . and I am 
confident because I know that the Honourable Minis-
ter of Health has the same availability of talent, intel-
lectual capital and resource, and not only his own per-
sonal charm, that will ensure that the process that is 
going forward through this Consultation Paper will be 
with all stakeholders to get good assistance and guid-
ance and advice because that is what the Minister is 
going to be seeking from the private sector insurers, 
who, I might say, much to their credit . . . but I only 
saw faces of two insurance companies actually ex-
pressing this sort of opinion. I wonder where the third 
was—but anyway, two of them, seemingly expressing 
approval and support for the plan publicly. 

I think that is a great thing. It shows, Mr. 
Speaker, that the work being done by that Ministry 
under the leadership of the Honourable Zane De Sil-
va, has been truly to building collaboration and coop-
eration around the direction of health care. 
 And something that is a part of the very phi-
losophy of this Government is to work with other sec-
tors to achieve these national goals and agendas. And 
certainly their cooperation—and I experienced it as 
well, when I was the Health Minister—this sense of a 
need to work together even when there were the oc-
casions where we were going after each other out 
there. I can tell you that more time was almost always 
spent, Mr. Speaker, talking about how we can work 
together. There were always differences. But I am 
certain that the Honourable Minister is continuing in 
that tradition that was long established before I was 
Minister and that was going to ultimately succeed in 
making this National Plan and the elements in it a re-
ality, because it is understood, Mr. Speaker, that we 
must deal with the private sector health industry in this 
country to make this plan work. There is no doubt 
about it. They are essential to the fabric of the provi-
sion of care of Bermuda. 

And, yes, we may not have a system with the 
same balance as Japan or the OECD countries in Eu-
rope, or even in Canada, but our system has a certain 



550 11 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

culture to it that we must make work and we must en-
sure that the funding models that are ultimately rolled 
out for this new system, or enhanced system I can call 
it, because I think what you will note from what has 
been said here, that there are components of the sys-
tem which are actually working well and are perform-
ing at a global standard. Resources to our public 
health system and, generally, our public system are 
world class and work well. That, according to interna-
tional measurements is certainly the case and even 
this plan and the work of the Health Council has af-
firmed that when we measure ourselves up against 
other jurisdictions. 

Where we have some challenges is where we 
can work with private insurers, private health provid-
ers, and with our overseas partners to ensure that 
ultimately in the long term the questions of sustainabil-
ity, equity, and access are balanced, are measured, 
and ultimately are sustainable for the long term. And 
this plan is the stepping point for that. It is a concep-
tual plan. 

Some of the questions that I have seen raised 
in the private sector out in the media by certain private 
interest groups, I think, frankly, are premature to be 
saying now. They are already saying what they cannot 
do. Why should you come out now and say what you 
cannot do when you have not even read the plan? 
You have not had time to sit down with the Ministry 
and talk about the plan, but you are already telling 
everybody what you cannot do. This is a plan so we 
can start to do, start from the same point of discussion 
what we will do, Mr. Speaker. That is one of the won-
derful opportunities this plan provides us with. Wheth-
er it be the Chamber of Commerce, the Employers’ 
Council, the Opposition, and other interests in this 
country, other providers of care, we now can sit down 
and talk about what we are going to do, if I can say it 
in that sort of informal way. What we are going to do. I 
am betraying the rules of my father-in-law by even 
talking like that, but I am sure he will forgive me in 
heaven. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will go on to just highlight some 
of the other very interesting qualities within this Public 
Consultation Paper we are discussing today—The IT 
component, so crucial now, Mr. Speaker. Certainly, 40 
years ago when this health system was devised under 
a previous administration and they can be credited 
with making . . . certainly putting within the framework 
with the Health Insurance Act that has allowed us to 
have this system for the last 40 years. They can be 
credited with that. 
 
An Hon. Member: They had a huge social agenda. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: No, no. No problem with giv-
ing them that credit because in some ways it was 
ahead of its time, when you compare us to other juris-
dictions of our type and certainly some of our neigh-
bours who are now still struggling with some of the 

issues that we solved 40 years ago. So they can be 
credited with putting in, but perhaps where they can 
be faulted is with not making the appropriate modifica-
tions over time to deal with some of the issues that we 
are now confronted with. But at the same time, per-
haps they were unforeseen. 

You know, the sort of chronic illness issues 
that we have now did not exist in the 1970s. We were 
probably dealing with things like typhoid and, I mean, 
like tuberculosis and other health matters were more 
important then. Now we are dealing with heart dis-
ease, diabetes, obesity, and the by-products of that. 
Those were not problems back in the 1970s for Ber-
muda, I do not believe. So now . . . and not only that, 
they are being experienced by age groups that we 
would have traditionally relied on to be healthy. 

We have children with chronic obesity, expe-
riencing the by-products of that. Rampant, rampant 
diabetes cases that are, you know, siphoning off the 
system as we have to deal with these catastrophic 
chronic illnesses that are plaguing our community. 
With obesity, you know, 64 or 65 per cent of our popu-
lation being obese. Twenty-something per cent of 
them or 30 per cent of our young people are obese, or 
more than that. You know, we have a considerable 
amount of our population, if not borderline diabetic, 
but actually diabetic. And many of us do not know 
whether we are there or not. 

So we have some serious challenges, Mr. 
Speaker, that I do not believe any Government could 
have foreseen 40 years ago when this system was 
devised. But we are at a point now and this plan now 
is perhaps somewhat the line in the sand for our coun-
try as to what we need to do. 

Now just to continue around the health sector 
goals, because I think these health sector goals are 
going to be crucial to those with whom the Minister will 
be sitting down with across the country to discuss. 
And it is important that we focus because there may 
be a whole lot of issues. Unfortunately, many of the 
issues that are going to be . . . well, perhaps fortu-
nately, many are not the issues that the Honourable 
Member, who just took her seat, raised, because they 
are not integral to where we need to go. We need not 
be talking about consultants and all these types of 
things. The issues are more fundamental. 

We are always going to need consultants in 
this country about health care, Mr. Speaker, because 
we desire to have an internationally-regarded health 
care system. And that is going to mean having inter-
national talent along with the Bermudian leadership 
that already exists. To some degree that is what exists 
now. And we are continuing to evolve around this for-
mula. But there is Bermudian leadership at the table. 
Not only with this Government, but within the private 
health sector area—that is led by Bermudians. The 
private health sector, or the provision of care through 
the hospital . . . the majority of the leadership of the 
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hospital is Bermudian, along with international part-
ners. 

Whatever effective care that we are giving our 
people is not because we stand alone, Mr. Speaker, 
and that has to be understood. And that is why I am 
often bewildered by the criticism of some of the Ho-
nourable Members on the other side about this con-
nection with overseas expertise. It is essential for the 
quality of care that we are currently getting to have 
those partnerships, to have some of those people 
here working with our Bermudian leadership to pro-
vide care at the BHB, at the Mid-Atlantic Wellness 
Centre, at the other areas where we provide continu-
ing care, extended care. It is essential and if we do 
not have it our system will suffer. Other than that, we 
will not be able to maintain the high international stan-
dard that we are. 

But clearly, we have cost issues, we have eq-
uity issues, we have affordability issues, we have sus-
tainability issues. But guess what, Mr. Speaker, we 
are not alone in that. The whole world is confronted 
with that. We are not that unique. 

But what is absolutely excellent about our sit-
uation, Mr. Speaker, is that we have a plan to confront 
them. Many people are meandering nowhere. Have 
no plan. The United States, they have no plan, or 
somebody wants to get rid of the plan that somebody 
put in place. That is how it is now. Obama had a plan, 
but now no one wants the plan. They want to kill the 
plan. We have a plan. 
 
An Hon. Member: They have no plan. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Right. They complained they 
had no plan, and when somebody has a plan, they 
want to kill the plan. And then they will have no plan 
again. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Anyway, God bless Bermuda, 
Mr. Speaker. That is what I say. God bless Bermuda. 
 
An Hon. Member: Amen. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: We have a plan. And the plan 
is for the public consumption, the National Health Plan 
2011, the Public Consultation Paper. This is a plan 
with 11 health sector goals that will be discussed, that 
will be massaged, that will be reviewed, that will be 
advised on, that will be given feedback from every 
possible person in this country who will have the op-
portunity to contribute to the plan of health care for the 
future of Bermuda. Perhaps unprecedented.  

I do not believe, as I said earlier, that there 
has been a plan like this in the history of our country. 
Despite some of the good foundations that were laid 
prior by previous administrations, but a plan like this, 
this is historic. It is unique. And I credit those who 

have put it together, so that we have an opportunity 
here to debate it in this House and ultimately take it to 
the country. 
 The IT component, Mr. Speaker, is so crucial. 
As I said before, the level of technology in health care 
now that is available was not available even 10 years 
ago. Even some of the technology that we have bene-
fited [from] now to effectively make some of the sys-
tems more efficient to provide the level of quality of 
care, like MRI, CT scans, all these sort of things, 10 
years ago were not where they are now. But they are 
available here in Bermuda. 

But there is another crucial IT piece, which is 
integrating a lot of the information that has been built 
up, that is shared by private health care providers, 
that is shared by the public system and having health 
aid in medical records for each citizen that is shared 
amongst the system, potentially collapsing a lot of the 
bureaucracy and paperwork and storage cost issues. 
But also ensuring that information is easily accessible 
on someone so that when they go to the emergency 
their record can be pulled up whether their doctor is in 
St. George’s or Somerset—if they go to the hospital in 
Paget, their full record is there. So anything they may 
need to be mindful of in the provisional care, in the 
emergency, or anything, will be available. The same if 
they happen to go to a specialist in another part of the 
island or even a specialist in another jurisdiction. That 
electronic health record is there, compiled, and easily 
accessible to ensure the best possible quality of care. 
The technology is with us now. 

The VA hospital in the United States has that 
technology. It is the best system in the world and one 
of the wonderful things, which I have shared with the 
Minister, is some of the discussions that I had as the 
Minister of Health with some of the key people at the 
VA who are prepared to share their technology with 
Bermuda for free. The basic technology that they are 
using for their millions of veterans, which is the best 
system in the world . . . and there is no one who 
doubts that, they write books about it it is so good. 
 
The Speaker: Minister, you have a minute and a half 
left. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
very much appreciate— 
 
An Hon. Member: You can have five of mine. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban:—your mindful— 
 
An Hon. Member: You can have five of mine. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Oh, thank you. Is that al-
lowed, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Pardon? 
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Hon. Walter H. Roban: The Honourable Member is 
giving me five of his minutes. Is that allowed? 
 
The Speaker: He would have to be on his feet speak-
ing. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Oh, I understand, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 
The Speaker: That is what the Standing Order says. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Okay. Mr. Speaker, I will con-
tinue if I only have about, maybe, 45 seconds left. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: So many of these health sec-
tor goals, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to being in-
volved as a constituency MP, along with my col-
league, the Health Minister, working with health pro-
fessionals who shall ensure the promotion of healthy 
lifestyles, which are so important. 

The introduction of the new technology, dis-
cussing that, as I said, ensuring that the appropriate 
funding models are put in place. And it is essential 
that we work with the Colonials and the BF&Ms and 
the Argus to get that right, because we know that just 
from the experience that we have had at the Ministry 
that they have very efficient systems of handling costs 
that can be benefited from. They have to be at the 
table. It is essential that they be at the table when we 
talk about funding models. Because much of the 
money, most of the money in the system is private 
money. 

So clearly, much of the funding that is going 
through the system is coming out of the private pro-
viders, but it is also coming out of the Government 
and we should be able to sit together to work out the 
best funding options for the system overall, moving 
from a hospital benefit to a standard system for the 
country of basic care. These are some of the things I 
look forward to seeing, Mr. Speaker, and I look for-
ward to the country having this plan rolled out in years 
to come for all of our citizens. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. Gib-
bons, from Paget East. 
 Dr. Gibbons has the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I must say that I rather appreciated the way 
the Honourable Member ended talking about consul-
tation and wanting to involve the private sector. It cer-
tainly is a far cry from where we were a year or two 

ago. But, you know, I think that is good. We are ob-
viously moving in the right direction here. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a couple of 
comments on the motion the Honourable Member es-
sentially put down, which is, “That this Honourable 
House approves the actions of Government in ad-
vancing the implementation of a National Health 
Plan,” and it goes on from there. 

I have to say, I certainly look forward to this 
plan, which, as my Honourable colleague, Mrs. Jack-
son, said really only arrived in our hands a couple of 
days ago. And after now having looked at it, I am not 
sure . . . I know the Government is calling it a National 
Health Plan. I am not sure I would call it a health plan. 
What I would call it is more of a green paper. And I 
say that because while it sets out sort of a list of goals 
and objectives and some of the issues, many of these 
goals and objectives, certainly we, as my Honourable 
Colleague said, on this side of the House have no 
problem in supporting. It is not a real plan yet because 
it does not tell you how it is going to get there. It lists 
these goals and it lists a description of the issues and 
the challenges, it is just a direction. 

And I think if you, the Honourable Members 
on that side, would say that [you] would have to agree 
with me in many respects, because when you look at 
the conclusion of the document (I am on page 21 of 
this “National Health Plan”) it says at the bottom of the 
page, “The National Health Plan is intended to set in 
place the direction of reforms; it is not (my emphasis) 
intended to provide technical detail on activity towards 
implementation.” 
 And then it goes on over a page or so, to say, 
basically, that the goals set out for the health sector 
are extensive in scope, conceptually profound and 
technically complex and . . . implementation will thus 
require a phased approach. 

The issue, I think many of us who now have 
actually looked at this want to ask, okay, well, you 
know, these goals (and I will get to some of them in a 
little bit) . . . these goals and these objectives, they are 
all very nice. But how are you going to get there? And 
then I was very frustrated when I heard the Honoura-
ble Minister who introduced this say, there were three 
points he wanted to make. 

He said, the health care system is expen-
sive—costs are rising farther than inflation. We have 
known that for quite a long time. My honourable col-
league, Mrs. Jackson, mentioned that in the last four 
or five years HIP premiums have effectively doubled, 
so we know that the cost of health care is way outpac-
ing inflation, maybe, three, four times with the very low 
inflation rate now. 

The Honourable Member’s second point was 
that it is unaffordable for those most in need. There 
was an equity issue. Then he went on to say that the 
weight of evidence suggests we can achieve equity 
and sustainability in a more cost-effective way. He 
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said studies have shown that we know it is feasible 
without putting any more money into health care. 

Then, of course, you sort of say, How? That is 
what everyone wants to get their hands around. How 
will you do this?  

You have set up all of these good goals and 
objectives, but how will you do it? To which his re-
sponse was, If other countries can do it, we can do it. 
But then, he went on a few minutes later to say that 
other countries’ health systems are struggling around 
the world. And he said that it is a tremendous chal-
lenge. So his answer to how will we do it, is he said, 
we will do it together. 

Now, I do not have a problem with “we’ll do it 
together.” But if you are going to bring a plan then 
what you really want to know and, I think, what the 
community really wants to know is, how are you going 
to get there? Because we have seen a lot of plans. 
And when he said there are many ways to skin a cat, I 
got particularly worried, because no matter how you 
skin the cat, the cat does not come out of it very well, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So those are some 
of the concerns, I think, that those in the community 
may have about this. And, I guess, the issue really is 
that when you look at where we are and . . . I think, 
this National Plan, as it is called by the Government, 
is certainly well written. I would call it a very good 
marketing plan in many respects because it certainly 
sets out some goals that most people can get their 
arms around, even if they do not know how Govern-
ment is actually going to implement it. 

But I think the issue here is that in describing 
how we have come to this point and, after all, this 
Government has been now in place for 12 years, and 
we have had a number of plans before this. For ex-
ample, the Arthur Andersen plan, which actually told 
you how it was going to get there. It was not just, Here 
is what we need to do and here are the issues. Here 
is how we are going to get there. I guess there is a 
certain amount of concern on this side and when you 
add to that the fact that in some cases . . . and I want 
to touch on some of these goals, health sector goals, 
in a minute. In some cases it is going to take us three, 
four, seven years to get there—we are already 12 
years into some serious issues with respect to health 
care and my honourable colleague, Mrs. Jackson, laid 
out some of those. 

We already have an understanding of Gov-
ernment’s problems with implementation. And you 
need to go no further than education to understand 
that we had a report from Hopkins, a report and a se-
ries of recommendations, we are four years later and 
we simply have not seen the kind of reform that we 
are looking for. 

The FutureCare started out with a lot of prom-
ise, but there was not really a plan in place to do it 
when it originally came and now we are reaping the 
whirlwind as a consequence of that. And what we are 
seeing, big time, is Government doing a major danc-
ing exercise to try and shift some of these costs back 
onto the community from Government itself. So all of 
these things, you know, get one a little bit concerned 
about this. 

Now, I understand it is a consultation paper, 
but, I guess, the main point I am making here, Mr. 
Speaker, is that I think it would be a lot more effective 
as a consultation paper instead of just saying we think 
we can get there—there are studies, there are various 
ways to skin this cat—if we actually heard what some 
of those ways were. Then the private sector could 
wrap their minds around it, then the Chamber of 
Commerce and Employers’ Council would not say, 
Look, I am not sure what you are doing, but we cannot 
absorb any more costs out there. We hear you about 
restructuring this thing, but I am not sure we believe 
you when you say that we do not have to put anymore 
money into it, unless you can show us how you are 
going to do that. 
 So, where are we? The fact of the matter is, 
Mr. Speaker, these goals like improving access to 
care, improving the cost of care, and the quality of 
care, have been around ever since Arthur Andersen. 
But so far all we have had is talk about it we have not 
really had much of an effort to get a grip on it. And, in 
fact, as I have said, earlier plans were much more 
specific on implementation and one could get from 
earlier plans a sense of what the impact would be on 
the community, on people, on businesses, and yet 
from this one we really do not have a clear sense of 
that. 

So here we are, 12 years down the road. We 
have a promise here that this is going to take 7 years 
to implement; some aspects of it are going to be a 
little sooner, but it still is going to be yet more time. So 
when you look at that continuum what you are looking 
at is something like 17, maybe 19 years before we 
actually get where the Government feels we need to 
go. And I have to say, that I agree with my honourable 
colleague, Mrs. Jackson. The Government’s record on 
implementing plans, of most sorts, has not been terri-
bly good. They have not covered themselves in glory. 

I would like to touch on a couple of the actual 
health sector goals. There is a summary of them on 
page 4. I am going to shift over to page 12 here and 
touch on them very briefly because I do not have a lot 
of time. And to be perfectly honest, Mr. Speaker, there 
is not a lot to get your hands around here. There is not 
a lot of meat on the bone in this. I do not really see it 
as a real plan yet. Yes, it is a discussion paper— 

 
An Hon. Member: That is because you have not had 
time to read it yet.  
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:—but it is not a real 
plan yet. 
 
An Hon. Member: Have you read it or not? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So let us talk about 
the first goal which is “Universal access to basic 
health [care] coverage shall be assured for all resi-
dents of Bermuda.” 
 The interesting thing here is if you honestly 
looked at it, you would probably say that health care 
coverage is available to all residents of Bermuda. The 
Honourable Member, the Minister of Health, when he 
spoke the other day in his statement, said that approx-
imately 95 . . . let me put it the other way; some 5 per 
cent to 10 per cent of the population does not have 
health care coverage. When I asked him about that, 
whether those individuals might either choose not to 
have health care coverage or would be covered under 
financial assistance or would be covered under the 
indigent programme, he said, “Yes.” 

So the question is not so much whether 
people are covered, it is a question really of who is 
paying and are they being covered in an adequate or, 
I think what I will call an efficient kind of way. And I 
think the answer to that is probably, no.  

But anybody who walks into the hospital here 
and has a problem is going to get treatment. I think we 
all understand that. And that is one of the issues that 
we are all trying to grapple with because that is some 
of the most expensive ways to treat, going into the 
emergency ward or having to deal with the hospital 
directly. So in terms of that point I think, you know, 
that should not be too difficult to carry out. 

It then gets into the next question, okay. What 
is (and that is point number two, or goal number two) 
basic health coverage? 

And there is a broad description of it here of 
what it may entail, but, again, all we get is a sense of 
the standard benefit which is what we debate each 
year in this House, is certainly out there, but we are 
getting a sense that obviously that needs to be looked 
at and— 

 
An Hon. Member: Do you agree?  
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:—there needs to 
be— 
 
An Hon. Member: Do you agree? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:—Well, I think . . . the 
Honourable Member has asked, Do I agree? I think 
the answer is yes. That standard benefit has been 
changed— 
 
An Hon. Member: All right. 
 

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:—has been changed 
almost every year. But it does raise an interesting 
question. And I was rather hoping that they would de-
fine it a little bit more. What is a basic level of care? 

And one of the challenges that I think the pub-
lic, the Government system, has as compared to pri-
vate insurers, is that private insurers are much more 
specific about what is covered and what is not. And 
one of the reasons that there have been, I think, a lot 
of these overruns in the standard benefit HIP area is 
because you do not have the same precision. 

So when you get into areas which can be 
very, very expensive, like the diagnostics, imaging—
things of that sort—it is not as clear as it is in the pri-
vate sector as to what is covered, and you get into 
overruns and you get into things that are covered 
which probably should not be covered to the degree 
that they are. And I think particularly of things like 
MRI, and some of the imaging that is taking place, 
which has grown to an extraordinary degree. In fact, 
the study that we saw at the Health Financing Sum-
mit, suggests that we have, if not the highest rate of 
MRI imaging, pretty close to it, in the world. I think 
only Japan is higher than we are and they make the 
machines over there, so maybe that is why. But we 
are much higher than the United States. So I think 
there are some interesting issues there. 
 The third point, which the Honourable Mem-
ber said is the most significant reform of the National 
Health Plan, although we have not been told how we 
are going to do it, is this issue of “Health [care] contri-
butions shall be based on ability to pay to ensure 
equitable access to health care.”  
 Sounds good on the face of it. A lot of Euro-
pean countries certainly do it that way. Obviously, I 
think a lot of people are saying, Well, how exactly will 
this work? 

The thing about most European countries, 
and a lot of other countries, like Canada, is that they 
have income tax. So you have in those countries a 
proportional way of extracting tax from people. So the 
question I think that a lot of people have for the Minis-
ter of Health and the Government is, is this really a 
roundabout way to ensure a form of income tax to pay 
for health care coverage? Are we really talking about 
income tax here in a roundabout kind of way? 

European countries certainly work that way, 
but Bermuda has a tradition where they have not 
looked at income tax as a way of funding these kinds 
of things. They have looked at raising taxes in other 
ways.  

So I am not going to say a lot more at this 
point. I think most Bermudians kind of wonder whether  
someone who is a teacher, for example, who is earn-
ing $70,000 a year ought to be paying more for their 
health care than someone who perhaps is sort of an 
assistant or a retail person or something of that sort. I 
have heard a lot of comment about that, but, Mr. 
Speaker, we will have to wait to see what Government 
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is really suggesting here because it is not clear at this 
particular point. 
 Now there was another actually interesting 
point, and it gets me to this number four, health care 
goal number four, which is to “Streamline the use of 
overseas care to efficiently meet the medical needs of 
the population.” 
 What it sounded like to me here was, and par-
ticularly the [public consultation paper] the middle on 
page 13, Mr. Speaker, it says, “. . . overseas care 
represents the most significant area,” and I am quot-
ing, “of increase in health expenditure in Bermuda, 
having risen by 106% since 2004.” 
 Now it raises a very interesting question here 
because I know there is a certain perception in Gov-
ernment, and perhaps in the policy area, that some-
how overseas health care costs are the scapegoat 
here. But I am not sure, necessarily, that the private 
sector sees it this way at all. In fact, the Honourable 
Member, Minister Roban, who took his seat a few mi-
nutes ago, said that there was an explosion in over-
seas health care cases. 

The interesting issue here, Mr. Speaker, is a 
lot of those referrals actually come from the hospital 
for the simple reason that they do not have the re-
sources or the services or the technical ability to be 
able to handle those cases. A lot also come from pri-
vate practitioners who are saying, You really cannot 
get what you need in Bermuda. 

The more interesting question is . . . and there 
is this perception that overseas care is more expen-
sive and more inefficient. In point of fact, it is probably 
opposite. And I think we all should be able to under-
stand this intrinsically. Why do most Bermudians go 
overseas to the mall to shop for electronics, or cloth-
ing, or things of that sort? And the answer is because 
they think they will get a better deal. In some cases 
they probably will. That TV at Best Buy is going to be 
a lot less expensive than if they bought it here. And I 
know I am in trouble here with the retail sector— 
 
An Hon. Member: Come on. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —but the fact of the 
matter is, that they feel they can justify the cost of that 
hotel room, and the air ticket, and go overseas. When 
you are talking about medical procedures, which are 
not in terms of $500 or $1,000—which can be in terms 
of $10,000, $20,000, $100,000—the fact of the matter 
is that a lot of overseas care is a lot more cost effec-
tive than it is here. And we all understand why. Sala-
ries are much higher here. You have to bring every-
thing in. It, frankly, is more cost-effective in a lot of 
cases to go overseas. 

So I suspect that one of the reasons that you 
are seeing these kinds of increases is not because 
everybody is being irresponsible, but because in many 
cases it is more cost-effective. And I know that for a 
fact, because from an insurance perspective you can 

actually control overseas hospital costs. You cannot 
here. Here the private sector is forced to pay whatever 
the hospital charges by legislation. Overseas you can 
negotiate and there are discounts. So if you actually 
look at the increases on a year-to-year basis for most 
private insurers, you would find out that overseas 
costs—on an inflation basis—are much lower than the 
actual costs—hospital costs—here which last year 
were running about a 30 per cent increase in terms of 
local hospital charges. 

So we have got to be a little bit more careful 
about this. And the report, I think, specifies this by 
saying this is technical and it is complex in many re-
spects because you cannot jump to conclusions about 
this, there really does need to be more of a look given 
to this. 

I think there is also a perception in this report 
that if we were to pool everybody together and lump it 
all in, which is what Cayman has started to do, that 
you would get better rates. Cayman, under their, sort 
of, government thing called CINICO, gave a lot of their 
business to Baptist Hospital in Miami. What they 
found in the long run was, because they were not 
spreading it out and were not using market forces, it is 
actually more expensive and they are getting a lower 
quality of care as a consequence. 

So you have to be a little careful and cautious 
about jumping to broad conclusions about studies, 
about what other countries do, particularly because 
other countries are a lot larger than Bermuda is, and 
they have orders of scale which are much, much larg-
er than what we are dealing with here. So Bermuda in 
some respects is a little different. 
 The other problem, of course, is that when 
you start to try to spread this out proportionately, it is 
usually the middle class that usually ends up paying it. 
That is who pays income tax in most other cases. But 
anyway, the point I am trying to make here is that it is 
not quite as straightforward as people would suggest 

Now, one of things that has bothered me here 
is that this report brushes over the hospital costs. Now 
we know from the studies that have been done that 
the hospital board—the BHB—the hospital here, ac-
counts for some 40 per cent—almost half—of all the 
health care expenditure in Bermuda. And yet, there is 
nothing in this plan that suggests that somehow that 
will be looked at. And when you actually look at some 
of the increases . . . and we talked out this a few 
weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, a little bit before Christmas. 
When you look, for example, at the hospital’s financial 
statements (which I have here) and you see in one 
year, from 2009 to 2010, that inpatient revenue (in 
other words fees) went up $20 million from $62 million 
up to $83 million . . . that is a 32 per cent increase. 
Then we should not be looking overseas we should be 
looking at the hospital here to see how we can cut 
down on some of these costs. 

When you look at the $18 million in profit that 
the hospital made in the 2009/2010 financial state-
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ments you start to sort of say, you know—particularly 
when, according to David Hill, the actual number of 
inpatients was fewer than the year before, but the 
revenue went up 32 per cent—something is wrong 
here. Something needs to be looked at. And I think if 
the Minister and the Government are serious about 
trying to get a handle on cost control then this is, if 
you are talking about 40 per cent of health care ex-
penditure, this is one of the first places you start to 
look. 

Now, my honourable colleague, Mrs. Jackson, 
raised this issue of this company called HPL Limited. I 
have the financial statements here . . . and the Minis-
ter did not seem to know what this was, but apparently 
this was a company that was incorporated in 2008. I 
am reading from the financial statements. It is owned 
in the majority position by the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board, some 51 per cent. But there are other directors 
and shareholders here. There is no disclosure as to 
who those are, but my honourable colleague, Mrs. 
Jackson, was asking the question, is the Chief of 
Staff, Dr. Thomas paid fees, or is he paid bonuses or 
any dividends coming out of this company called 
HPL?  

Because if he is, my honourable colleague 
[INAUDIBLE]— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of information. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:—this is a huge con-
flict of interest. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I think the Honourable 
Member asked a question. 
 
The Speaker: Do you yield, Doctor? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Will I yield? Sure. 
 
The Speaker: Dr. Gibbons is yielding for the Minister. 
 Minister De Silva. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will be very short and brief. The Honourable 
Member, Dr. Gibbons, and also the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mrs. Jackson, had asked about HPL and insi-
nuated—certainly she did—insinuated that this com-
pany, HPL, was owned; you know, the Chief of Staff, 
she mentioned, had shares, and was getting bonuses 
and things like that. Well . . . and Dr. Gibbons was 
heading that way. He did not say it, but he was head-
ing that way. Let me assure him that that is not the 
case. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the issue is still very much here. 
Because if you have a company which is only owned 
partially by the Bermuda Hospitals Board, and there 
are others involved with it and they are sourcing 
things like diagnostics and perhaps physicians from 
overseas—anaesthetists, our understanding—then it 
does raise the question whether there is conflict of 
interest going on at all and who is making money from 
this particular company. And on the most recent fi-
nancial statements, the company was transacting 
some $4.7 million of business. 

So there are some pretty serious issues here 
that I think need much more extensive transparency 
and disclosure than we are seeing in these financial 
statements. Because if the hospital is not doing these 
deals—these private deals—on a cost-effective basis, 
or they are not going out, what I will call, in a way that 
is, shall we say, competitive, then it raises significant 
questions about whether Bermudians are getting val-
ue for money in what is essentially a publicly con-
trolled enterprise here. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to move on because 
there are a couple of other things that I want to touch 
on. The report, in terms of 5, this “Mechanisms to pay 
health care providers shall ensure optimal quality to 
patients and maximum efficiency to health care sys-
tem.” The report says that “Mechanisms shall be im-
plemented to review regulatory oversight of regulated 
fees,” and unregulated fees. 
 We all know this has to be done. There are a 
lot of service providers out there whose fees are not 
regulated and they add considerably to the overall 
cost of health care in Bermuda. But we expected 
some years ago that that was what the Health Council 
was going to do and it has not done it so far. So if they 
intend to do it that is not a bad thing. 
 My honourable colleague, Mrs. Jackson, 
touched on this issue of goal number 7, which is to 
“Implement strategies to meet the healthcare needs of 
people with chronic illnesses, physical, cognitive or 
mental disabilities,” which refers to, particularly in a lot 
of cases, seniors. Again, you know, there is a lot of 
talk about looking at other studies and how you would 
tax to fund this. But, again, it is very difficult to get 
your arms around this if it is a plan, because you do 
not know exactly how it is going to be done. I think we 
all appreciate that we need to do a better job in terms 
of seniors with extended care, seniors in residential 
living, things of that sort, and for others who have 
chronic illnesses or other cognitive or mental disabili-
ties. 
 There is a goal number 9, which says that 
“Bermuda’s health system shall be financed through 
the most cost-effective means available.” Mr. Speak-
er, we all agree with that. But, again, the question is, 
how? And there is nothing here which really gives you 
a sense of how this is going to be done. So while, you 
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know, the question is raised and they are open to 
consultation, it becomes very difficult unless you have 
something to sort of say, okay, I understand where 
they are going here. I can comment on that, because 
the specifics are not there. 

Number 10 talks about the goal of introducing 
health technology and having to “be regulated to en-
sure adequate level and mix of resources to efficiently 
meet the healthcare needs of the population.” I think 
that is a great thing that needs to be done because 
there is certainly overuse of diagnostic services and 
some of the imaging in this country right now. I cited a 
little while ago one of the graphs that came from the 
Health Financing Summit which talked about the ex-
traordinary overuse of MRI in this country. 

And, Mr. Speaker, one of the things that the 
Honourable Member, Mr. De Silva, says is his favou-
rite area, and which he is very much a proponent of, is 
this issue of promoting “healthy lifestyles and main-
tenance of health conditions,”  goal number 11. A lot 
of Members have talked about the extent of obesity in 
this country, the degree to which the prognosis for 
diabetes, cardiovascular disease, and other kinds of 
chronic issues coming out of that. I think it is very pre-
valent in this country. 

I will say it again, Mr. Speaker, because I 
think it needs to be repeated often. One of the most 
effective ways of tackling this is to do it through the 
education system. I talked last week on the Motion to 
Adjourn about the fact that the amount of physical 
education in schools and sports has declined over the 
years. We need to get back to a school system where 
there is sufficient time put aside, I would say on a dai-
ly basis, to get kids into better physical condition and 
to establish better habits at school age because hope-
fully that will carry on in later life. It does not have to 
be a specific sport; it can be a fitness exercise. But 
something needs to be done and it needs to be done 
now. 
 
The Speaker: Two minutes left. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We on this side of 
the House have been talking about this for some time, 
and it is not just healthiness. Students who are fit and 
who have exercised actually do better in school as 
well. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of issues here 
that have been raised. There is not a very clear sense 
except for maybe direction about how it is going to be 
done. There are obviously a lot of concerns out there 
given Government’s past record in terms of making 
promises, over-promising and under-delivering. We 
have seen it over and over again. 

I think we certainly are supportive of a consul-
tative approach. We need to have a clear understand-
ing of how this will be done. Otherwise, this is just 
another talking exercise. So all of that, still, I think, is 
an issue that we need to see. 

 But, basically, Mr. Speaker, I think the jury is 
going to be out on this until we see more substance, 
more detail, more meat on the bone. 
 Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. The Honoura-
ble Member from Paget East. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. D. Hunt, from St. George’s South. 
 The Honourable Member, Mr. Hunt, has the 
floor. 
 
Mr. Donte O. Hunt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Of course, as always, I am happy to stand on 
my feet and give my two cents to this particular Motion 
by the Minister of Health. 
 First and foremost, Mr. Speaker, of course, 
we on this side, representing the BDA, support any 
plan that is proposed to ensure that this country is 
healthy. Strictly from a social perspective, it is em-
braced. We all have family members and, personally 
and individually we all get sick. We all have issues 
from time to time that need to be addressed and we 
also understand the cost of being healthy. There is a 
cost associated with being healthy, to addressing ills, 
and moving forward in a healthy way. 

So we embrace this plan, we agree with the 
plan, primarily in concept, and also in content. Also in 
content. Mr. Speaker, as I look through the plan, I hig-
hlighted, I think, one thing that sets, or I can at least 
say is the preface of how I am going to move forward 
in my deliberation today. And it is this: It is good. It is a 
good plan. It is a great start. It is a great exploration of 
the problems that are out there in society. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what I did not see, and the 
Honourable Member on the UBP side, Grant Gibbons, 
indicated this is the big three-letter word, how? How is 
it going to happen? And the reason why it is so key, 
that “how,” the reason why “how” is so key, Mr. 
Speaker, is because this plan, as I see it, is a plan 
that is being sold to the public—to Bermudians in 
general. And all of us as Bermudians are quite keen 
on the cost of health care. While we look at this par-
ticular document we see 11 goals that we all can raise 
our hands and say, Awesome, that is a great goal. But 
all of us in this country, I believe, understand where 
we are today from an economic perspective. And we 
then say, how? How can we do this? 

Mr. Speaker, I have an example. A very sim-
ple example. I will utilise what is dear to my heart, the 
focus of my life, which is making my wife happy, giv-
ing her what she needs. I have to do that because 
happy wife—and we know the rest—happy life. And I 
seem to really, really draw to that. But, you know, if I 
went to my wife, and I said to my wife, Do you know 
what? I’m just going to make you happy. That is the 
problem. That is the problem. The problem is she 
needs to be happy. I need to be happy too, but that is 
the problem that I have to address.  
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Now, if I gave my wife a plan that says, Do 
you know what, goal number one, two and three is to 
make you happy, because I see that you need this, 
that, and the other, but I do not say how I am going to 
do that, that plan is going to be ripped up in a second. 
Because what she wants to know in all seriousness is 
how, with the current resources . . .  

I hear a Member saying she has faith in me. 
Well, we have got to ask Bermudians, do we have 
faith in the Government so that we blindly accept pro-
posals and goals without the means and the use of 
resources to get there. 
 So what I am saying is, Mr. Speaker (and I will 
get back to my main point), how is this going to be 
facilitated? Do not get me wrong, I am not standing 
here to destroy the plan. I think it was a good explora-
tion exercise to indicate to Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda 
what the problems are; but I think (dare I say, and I 
will say it anyway) it is disingenuous to then place a 
timeline for the execution of these various goals with-
out indicating specifically how these things are going 
to be done in light of our economic situation where we 
find ourselves today. 
 Every goal, every goal—all 11 goals—have an 
economic, a financial repercussion. There is going to 
be cost, there is going to be cost, there is going to be 
cost! How are we going to facilitate that with the eco-
nomic situation that we all know we are in today? 
 Mr. Speaker, I will touch briefly on a few of the 
initiatives here. They are broken down in three cate-
gories . . . well, actually two main categories, equity 
and sustainability. Then, [they are] broken down fur-
ther into access, quality, and efficiency. I am going to 
just pick on a few, just to reiterate my point. 
 Mr. Speaker, will you look at universal access, 
the basic health coverage? This is point number 1 on 
page 12. You look at “Universal access to basic health 
coverage shall be assured for all residents of Ber-
muda.” I can stop there and say to you, Mr. Speaker, 
how? Because you have . . . and I do not want to beat 
a dead horse, but I think it is important that this be 
said. Bermudians in general are raising their hands up 
and saying, That is great, because I need health in-
surance, I need basic health care, and I cannot afford 
it. But truly, truly Mr. Speaker how is this going to be 
established for all? 

What I was disappointed in is that I did not 
hear the Minister specifically addressing the cost of 
this. I think we went through this exercise with Fu-
tureCare, and we saw the disparity between what was 
being offered—what was thought to be the cost of it—
and what actually was the cost of FutureCare. We 
saw that, and I think we all can agree. 
 So, again, great fact-finding session, great 
exploration; but is this truly, truly realistic in the time-
frame established? I would love to know from the 
great Minister Zane De Silva how the timeline was 
established and was and is there some sort of finan-
cial exercise that was done to solidify these timelines? 

 I move on, Mr. Speaker, to number 3, “Health 
coverage contributions shall be based on ability to pay 
to ensure equitable access to healthcare.” Again, this 
is a great goal to get to, to establish and to realise. 
But this particular goal . . . actually, I would love to tie 
it with number 11, “Health professionals and organiza-
tions shall assure promotion of healthy lifestyle and 
maintenance of health conditions.” 

The reason why I put those two together Mr. 
Speaker, is because first and foremost what we find 
with number three is a concern that the rich will begin 
to subsidise . . . some persons who may not be able 
to afford, which is fine. But should the focus be on 
those who can afford health care, as opposed to those 
who should be educated in terms of how they can be 
healthier, and in turn reduce their health cost? 
 Number 11 speaks to reducing health care 
cost through education, which I promote. But at the 
same token Mr. Speaker, I just wonder again from 
number three, how in fact we are going to be able to 
sell this particular goal to those who can afford it, as 
opposed to those who cannot? How is this going to be 
implemented? It is a great goal, again; but where and 
how are we going to get there? Why do we have, and 
how have we come up with a timeline? That is my 
question; it bewilders me completely, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will not be much longer. I can go on about 
cost and how they come up with the timeline. I just 
want to highlight this as well in line with what I am 
saying. “An integrated health IT system shall be es-
tablished throughout the health sector to improve effi-
ciency and quality [of care].” To beat a dead horse Mr. 
Speaker, I am asking myself (knowing the cost in im-
plementation of something like this) how has this been 
established 5 years . . . it is all great. Again, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not trying to be difficult, I am not trying 
to attack. I am just trying to speak for the Bermudian 
out there who is saying, I want this to happen; I want 
to see my health care costs reduced, I want to see 
technology improved. But truly, truly truly, how are we 
going to get there? 
 Mr. Speaker, I will say one last thing as it re-
lates to “The quality of healthcare provision shall be 
supervised and monitored.” This just speaks to (from 
my perspective) it speaks to . . . I really do not want to 
say this, but I will say it at any rate. It speaks to, I 
think, the lack of preparation, the lack of work imple-
mented in this particular exploratory document. The 
reason why I say this Mr. Speaker, is that— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Donte O. Hunt: It is; it is.  

The Minister on that side said it is a pretty 
strong statement, and I agree. That is why I had cer-
tain hesitations. I hear a Member on this side say 
apologise. No! I do not at all. Because I feel that, I do 
feel that. Because I am speaking, not for myself, not 
for my party, not as a Member who is Opposition to 
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Government, but as somebody speaking for the peo-
ple—some people who want this thing to work. I want 
this thing to work, emphatically. But I have to look 
through this particular document with the lens of real-
ity. Can we get there? Have we considered where we 
are today? And how have we come up with this time-
line? 
 So again, I look at number eight, “The quality 
of healthcare provision shall be supervised and moni-
tored.” Great; but then I see “development is expected 
to require four years” (fine), “starting after other key 
reforms are in place.” Other key reforms, what are 
they? Again, if this is a document that is going to set 
the way forward, what are the specifics behind a lot of 
these assertions, these goals? We want to know that. 
 Now, I will take my seat in a second. Let me 
give you a synopsis of what I am saying, Mr. Speaker, 
and I think I have made it emphatically clear. It is a 
good start, it is a great start. It is a great exploration 
document to figure out what the problems are today in 
health. A lot of it in here is no surprise to many of us; 
we know it. I think what we were looking for as we 
read though it, Mr. Speaker, what we were itching for, 
we were saying, Okay, there has got to be another 
page in this bad boy that is going to indicate how in 
fact this thing is going to be done. We did not get it. 

So, we are happy that this plan sees what 
needs to be done, has goals; we are happy, particu-
larly we on this side—the BDA—we embrace this 
document. What we are saying is, we need a little bit 
more information on how; specifics on why we have 
come up with dates, particularly in respect to the eco-
nomic environment that we find ourselves in. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Mr. Hunt, the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s South. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. Furbert, from Hamilton West. 
 Mr. Furbert has the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are debating the National 
Health Plan 2011 put forth by the Honourable Mem-
ber, Zane De Silva, and his Ministry. And I would like 
to thank the United Bermuda Party and the Bermuda 
Democratic Party and the Bermuda Democratic Alli-
ance for agreeing. I know they will soon be one party, 
so I know that they are now agreeing, getting those 
things going as far as courting concerns, but they will 
be agreeing for now at least when they get together. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just tell you what con-
cerns me, though. Here you have the United Bermuda 
Party and the Bermuda Democratic Alliance, and not 
one of them have come today and laid out a plan. 
 
An Hon. Member: We had no time! 
 
[Booing] 

 
[Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief, Deputy Speaker, in the 
Chair] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I heard 
the Honourable Member say that he had no plan. It 
has been over a year now that they have formed 
themselves as a party. I would have thought they 
would have come to the country and laid out what 
their health plan would have been. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The United Bermuda Party 
has been in Opposition now for over 12 years, and still 
has not come to this Honourable House and laid out 
to this country what their plan is. So by coming and 
saying that they agree with the Honourable Member 
makes me think that they have not been thinking 
about anything on health at all. 

At no time today, Mr. Deputy Speaker, have 
you heard any one of them say to this Honourable 
House, This is what we will do. Now, they have criti-
cised on certain issues, but at no time during the de-
bate have I heard those Honourable Members say 
that this is what [they] would do if [they] were govern-
ment. At that is something the public is . . . there is a 
void. For the public to be saying that . . . now I under-
stand why they are fighting to be Opposition. 
 
[Member laughs] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Because when you want to 
be government, you come with an idea of where [you] 
want to take the country. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is the whole thing about 
being a government. I am coming here today, my view 
and my vision taking care of the country going for-
ward. But no, we will stay as Opposition; we will just 
debate with the Government and agree with the plan. 
We will criticise a few things as far as consultants. 
 And let me just say, it is not the first time that 
we have had consultants at the Bermuda Hospital 
Board. We had consultants under the United Bermuda 
Party. Oughton . . . when I was there, when Oughton 
was there, 1996, the Honourable Member was . . . I 
am sorry, I will let him talk. The Honourable Member 
Grant Gibbons wants to say something? 
 
The Deputy Speaker: No. You have the floor, Mr. 
Furbert. Continue, carry on. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So there have been consult-
ants since time eternity in the Bermuda Hospital 
Board. The Oughton Report, the Arthur Andersen re-
port was commissioned by the United Bermuda Party. 
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So let us not tell the public or pretend that 
consultants are not needed within that institution. 
There is some techno stuff sometimes that we need to 
deal with, and so you call individuals to work on it. It is 
interesting enough that the Oughton Report was 1996, 
and we ("we" when I was within the group) did not act 
on a lot of those recommendations that were put out 
at that time. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, you don’t say? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Andersen Report al-
lowed things we did not act on at that time. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is not true, Wayne. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I said a lot of things we did 
not act on. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is already implemented. You 
know that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Deputy Speaker, what I 
am saying to you is that I would have thought that out 
of all the times that both parties who have come here 
today and at least laid on this table . . . I would have 
thought they would have been working on it all this 
time, for the last four years that the Progressive La-
bour Party has been in, since 2007. I would have 
thought that they [would have] been working on some-
thing to present to the public of where we were going. 
 I have heard the Honourable Members on 
education. I have heard the Honourable Members 
speak before on crime. But I have not heard anyone 
speak clearly on where they would like to go as far as 
health care. 
 So I would like to congratulate the Minister for 
having a vision, having an idea where he wants to 
take this country. And, yes, it is going to take some 
time; we have laid it out in the National Health Plan. 
There are some timelines within this plan. So there is 
a vision, there is a goal set for the country to see, and 
if we do not meet those specific timelines and goals, 
then we can be judged at that time. But we have laid 
out clearly where we would like to go, and if the Op-
position (both Oppositions, soon to be one Opposi-
tion) wants to have a discussion, this is the time to 
have some discussions going forward. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, I believe I saw on the 
report that there is a number that they can call and 
give further suggestions before the plan is fully im-
plemented. So we are getting there, and some Mem-
bers said we have got to work together. They are ab-
solutely right. If we are going to get through this par-
ticular problem, and other problems within this com-
munity, we are going to have to work together to make 
it happen. If not, it we will not make it. 

  It is easy to come across the floor and criti-
cise. That is the easiest thing, I could find time to criti-
cise . . . but that is not the issue. 
 So, Mr. Deputy Speaker . . .  
 
The Deputy Speaker: You have plenty of time Mr. 
Furbert. You have plenty of time. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So, the Minister lays out the 
purpose, and I think these goals are laudable; more 
affordable, improved access and quality. It talks about 
lack of affordability, particularly when it comes to sen-
iors and the poor. There is no doubt there are wealthy 
individuals who spend a lot of money flying away for 
health care, because they have the wealth to do it. But 
those who are not able to do it cannot do it, they have 
to stay in Bermuda and deal with our healthcare. But 
they are able to get the best health care that money 
can afford.  

But the Minister is coming forth and saying 
Listen, we want to provide those types of health care 
benefits for all. I think that is laudable; I think that is 
very important to move forward with particular thing. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, I am not going to talk 
about the particular 11 health care goals, because I 
think the Minister has laid out these particular goals 
very knowledgeably—and he has more knowledge 
than me because he has been very much involved in 
the report. 

But these particular goals and ideas . . . I am 
speaking about one particular country that has pretty 
well been implementing some of these things, and 
that is the Japanese health model. They have univer-
sal coverage, free choice of health care providers; a 
multi-payer employment based system of financing, 
fee for service practice; residents are covered without 
regard to any medical problems; premiums are based 
on income and ability to pay (equity; that is what the 
Minister is talking about). And the Japanese, Mr. Dep-
uty Speaker, surpass all 24 member countries of the 
OECD in life expectancy at birth; [Japan] also has the 
lowest infant mortality rate. It achieves these suc-
cesses at a cost of only . . . I have heard some figures 
of 6.6—I have also heard about 8—per cent of the 
GDP, and that is half the cost when compared to 
United States of America.  

In 2009, I think Bermuda was about 9.2 per 
cent of GDP when it came to health care cost. So 
there is something in the Japanese model that I think 
we can grab hold of. And I see some of these ideas 
being put forward by the Minister.  

Now, the question is how has Japan reduced 
financial barriers for access to medical care and 
achieved a number-one ranking on health status at a 
cost that is among the lowest of wealthy industrialised 
nations? 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, they have such things as 
1.6 physicians per thousand. Now Bermuda has 
roughly 2 physicians per thousand population. That is 
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pretty good; we are pretty well in line with that. Japan 
has one-half to one-third the number of intensive care 
beds per capita. Japan has one of the lowest staffing 
ratios at their hospitals, because that drives up cost 
too. 
 
An Hon. Member: So are you going to fire us up at 
the hospital? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So it is important, I believe, 
that the Minister look at those things.  

Japan admits a smaller proportion of its popu-
lation to hospitals every year than any other OECD. 
Again, that drives up cost, as the Honourable Member 
(I believe Grant Gibbons) had mentioned earlier on—
the usage of the hospital. 
 Japanese doctors have the highest number of 
physician contacts per capita. A physician visit in Ja-
pan is only 6.9 minutes, compared to roughly 20 min-
utes in the United States. Now I know here sometimes 
you are in your doctor’s office and out in a minute, it is 
probably even lower, I do not know. But in Japan, it is 
only 6.9 minutes on average. 
 Health insurance expenditure in Japan is fi-
nanced by . . . listen to this, Mr. Deputy Speaker. In 
Japan health insurance expenditures are financed by 
payroll taxes, paid by employers and employees, and 
by income based premiums paid by the self em-
ployed. 

I heard the Honourable Member say there has 
to be some income tax, and I am sure the reason why 
he threw that is to frighten a few people. We under-
stand how Bermudians think about income tax. But it 
is important. I am sure he would like to get that head-
lined, that the Government is going to charge income 
tax. But there are payroll taxes that the Government 
can use to help out. 
 I remember that we used to have a hospital 
levy some time back. We do not have that anymore. 
That was for paying for the hospital. I forget when it 
started. But we removed the hospital levy and added it 
on to the payroll tax, so now it is under one particular 
name. 
 The Japanese commitment to equity. These 
inequities are reduced through government subsidies 
and cross-subsidisation between plans. All insurance 
plans receive some form of government subsidy. So 
what the Minister is coming here to this Honourable 
House today . . . I hear him saying to the country, the 
plan we have right now is not working. It is very costly, 
there are a lot of people in Bermuda who cannot af-
ford it, and what we would like to do is make some 
things happen. 

He has some timelines laid out for the Ministry 
to implement these goals, and the public has a right to 
keep the Minister and Government on their toes when 
it comes this goal setting. I understand that both in-
surance companies (the larger ones at least)—Argus 
and BF&M—have agreed in principle. They under-

stand that there are some details to be worked out, 
and I am sure the Honourable Member will come as 
time goes on to lay before this House some other in-
formation on how the plan will be implemented. 
 But even during this discussion stage . . . that 
is the most important thing. If anyone, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, has any suggestions going forward to im-
prove the plan that the Government has before it, it is 
important that they give their ideas to the Minister. I 
saw the time when President Obama called the De-
mocrats and Republicans in both rooms, and [he] was 
trying to hash out a plan for health care. That is what I 
thought I would have been hearing today; coming for-
ward with their ideas on how . . . if they were sitting 
there in that particular seat, what would they do? That 
is what takes you from Opposition to Government. 

If the Opposition wants to make any headway, 
it is important that from time to time they come with 
some ideas. That is the most important thing that the 
public is hearing. And if I was to give them some free 
advice . . . that is the only thing that they are waiting to 
hear—some ideas instead of just continuously criticis-
ing the Government over and over again. 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But, Mr. Deputy Speaker, 
maybe they are, as Honourable Member . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I would 
have thought that both parties would have had some 
idea or something new to present during this discus-
sion. I cannot believe that everything that is in the re-
port is what they were thinking about. I cannot believe 
that. So there must be some new idea that, if they 
were in that seat, they would bring forward. 
 So, all I am saying is that I am going to thank 
the Honourable Minister for a job well done, and I 
hope that the discussion continues in the public so we 
will, at the end of the day once the plan is imple-
mented, have the best health care plan for the people 
of Bermuda. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Wayne 
Furbert. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
National Health Plan 2011? 
 Yes. I recognise the Honourable Dame Jenni-
fer Smith. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker. 

I am not going to be very long, but I did want 
to recognise the work done by my colleagues in get-
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ting to this point. Certainly, it begins with the Honour-
able late Nelson Bascome who, I believe, got the ball 
rolling. And, after him, the Honourable Walter Roban 
and his then Permanent Secretary of Health, Mr. War-
ren Jones, and then the Honourable Zane De Silva, 
who has presented to us today. 
 Clearly, looking at the Paper and looking at 
the work when they discussed the various reports and 
the fact that between 1996 and 2010 there were cer-
tain recommendations that remain still valid, this has 
been a long-term project. 
 Someone said that it was a green paper. 
Clearly it is a green paper; the very motion that we are 
discussing says “That this Honourable House ap-
proves the actions of Government in advancing the 
implementation of a National Health Plan” that pro-
motes fitness and wellness, et cetera. And then within 
the paper itself, on page four, it talks about the consul-
tation process and the feedback and comments that 
can be sent in writing or by telephone. Clearly, this is 
a paper for discussion. 
 And, Mr. Deputy Speaker, why a National 
Health Plan? The Minister has explained to us that the 
aim is to build on our strengths, establish new goals 
for our health system and set ourselves on the course 
for the necessary reforms that will modernise the 
health sector, correct the gaps, and lay the blueprint 
for a fairer and more sustainable system for Bermuda. 
 He also notes that the purpose of the National 
Plan is to reset the direction. The plan builds on the 
recommendations of past reviews, as I have said, and 
if I might point out, Mr. Deputy Speaker, on page 6, 
when we look at the recommendations (that have sur-
vived the test of time, if you will) that we review the 
standard hospital benefit; that we contain the rate of 
increase in health care costs; that we address the in-
equitable excess to ensure its coverage for some 
populations; that we place greater emphasis on pre-
vention and health promotion; that we reform the re-
imbursement methodology for providers; and that we 
establish a central electronic data repository for all 
health care data; we see how that fits right in with the 
health sector goals that the Minister has divided on 
page 4, that he calls a roadmap for reform. That 
roadmap for reform, Mr. Speaker, with items 1 through 
11, shows us how the Minister will address the rec-
ommendations coming out of the reports. 

Reviewing the standard hospital benefit—that 
is items 1 and 2. 

Continue the rate of increase in health care 
cost—that is items 3, 4 and 9. 

Addressing the inequitable excess to insur-
ance coverage—items 7, 8 and 10. 

Putting greater emphasis on prevention and 
help promoting it—item 11. 

Reform the reimbursement methodology—
item 5. 

Establishing a central electronic data reposi-
tory—items 6 and 10. 

 So clearly, a lot of thought has gone into this 
health care plan. And the Minister intends, I think, now 
to go out into the community and to not just seek the 
contribution of Members tonight, but to seek the wider 
contribution from the community by having full consul-
tation. And, in fact, the front of the paper tells us that it 
is a “Public Consultation Paper,” known in other words 
(in parliamentary language) as a green paper. 
 So, Mr. Deputy Speaker, while Members have 
stood up and perhaps dissected what the Minister has 
presented, I think it would be more profitable if they 
were to offer, as one honourable colleague has al-
ready stated, their advice on how it can be improved. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Dame 
Jennifer Smith. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
National Health Plan 2011? 
 I recognise the Honourable and Learned Min-
ister Scott. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Deputy Speaker, thank 
you. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, the plan is a very good 
one. It is a very timely one as well. It is important to 
plan. When you think about a plan, you think about 
how you are going to do things, when you are going to 
do things, what you are going to do, and often you 
have to consider how much it is going to cost. 
 But the opportunity that we have in this House 
as legislators is to discuss the plan on what is a most 
important subject in any community. We have 
watched the debate operate in many communities, 
most notably the community most near to us, the 
health care debate that has been taking place in the 
United States. 

We have the responsibility not to be overly 
critical or to look at this plan and re-characterise it as 
not being fit for a purpose. We have the responsibility 
as thinkers here, as citizens here, to, in a consultative 
way, in an intelligent way, posit on top of the frame-
work that is set out in this very excellent plan that has 
been led by the team of the Minister of Health and Dr. 
Stirling, to contribute to it, to put the flesh on it.  

I heard the Honourable Member Dr. Gibbons 
say it has no flesh, and he was unnecessarily critical, 
and not useful or helpful. 
 This is a plan, so we have not taken a deci-
sion. When you are thinking about funding a plan as 
considerable as a health plan for our country, Ber-
muda, we are not going to discuss the funding right 
now. We cannot. And in this climate, it has been a 
wise approach to talk about phasing, it has been a 
wise approach to anticipate and posit that in a number 
of years we are going to have the opportunity to see 
the economy change and alter for the better, when we 
will be in a better position indeed to posit funding. 
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 But pausing there, there is no great mystery 
about how, indeed, we would fund. I heard the Hon-
ourable Member, Donte Hunt, again just in knee-jerk 
fashion, reflect the same point raised by Dr. Gibbons: 
How are we going to pay for it? There is no mystery 
about either surcharges, hospital fees, the implemen-
tation of the use of hospital fees to pay for health care 
in this country, all paid for by services offered in the 
hospital or by doctors. I mean, frankly, the methods of 
payment are really well both predicated and predict-
able, and they are well known. 

And so to ask how we are going to pay . . . the 
methodologies are all there in the current way that we 
pay for health care in this country. This Government 
has adopted in bold fashion the implementation of 
responding to the health care needs since 1998, cul-
minating with FutureCare. It was a bold step which 
was responsive to the most venerable, our seniors. 
And we will continue to improve the model. 
 But when the Oughton plan . . . because that 
is what Oughton was, and I did not hear Dr. Gibbons 
speak to the Oughton plan as being unfunded. It is no 
less an exercise, but it was an earlier exercise and an 
earlier analysis into where we were. And it was nec-
essary in 1996 (I think it was), when Senator Oughton 
got started with doing what you expected the United 
Bermuda Party of the Government of the day to be 
doing. 

We had less stressors in our country. It is 
quite remarkable how rapidly the levels of clinical is-
sues and clinical illnesses have presented themselves 
over this short 12 to 13 year period. It was a slightly 
different period, but it was important to examine, 
through Senator Oughton, the whole question . . . and 
there they were looking at, of course health care 
costs, they were looking at pharmaceuticals costs. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is an excellent document 
because it does contain a lot of meaty information. 
And if you look at . . . with your permission I would like 
to refer to some of the matters raised. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: By 1996, what was troubling 
us and was necessary for us to consider was to make 
observations, consider reforms and recommendations 
deemed necessary for our health care system so it 
could continue to serve Bermuda so it can continue to 
thrive, was what was being said. 
 And the themes—both in Oughton and Ander-
sen and Ramella (I think it is), and latterly most re-
cently in the Johns Hopkins I and II reports—have 
been themes that have been consistent in our analy-
sis from Oughton until now. And what you have seen 
is this Government really getting very much engaged 
in implementation. 
 I heard Dr. Gibbons say to the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Furbert, that Andersen elements were 
implemented. But the lion’s share of implementation 

has been taking place under the Government of this 
day—the Progressive Labour Party Government. And 
it is clear in this document that we have gotten on with 
the new fee structures. And I will return to them. 
 But Oughton, in 1996 . . . interestingly, they 
were looking at minimum levels of care as a thesis 
and as an approach. They wanted it to be cost effec-
tive, they wanted it to be efficient, and they wanted it 
to be affordable for all residents. That is where we 
were many years back in 1996. 
 The Andersen report built on Oughton, and 
they wanted to look at the Oughton recommenda-
tions—there were about 104 of them, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker—and they decided to pair them down to 
seven to promote the use of alternative and preven-
tive care services. And so out of that grew the things 
like preventive care, better, healthy eating habits; they 
wanted to develop partnering relationships with over-
seas providers. 

When Dr. Gibbons was speaking to the An-
dersen implementation under the Government of the 
UBP, he had the opportunity to say just what the UBP 
did by way of implementation, but I note that he did 
not list them, largely because— 
 
A Hon. Member: It was nothing. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I do not know if it was nothing. 
I do recall that they paid some attention to the need to 
implement, but just like this Government at a point 
where we are looking at health care and, instead of 
just getting up and becoming knee-jerk, or becoming 
overly critical, this Government—the UBP of the day 
at Andersen—had to consider well how are we going 
to pay for this. But they did not posit a payment plan. 
It was, by and large, an analysis and an assessment 
that was going on. 
 FutureCare represented a very serious com-
mitment of dollars, to putting dollars where our mouth 
is by this Government. Andersen also wanted to—in 
its reduction of the 104 recommendations—implement 
disease management and prevention programmes for 
chronic diseases. 

And now you are seeing they were beginning 
to present our health profile in this country, were be-
ginning to establish themselves in a way that was not 
the case when my father and mother were a young 
man and woman in this country. Things did change in 
the country’s health profile. They wanted to address 
physician-owned ancillary services and equipment, 
develop universal billing and coding format by hospi-
tals information. 
 
An Hon. Member: Which we implemented. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Which PLP implemented.  

We have implemented the development of 
partnering relationships with overseas providers. As 
Minister of Health (for the short period that I was) I 
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recall getting started on that. And consecutive follow-
ing Ministers of the PLP certainly pursued that initia-
tive, promoting the use of alternative and preventive 
care services and sites. 
 The site there in Madam Whip’s Constituency, 
alternative sites, the urgent care centres . . . now that 
(if you are talking about putting your money where 
your mouth is) was a serious commitment of funding 
to respond to our health care needs in this country. 
Why did we want to do that? Because we wanted to 
take the pressure off of the acute care unit here in 
Paget, because it was driving up costs, and distribute 
it to satellites. 

And so, Dr. Gibbons, we were making the im-
plementation of these very useful analyses and 
plans—Andersen was a plan; Oughton was a plan. 
And today we have a plan that continues to consoli-
date the plans and use the themes in the previous 
plans and be as wise as we can in aligning them to 
current health care needs. 
 Creating a central data repository for health 
care data. I recall, as the Minister with Technology 
responsibilities, the recognition of the use and de-
ployment of technology to help all residents of this 
country to have a better delivery of health care. We 
are getting there on that one. My sense is that we still 
need to build the database, deploy technology, deploy 
robots, deploy links between units in Boston and the 
hospital here so that we deliver up—with the use of 
technology—the best possible clinical information, 
clinical analyses for our residents who are using our 
health care systems. 

Evaluating various reimbursement method-
ologies for hospitals, physicians and ancillary provid-
ers. That was the seventh Andersen recommendation, 
which the former Minister of Health, Roban, and I 
have both been agreeing; we have been active in im-
plementing. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, there was the Ernst & 
Young report that followed. It began to drill down on 
more of the recommendations and priorities. Ernst & 
Young of 2004 was a studied and fixed analysis of the 
fee structures. They got under our Government—the 
Progressive Labour Party Government—in August of 
2004, involved with looking at the systems for the rela-
tive value systems . . . when you use an organisation 
like Ernst & Young to look specifically at how we 
charge fees, we did good work on that front, and it is 
going to no doubt continue to serve us as we work out 
how it is best to produce a fee structure that is both 
cost effective, tiered, and efficient. 
 Interestingly by 2004 the health priorities, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, were both examined and identified 
under the Health Priorities Report of 2004. And the 
items of priority were overweight and obesity, heart 
disease and stroke, respiratory diseases, diabetes, 
accidents, violence, sexually transmitted infections 
(HIV and AIDS), mental illness, back and spine prob-
lems, cancer, substance abuse, smoking, chronic re-

nal disease and arthritis. My assessment and sense is 
that our whole health profile has indeed become pun-
ishing, and we have to develop a response in 2011 to 
it. 
 And so, Mr. Deputy Speaker, there were con-
tinuing reports ending with the Reports in 2008 from 
Johns Hopkins, working out how we are to best place 
a health care delivery of services in a cost effective 
way. But this plan invites us—urges us—to come to-
gether on these particular seven approaches, the 
goals around which it is built, and to ensure that we 
have a plan that services health care in this country 
for the present and sustains it through to the future. 
 The cost, of course, will be a matter that we 
return to and utilise well and tried and tested methods 
of funding health care in the country. No one will 
doubt that it seems to be a matter where we can get 
into very high cost. But one of the things that I want to 
commend this health plan for is that it will look at cost 
savings and efficiencies. It predicts and projects cost 
savings and efficiencies by recognising, first of all . . . I 
mean, it is quite blunt and honest with the country, 
and with this House, in analysing that for the money 
we are spending we are not getting the best out-
comes. So we must look for efficiencies, we must look 
for cost effectiveness; we must look for ways of 
achieving this. 

Which is why the debate here today needs to 
be at the level (may I respectfully submit) of an analy-
sis and not being overly critical. It needs to be an 
analysis of how, indeed, we will do it; and not say and 
posit that it lacks it now. The plan here today, pro-
duced and led by Minister De Silva, is to generate an 
analysis and discussion as to how we will bring the 
cost down. 

With team members like Dr. Stirling (who took 
time with her team to produce an excellent report) with 
the resources such as Dr. Stirling and Dr. Cann the 
Chief Medical Officer, the Minister, the Permanent 
Secretary and all of us, just like we discussed in the 
other debate about anti-doping. The stakeholders are 
all of us, and we all have a responsibility to not get 
ourselves caught up in doing it better than the United 
States, and not getting caught up in making this politi-
cal and becoming partisan, of being overly critical, but 
being parties of how we can really address what is 
going to be important for our children and our grand-
mother and grandfather, keeping health care costs 
contained. 

We are very fortunate and lucky here. I mean, 
we have broken ground, Mr. Deputy Speaker, on the 
hospital there. We are going to build this wonderful 
new acute care unit. We are going to seek to have it 
clinically staffed by physicians who are in collabora-
tion with Bermuda doctors and doctors from across 
the globe, but primarily from Boston. 

We have the working parts to make a huge 
success of the Bermuda health care system for the 
21st century, and it is our time and our responsibility to 
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ensure that we make an analysis—starting with to-
day’s debate—building on what began in 1996 with 
Senator Oughton’s report and accumulate a health 
care system which is sustainable, has the widest pos-
sible access, has excellent health care—not minimal 
health care standards, but high health care stan-
dard—for the greatest possible portion of our popula-
tion, 100 per cent of our population, so that no one is 
left behind. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Minister Scott. 
 Does any other Member which to speak to the 
National Health Plan 2011? 

If no other Member wishes to speak to the 
plan, we now move on, I believe, to response from the 
Minister of Health. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, this plan has been 
worked on for a few years, and some folks have put in 
a lot of time. We have had a health system that has 
served us well since 1970, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and I 
am excited about this Consultation Paper and have 
been since the day I was first told that this is where 
we were heading. 
 Mr. Deputy Speaker, we have had some in-
teresting comments come from the floor today, from 
both sides. I think I would be remiss if I did not com-
ment on some of the statements made by some 
Members— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —and in particular the 
Honourable Mrs. Louise Jackson. You know, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, the repetitive theme from the other 
side today was how, how, how? Well, we will get into 
the how’s, as I said in my brief Mr. Deputy Speaker. 
And whilst we may make some suggestion—we may 
put some things forward—the proof in the pudding is 
going to come with the consultation of all the stake-
holders in Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have met with all of the in-
surance companies to date. The insurance companies 
have publicly come out in support of what we are 
planning to do, and the how’s will come. The answers 
will come. I am confident, Mr. Speaker, that once we 
have consultation with everyone . . . and you know, 
the Honourable Member Mrs. Jackson, who repre-
sents health, will be included, as her colleagues will. 
And let me say this, I will keep a record of the invita-
tions—and they had better not miss any of these 
meetings, Mr. Speaker, because I can assure you, 
they will feel the wrath of this particular Minister, Mr. 
Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, there was talk from the other 
side about not having enough time to look at this 
document. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, I am just reminded by 
my honourable colleague, Ms. Butterfield, that I am 
getting a bit of my old friend (that used to sit in this 
seat) . . . I am getting some of his fire. Maybe he is 
speaking to me from above, because I know this was 
a passion of his, Mr. Speaker. He was the one that got 
this ball started, and I can assure you, as long as the 
Progressive Labour Party is in power, we are going to 
see it to conclusion and completion. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Members oppo-
site said they did not have enough time to look at this 
document. Well I have done a little mathematics, and I 
believe honourable Opposition Members were tired. I 
worked it out, and she had 68 hours between the time 
I announced it to the time we opened up today, Mr. 
Speaker, not including the fact that between 10:00 
and 12:30 she might have had a little bit more time, so 
it could have been 70 and a half hours. 
 But anyway, Mr. Speaker, let me just say this. 
When we are talking about time, we have 78 days 
from now until April first. Seventy-eight days, Mr. 
Speaker. And I am going to again give a lot of en-
couragement to all members of the public to partici-
pate. 
 Mr. Speaker, I cannot leave this Honourable 
Chamber tonight without having a reply about the 
consultants that were talked about. And I am thinking 
that the Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, and the 
Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, were talking about 
mostly the hospital, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the hospital, if you recall, was in 
the newspaper not long ago every day with people 
complaining about the quality of the hospital and all 
these things going on. We had huge race relation dif-
ficulties at that hospital, Mr. Speaker. Remember the 
Ombudsman report? “A Tale of Two Hospitals.” I think 
Members in this House will remember that report, Mr. 
Speaker. It is gone, Mr. Speaker. It is gone. 

Yes, we have paid a few dollars for consult-
ants. But, while we are on consultants, you may recall 
that there was an estimate to build a hospital for a 
billion dollars on the beautiful botanical gardens. Well 
there was a lot of push-back, and we said well, let’s 
do a little consulting. We ended up with the current 
site, a $500 million dollar savings and an additional 
garden. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I do not think consultants 
are all that bad. In fact I believe the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mrs. Louise Jackson, came to Bermuda as a 
consultant, if I am advised correctly. And look what a 
wonderful lady she is, and look what she has done for 
Bermuda. 
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[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You see, Mr. Speaker? So 
consultants cannot be all that bad. 
 And the Honourable Member sitting next to 
her, the Honourable Dr. Gibbons, I think we all know 
that the Honourable Member has a few business in-
terests in the island. And, Mr. Speaker, you know . . . I 
know and I declare my interest. I have a business my-
self, Mr. Speaker. I rely on consultants every week, 
and I am sure that Honourable Member, with Capital 
G Bank and all its tentacles— 
 
An Hon. Member: Colonial Insurance. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No. We will not even talk 
about Colonial Insurance, because I am hoping to get 
some good feedback from them in the future so that 
they can help me attain my goal of pushing this plan 
through where it should be. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member, I 
am sure, is not going to get up in this House and say 
that they do not use consultants. But you know why 
we use consultants, Mr. Speaker? Because we feel 
that if they can help us, whether it be a business, a 
hospital, a government—because you know not eve-
rybody has all the answers all the time. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is right. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Consultants are used 
worldwide. President Obama . . . I would hate to count 
his consultants. Any premier, president, prime minister 
is surrounded by consultants because we need them, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Points of view. That is why we do not have 
one Member of the Opposition (well we almost have 
one Member on the Opposition Party) and one Mem-
ber of the Government. You have many of us—36 of 
us—Mr. Speaker. You get lots of views. Look at today; 
you have had a lot of different views. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am just going to finish, be-
cause it has been a long day, but I think I need to 
speak in particular to a few statements that the Hon-
ourable Dr. Grant Gibbons made, and he was “how, 
how, how” as well, Mr. Speaker. How are we going to 
do this? How are we going to do that? There are no 
specifics. This is a dancing exercise, Mr. Speaker—
and I do not think he can dance too well! Maybe that 
is why he does not understand it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, you know the Honourable 
Member, Dr. Gibbons, said that we have a lot of plans 
in the Progressive Labour Party, but we have a little 
problem with implementation. Well, do you know 
what? We are heading towards our fourth election, Mr. 
Speaker. And I am very hopeful, I am very confident 
that we are going to win that next election. Do you 
know why, Mr. Speaker? Because we have come up 

with plan after plan after plan; implementation, and 
successful implementation. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the people in 
this country speak to our plan implementation every 
time they go to an election. Every time they go to the 
polls they speak about our implementation of our 
plans. So, Mr. Speaker, this will be another. This is a 
monumental piece of consultation. This health plan 
will be monumental in Bermuda’s future, Mr. Speaker, 
and I am excited about it. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have to mention one par-
ticular thing the Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, 
said. He talked about the hospital and the costs of the 
hospital and that is where we should start. Mr. 
Speaker, we started at the hospital six years ago. In 
fact, I am sure the Honourable Member is schooled 
enough to know that the industry standard for hospi-
tals is to turn over a 6 per cent—now get this Mr. 
Speaker, not a profit—a 6 per cent “surplus.” That is a 
standard industry level. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member 
said that the hospital last year had an $18 million 
profit. Not a profit, Mr. Speaker, it is a surplus. And the 
Honourable Member has been on this beat since last 
December when he announced it at the Finance 
summit. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, the $18 million surplus. Do 
you know where that is going? It is going for Mr. and 
Mrs. Smith. We have committed to build a new hospi-
tal. Where is this money going to come from? It is go-
ing to come from planning and implementation. We 
knew we were going to build a hospital, we were 
planning for it. It started on time, it will finish on 
budget. And, do you know what? The surplus that we 
continue to accumulate every year will go not only for 
the new hospital, but it goes to employees’ wages as 
cost of living increases. 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, Bermudians have come to 
expect top of the line technology and services at the 
hospital. And I would say they do a good job at it. I 
had a three and a half hour tour, along with my hon-
ourable colleague, Mrs. Louise Jackson, and I do not 
think she saw too many things out of place down 
there. It was a very good tour; in fact I enjoyed her 
company, Mr. Speaker. We had a good time together. 
 
The Speaker: I am glad to hear about it. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, so we do have some 
good times together you know. 
 But let us not try to spin and talk about the 
$18 million profit that the hospital is making. It is a 
surplus that is needed, Mr. Speaker. That money will 
go to, as I said . . . the other thing that I forgot to men-
tion was the ongoing maintenance of the hospital is 
not chicken feed you know, Mr. Speaker. It costs a 
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few dollars. And I am sure Honourable Member, Mrs. 
Jackson, would tell you—because she spends a lot of 
time there—she will tell you how much the hospital 
has improved over the last five or six years. We have 
had walls painted, curtains up, windows changed— 
 
An Hon. Member: New rooms. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, we have the new pa-
tient’s lounge, which is a lovely spot. You know who 
that is for? Mr. and Mrs. Smith, Mr. Speaker. 
 So the statement of over-promise and under-
delivery by Dr. Gibbons, the Honourable Member? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Way off-track; way off-track 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was hoping . . . and it did not 
get too bad today, Mr. Speaker, things were okay. But 
it would be remiss, I think, of me to take my seat with-
out having acknowledged some of the people that 
were responsible for producing this Consultation Pa-
per, Mr. Speaker.  

I have to start with my Honourable Member, 
my colleague, Mr. Walter Roban, who carried the ba-
ton from our good friend, the late Nelson Bascome. It 
always gives me a little tremble, because he was my 
mate. So I am sure he was proud, as I am, to be able 
to carry the baton forward, and we are looking forward 
to that finish line, Mr. Speaker. It may take us five to 
seven years, but we are going to get there. 

Because remember, from the other side it is a 
lot of noise, but no plans. I have seen nothing from the 
Opposition. They complain about FutureCare, Mr. 
Speaker, but I have yet to see how they are going to 
do something better. And I will put my hand up, Mr. 
Speaker. If the Opposition can come up with a plan 
that can save the Government more money on Fu-
tureCare and look after our seniors, I will take it. I will 
take it right to this House, Mr. Speaker, and we will 
change legislation. But come up with that plan. I chal-
lenge them. Do not complain about what we are doing 
for our seniors; come up with a plan. 
 Mr. Speaker I would also like to thank the 
former Permanent Secretary, Mr. Warren Jones, who I 
know has worked tirelessly with the two Ministers on 
producing this paper. 
 Mr. Kevin Monkman, the current Permanent 
Secretary, Mr. Speaker, who has worked very hard 
along with me since November to press this plan 
along. 
 Collin Anderson; Dr. Jennifer Attride-Stirling; 
Ms. Claudette Baisden; Dr. John Cann; Dane Com-
missiong; Sarah D’Alessio; Mr. David Hill; Linda Mer-
ritt the Chairman of the Bermuda Health Council; Mr. 
John Payne; Dr. Cheryl Peek-Ball; Dr. Jai Michael 
Phillips; Shauna Sylvester and Tiwana Redberm. 

If I have forgotten anyone, let their heart be 
rested that we are thankful. And all of Bermuda, when 
we get moving after April first this year, after all the 
consultation has been done with all the stakeholders, 
Mr. and Mrs. Smith, Mr. and Mrs. Smith’s children and 
their grandchildren will forever be thankful for what we 
have done. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister, De Silva, the Min-
ister of Health from Southampton East Central. 
 Is there any objection to the motion? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: The motion is affirmed. 
 
[Motion for the Honourable House to approve the ac-
tions of the Government in advancing the implementa-
tion of a National Health Plan, carried] 
 
The Speaker: There are no further orders. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
G. A. Blakeney. 

Minister Blakeney, from Devonshire North 
Central has the floor. 
 Minister? 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move the preamble— 
 
The Speaker: No, you want to move the suspension 
of standing order— 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I am sorry. I move that 
Standing Order 14 be suspended to enable me to 
move that the Bill entitled Anti-Doping in Sport Act 
2011 be now read the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 [Gavel] Agreed to. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on Minister. 
 

THIRD READING 
 

ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I move that the Bill do now 
pass; the Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 [Gavel] Agreed to. 
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[Motion carried; The Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 
was read a third time and passed] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney. 
 I am now going to catch the eye of Madam 
Premier.  

Madam Premier? 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 [Gavel] Agreed to. 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. L. Jackson, from Pembroke South West. 
 Mrs. Jackson has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 I have an issue that I want to discuss on the 
Motion to Adjourn, but before I do that, I just have a 
question I would like to ask the Minister of Health, the 
Honourable Member. He is not in his seat, but I think 
he will be there soon. Actually, it is two questions.  

I would like to know what the salary is of 
David Hill, CEO, and Donald Thomas at King Edward 
Memorial Hospital. I am asking the question. I under-
stand . . . I have a figure here . . . not happening. I 
understand that Mr. David Hill receives a salary of 
$800,000 a year, and Dr. Donald Thomas, a salary of 
$700,000 a year. Just asking the question; he has not 
denied it. 

Also, I would like to say that my question last 
week about the bonuses has not been denied either, 
though there is an email being circulated by— 
 
The Speaker: During the debate he denied that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh. 
 
The Speaker: He denied that, yes. 
 
HIGH INTENSITY FOCUSED ULTRASOUND (HIFU) 
SURGERY AT KING EDWARD MEMORIAL HOSPI-

TAL 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: He denied it. All right, thank 
you very much.  

I will go on to the issue that . . . the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board is allowing a group of United States 
urologists (surgeons) to perform experimental prostate 
surgery at King Edward Memorial Hospital. 
 

An Hon. Member: Oh no, no, no! [Laughs] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Dr. Stephen Scionti and his 
team are allowed to come to King Edward Memorial 
Hospital and time is given to them on Saturdays and 
Sundays (on the weekends) in the operating rooms of 
the hospital. 
 Now this is the point, Mr. Speaker. This pro-
cedure is not FDA approved. It is not approved; it 
cannot be. These operations cannot be done in the 
United States. They are called HIFU (High Intensity 
Focused Ultrasound). It is a minimally invasive treat-
ment for prostate cancer; cannot be done in the 
United States. It is not FDA approved, and it is cur-
rently undergoing phase 3 clinical trials, and it is 
available here and—wait for it Mr. Speaker—Mexico. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh! 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In other words, this country 
has turned into a laughing stock of the world, using 
experimental operations in our hospital. 
 
An Hon. Member: But is it working? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: We have a reputation here; 
we had, let’s say, a reputation here. I am going to go 
on here. As I said, this procedure is not FDA approved 
or allowed in the United States. 
 
An Hon. Member: So what? The FDA makes a lot of 
mistakes . . .  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Dr. Scionti is here, and 
these surgeons come in on the weekends to do this 
service.  

Now, these services are not extended to Ber-
muda patients—that is, the service using the operat-
ing room, or the doctors of Bermuda. Only emergen-
cies are allowed for Bermudian patients. And I under-
stand, Mr. Speaker, that these patients are paying up 
to $30,000 in cash for this procedure. KEMH (King 
Edward VII Memorial Hospital) has hired additional 
staff to accommodate the doctors and the patients, 
and the same US physicians are also now being given 
weekly OR time. 
 Let me explain this. Operating room time is 
very precious. There are some procedures that have 
to wait for weeks. In other words, Bermudians are be-
ing made to wait. But there is one specific situation 
that I am going to talk about, Mr. Speaker that is really 
very stressful. 
 And that is on Thursday, December 2nd, these 
United States physicians were given the room re-
served for emergencies for our Bermudian public. No 
OR—no operating room—was available that day for 
an emergency C-section. Now this could have re-
sulted in the death of the mother and the child. A 
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scheduled C-section was bumped so that the emer-
gency crash C-section could be performed. 

The prostate surgeries continued without in-
terruption. In other words, the American doctor is 
down here doing experimental surgeries were not in-
terrupted. 
 
The Speaker: I really do feel, Mrs. Jackson, I really 
do feel uncomfortable allowing you— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I do too, Mr.— 
 
The Speaker: —to continue. We do not need any-
thing that is going to upset the confidence in our only 
hospital.  
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
The Speaker: And we should be very careful about 
this. We really should. I do not feel comfortable in lis-
tening to it. 
 If you are going to tone it down . . . because 
we must not do anything on the floor of this House 
that is going to— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I will certainly tone it down, 
but, Mr. Speaker, I believe that this could be a viola-
tion of the spirit and letter of the Bermuda Hospitals 
Act. In other words, if we have to wait as Bermudians 
six to nine months for cataract surgery or— 
 
The Speaker: I think the best way to settle . . . you 
put that out. Why don’t you give the Minister a chance 
to respond—to refute it or to confirm that what you are 
saying is so? It is not going to help our only hospital 
here— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker, can I just say 
this? Anybody can go online. It is online that there is a 
beautiful video presentation set in Bermuda; Dr. 
Scionti actually does the commentary. This is a fact. It 
is happening. I can give you the email. It is happening 
here; this is a fact. 
 The video describes how . . .  
 
The Speaker: Have you checked with the Minister to 
confirm that this is— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I do not have to check with 
the Minister. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you do not have to; but just so 
that we do not saturate the community with misinfor-
mation. That is what I am trying to avoid. 
 Are you finished, Mrs. Jackson? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Sorry, you were speaking. 
 
The Speaker: Are you finished? 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, no. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I just want to say that ex-
perimental surgery . . . we talked about this, I think, 
with the stem cell situation. As you recall, there was a 
petition signed by, I think, about a dozen doctors . . . 
21 doctors. It was made very clear there that, no; we 
do not have legislation to stop such a thing. In other 
words, there is nothing that we have, there are no 
laws saying no it cannot be done. And it is being 
done. As I said, there is a beautiful video that I can 
certainly show you, Mr. Speaker, when we finish the 
session this evening. 
 But it is a matter of the reputation of a country. 
In other words, you hear all the time (sometimes you 
see it on 60 Minutes) that you have stem cell therapy 
or you have various operations that are experimental 
in countries like Mexico, Russia, and other countries. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, Point of Infor-
mation. Point of Order. 
 
The Speaker: There is a Point of Order.  

What is your point or order, Mr. Furbert? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, I am thankful we have 
this Internet connection. I was able to go online and 
do a quick search on what the Honourable Member is 
talking about, and I am reading here . . . and she said 
HIFU, did she say that? HIFU? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, she did say that. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: If you allow me, Mr. 
Speaker, to read this, so at least the public will hear 
something much more reasonable than what the Hon-
ourable Member is saying here. 
 It states, “US HIFU, a worldwide leader in the 
development, distribution and use of minimal invasive 
High Intensity Focused Ultrasound technologies—” 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I said that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Hold on, hold on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: “—is pleased to announce 
that its HIFU treatment for prostate cancer is now 
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available in Bermuda at King Edward Memorial Hospi-
tal. It joins more than 100 centres in 30-plus coun-
tries.” She just talked about Mexico. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, she just said Mexico! 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Okay? “ . . . to offer the in-
novative treatment with the 500 medical devices.”  

So, if Bermuda is being one of these countries 
that is being innovative around the world and getting 
involved . . . I just think that the words that are coming 
from the Honourable Member— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, come to the point. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The speech that the Hon-
ourable Member is making is misleading this House. 
She is sending these types of messages out in the 
community, which I think is unfair, for us to be listen-
ing to that information. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you, Mr. Furbert. 
 Be guided, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker I take excep-
tion to this.  

I will read . . . this is the same thing I just 
read—  

 
Some Hon. Members: No! 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: “High Intensity Focused 
Ultrasound is a minimally invasive treatment for pros-
tate cancer . . .” I went on the same, same, same 
webpage he did. 
 
An Hon. Member: You said only in Mexico, though. 
 
[Inaudible Interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I said . . . I will be proven 
correct when I say it is only done here and in Mexico. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is not true. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No? Listen, “HIFU is not 
FDA approved, but is currently undergoing phase 3 
clinical trials. It is available outside of the United 
States in other countries, Bermuda and Mexico, where 
it is authorised for use.” That is the same website that 
he was on.  

There are, by the way— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
what the Honourable Member is trying to— 
 
[Gavel] 

 
The Speaker: Take your seat, Mr. Furbert. I have not 
recognised you. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The point I am making here 
is that if you go on the website, there are two videos—
one for Bermuda, one for Mexico. That is it. 
 Now, going on, this is experimental, and our 
reputation has to be trashed with something like this. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
 
The Speaker: There is a point of order.  

Mr. Furbert, what is your point of order? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: There comes a point in time 
when the Honourable Member takes it too far. And 
she does not read all the information. You can pick a 
certain part out and just leave it, leave it hanging out 
there. I think it is wrong. 

But it says that this treatment began in 2004 
for patients, and it is in Bahamas, Canada and other 
jurisdictions. Right? It also says it is in the final phase 
of FDA clinical trials in the United States. 
 So the Honourable Member . . . I do not know 
what she is getting at. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, okay. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It is fairness that I am con-
cerned about, that the only hospital— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Furbert, take your seat. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: You can weave it any way 
you want to. It is not FDA approved. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is whoever you want to 
listen to at this point, Mr. Speaker. I stand by what I 
say. 
 
The Speaker: I am going to stand by what I feel. I felt 
uncomfortable about it. So let us stop that conversa-
tion. Let me see the documentation, and then . . . yes. 
So you will have to discontinue your speech. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I will. Can I . . . ? 
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The Speaker: Is it something new? I do not want to 
hear any more on this. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: All right, that is fine. 
 
The Speaker: We have to be very careful about say-
ing those kinds of things without any proper documen-
tation. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. Lister, from Sandys South Central. 
 Mr. Lister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
have been around a little while . . . 
 
An Hon. Member: Too long! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Some people say too long, 
and that is true, but I accept it. 
 But Mr. Speaker, what some Members of this 
House have done . . . and the Honourable Member 
has mastered the art of shouting fire in a crowded 
theatre. She does it for headlines, and she does it 
every week. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: You know, people could get 
hurt by the nonsense that that Honourable Member 
speaks, and this untruth—it is not true! Mr. Speaker, 
she has mastered the art of distorting facts. She has 
mastered the art, and some people unfortunately be-
lieve her.  

This afternoon I sat here and cringed at some 
of the things that came out of that Honourable Mem-
ber’s mouth about our only hospital which we hold in 
high regard. 
 
An Hon. Member: We have to. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: It is respect for yourself first. 
That is what you have to have in this House. And if 
you do not respect yourself, then you do not respect 
anything else. And that hospital must be respected 
because there are many people in this community 
who do not have a choice, and that Member tears it 
down every chance she gets . . . trashes it. 

Well listen, a lot of people have to go to that 
hospital, and we pay lots of money for that hospital. I 
ask the Member to stop it!  

It is nonsense! Do not go on like this. You do 
yourself a disservice, you do this Parliament a disser-
vice, and everybody here . . . and the country a dis-
service.  

How could somebody stand up in this House 
and lie like that? 
 

Some Hon. Member: Oooh! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: You have to withdraw that, Mr. Lister. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Yes, I withdraw that, Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw that. I withdraw that because— 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. Speaker, I still demand— 
 
The Speaker: Is it a point of order? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is a point of order. It is a 
point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning improper motives] 

 
The Speaker: What is your Point of Order? 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Improper motives; I can 
prove every word I said. The Minister has not disputed 
the fact that this . . . every word I said was true. I re-
sent this man, the Honourable Member, calling me a 
liar— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Mrs. Jackson, take your seat. Take 
your seat, Mrs. Jackson. We are not going to get into 
this back and forth. 
 Mr. Lister? 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: I said initially that there are 
some Members of this House who have mastered the 
art of distorting the facts, and she is an expert at it.  

And, as I was saying— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning improper motives] 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, point of 
order. 
 
The Speaker: That is a point of order.  

Yes? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker that 
Member is impugning improper motives, and he 
should not be doing it. 
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[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Some Hon. Members: No! Cannot do. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Be a little careful, Mr. Lister, with your 
language. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Sure, I will. I will use extreme 
caution, Mr. Speaker, because I spent (as you know) 
many years in the Opposition, but I never heard that 
kind of crazy talk about that hospital when I was in the 
Opposition. We had the respect for the people of this 
community who had no choice but to go there. 
 
An Hon. Member: And to work there. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: And the workers there—they 
have lots of workers down there every day. You are 
impugning improper motives to the workers, you are 
impugning improper motives to the doctors, and then 
the Honourable Member says she can prove every-
thing she says?  

Distortion of the truth.  
I am not going to sit here and have this over 

and over every Friday. It is unfair to the people of this 
country. 

This Government next week will bring a 
budget which will invest millions of dollars for the ser-
vices to be delivered to the people of this country, Mr. 
Speaker. And they have one Member to wipe all that 
out with some statement, which has no basis for it at 
all, you know.  
 
An Hon. Member: Exactly right. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: They stood here, the Honour-
able Member said she could prove everything, but she 
has not proved it yet, you know. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I can prove every word. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: And then she says every 
word.  

But you know, Mr. Speaker, she has put noth-
ing her in proof.  

And then the Honourable Member has the 
nerve to say—the gall to say—the Honourable Minis-
ter has not disputed. Well, that does not make it a 
fact!  

Who do these people think they are, to come 
and criticise our hospital?  

I was here when Mrs. Jackson lived in the 
United States. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 

Hon. Walter M. Lister: The Honourable Member, so I 
know some of the things that have gone on. To talk 
about one of the points that came up earlier today, 
going to the doctor and having to pay in advance. Let 
me tell you—and the Speaker will hear me out on 
this—when I was a youngster there was no insurance, 
and I have had some tough phases where I had to go 
to the doctor. And my parents were not rich parents, 
but they could always find one or two pennies to get 
me to the doctor, or our children to the doctor, and 
there are many cases like that. Times have changed 
and times have improved. 

So let us not distort the facts that we have 
here, the quality of life. I would like to send some peo-
ple who use those terminologies to some real third 
world countries which I visited in the last year or two. I 
had an experience earlier this year, or last year. I was 
in a particular country and I said to the driver of the 
car . . . there was a young girl standing on the side-
walk—she was not dirty, Mr. Speaker, she was 
mangy. And I said to the driver, “Where does this child 
live? She said, “She lives right there on the sidewalk. 
Right there, under a sheet.” 

We do not see those things in Bermuda, but 
the Honourable Member tries to give the impression 
Bermudians are living under sheets and all this sort of 
stuff. We have people in Bermuda, who are on hard 
times, let us not cover that up. Let us not cover that 
up. But, Mr. Speaker, God knows that we are a heck 
of a lot better than what some Members try to make 
out this country to be. This is a good country, and 
people who do not like it should leave. 

This is a good country, and all the Members of 
this Government try to improve the quality of life for 
Bermudans in this country. When the Minister of Fi-
nance brings her budget next week, what do you think 
that money is for? To try and improve the quality of life 
for every person in this country. And I know the Oppo-
sition will go on incessantly saying what is not and 
what is not. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the sad part about it is this. 
The Minister of Tourism, for example, goes out and 
tries her best to do what she can in that area. The 
Opposition make statements without any basis at all, 
without any basis at all— 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That is not true. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Well you do not have any ba-
sis at all. Let me see your information. 
 
An Hon. Member: Go online! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Mr. Speaker, the Member 
says she has information. I did not say I had it. Then 
she should present it to this House, but she does not 
have it, that is why, Mr. Speaker, that is why. 
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 But you know the point that I was making (and 
I am not going to be taken off my point) is this. They 
get up and say things which are not true, which is the 
classic principle of theirs these days, it appears. That 
hits the headlines. When you read these stories in the 
print media halfway around the world, it passes a dis-
paragement on everybody in this country. 

And it is absolutely incorrect, Mr. Speaker, 
and I think it is time that we pull ourselves back in or-
der. Respect the Bermudians in this country for what 
they do, because they are not up here. We represent 
them, and they do not want to be represented, they 
want the facts, Mr. Speaker. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Lister. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. 
Gibbons. 
 Dr. Gibbons has the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I can-
not let that last Member, with that self-righteous 
speech, go unchallenged. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker for 
many years I sat on that side of the House (some will 
say not enough, others will say too many) and I lis-
tened on Fridays to Honourable Members who were 
on this side of the House at the time, come up with 
letters that were unsubstantiated—it was endless, Mr. 
Speaker. And I would sit over there and I would say, 
can’t the Opposition find anything right with this coun-
try whatsoever? 
 So, all I can say is, you are getting a little bit 
of your own medicine.  

Mrs. Jackson, the Honourable Member, is 
simply defending ordinary Bermudians. Her reputation 
in that regard is untarnished. What her main point was 
here is that this procedure—which is being done 
here—is not FDA approved. 

We thought we were going to get an ethics 
oversight board, because we went through this whole 
issue with the stem cells. And other countries (at least 
developed countries) who allow experimental proce-
dures have very sophisticated ethical oversight boards 
to make sure that patients are protected for experi-
mental procedures and that they are not taken advan-
tage of, particularly when it comes to charging fees as 
well. 

Most clinical trials or experimental procedures 
are not charged for, at least in the United States, be-
cause the organisation, the company, or the surgeons 
who want to get it pay for it. I understand that these 
people are being charged $30,000 a pop for this pro-
cedure. 

 But the real issue here is that my honourable 
colleague raised the question of whether Bermudians 
are being, essentially, shunted aside and that operat-
ing room, which should be available to Bermudians, is 
being used for these procedures which, as we 
heard— 
 
The Speaker: I have just told the Honourable Member 
from Pembroke South West who raised it, I do not 
want to hear it. Let us go down another path.  

What we are doing is, we are doing our best 
to upset the confidence in the hospital, and we do not 
want that. We do not need that. We have to be a little 
bit, you know, circumspect in what we say here on the 
floor of this House. 
 Carry on, but change the tenor please. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker the Opposition has a job to do. 
 
The Speaker: Well I am not stopping the Opposition 
from doing that job, but I want them to heed what I 
say! 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: You can stop, okay? 
I think I have made my point, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Any further speakers? 
 Minister, do you want to reply. 
 Minister De Silva has the floor. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me say this. The Honourable 
Member is partially correct. Now, this procedure also 
takes place in Canada at the moment. How many 
Bermudians leave here and go to Canada for opera-
tions and procedures? Canada is just as well known 
for its hospital care and its medical expertise as a lot 
of the North American hospitals are, Mr. Speaker. 
 So this procedure is approved in Canada and 
performed in Canada, Mr. Speaker. Okay?  

Now, I will say this: I am not going to make a 
statement on the floor of this House unless I have 
facts, so I will be back with regard to some of the 
other things the Honourable Member said. But I can-
not believe for a moment, I cannot believe for a mo-
ment that even the Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, 
who just took his seat . . . people being shunted aside 
for these procedures? Mr. Speaker, see, you know— 
 
The Speaker: That is what we have to be careful 
about. We must be. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you Mr. Speaker.  
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You know what is disappointing, Mr. Speaker? 
Is that the Honourable Member, Mrs. Jackson, made 
a statement about C-sections being put aside—you 
know, we have to be careful. I take a page out of the 
Honourable Member’s, Mr. Walter Lister’s book, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I was going to bring this up on a Motion to Ad-
journ anyway, and you know what I was going to bring 
up? That people in Bermuda are not the only ones 
who listen to this you know, Mr. Speaker. It is world-
wide. That is why I implore the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Jackson in particular, that if you are going to 
come to this House and make statements, for the life 
of all of us, bring the facts, Mr. Speaker. Bring the 
facts, okay? 
 
[Inaudible Interjection] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Trevor Moniz, is asking about bonuses, but he has 
obviously just returned to the House, Mr. Speaker, 
and missed the earlier session. So I would implore 
that Honourable Member to spend some time in the 
House, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, that Member is 
mistaken. I have been here all day long. I just want to 
make that clear to people around the world. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, take your seat, Mr. Moniz. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you for that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say this; if indeed we 
have overseas visitors coming to Bermuda for this 
procedure, I am going to commend the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board, and I will tell you why. Because 
some of us . . . and the Honourable, Dr. Gibbons, will 
know a little bit about this, I am sure—being in the 
business that he is. There is a movement worldwide, 
Mr. Speaker. And do you know what the movement is 
for? Of course my honourable colleague, the Minister 
of Tourism, is well aware. There is a movement 
worldwide for medical tourism, the medical tourist.  

And I hope, I hope . . . long may that continue, 
and I hope the Hospitals Board is going to be encour-
aged to bring in more visitors to come to Bermuda for 
procedures, Mr. Speaker. 
 Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. E. 
Richards, Devonshire East. 
 Mr. Richards has the floor. 

 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I just wanted to sort of lower the volume on 
this somewhat, and tell you, now that we have these 
wonderful facilities in this House, we can do some 
verification of things that Honourable Members say. 

Firstly, let me say that I think that since we 
call each other Honourable Members, it would be a 
good idea if we started treating Members as Honour-
able Members instead of dishonourable Members, let 
me just make that statement. 
 But I have a website on my— 
 
The Speaker: Well, if it is about the same matter that 
we just— 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: I just wanted to pre-
sent some facts. I am not going to say anything about 
the hospital. 
 
The Speaker: We do not want to go down that road 
again; I have already made a ruling on that. 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards:  I am not going to do 
that; I am going to just state what I showed you. 
 
The Speaker: Pardon? 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards:  I am just going to 
state for all the Honourable Members what I showed 
you a few minutes ago. 
 
The Speaker: Well, we are going to give you an op-
portunity. Let us see what you are going to say. 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards:  Okay, thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I have a website, www.nyhifucenter.com, 
and— 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Speaker, on a matter 
of— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, it is a point of order then? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Use of laptop] 

 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: A point of order.  

I have a question concerning the fact that, 
while laptops are available to be used, other Members 
do not have that, and is it really right for the Member 
to be using his and talking to it when the rest of us 
cannot follow anything? 
 

http://www.nyhifucenter.com/�
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The Speaker: Very good question. We should not. 
We should not, really. I am going to allow you just to 
make your point. 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards:  Okay.  

The question came up, How do you prove, 
can you back up what you are saying? I am just look-
ing up on this website—and it is the website, I believe, 
of the individuals who are providing the service in 
Bermuda. And it states clearly that this procedure for 
prostate cancer is not FDA approved, and it says that 
it has international treatment centres in Bermuda and 
Mexico. 
 There is another website that mentions other 
countries, but not for this company. 
 Thank you, I just wanted to make a clarifica-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  

Maybe somebody can download it so we all 
can read it, eh? 
 Any further speakers? 
 
[Gavel] 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Speaker: The House stands adjourned till Friday 
next at 10:00 am. 
 
An Hon. Member: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: The House stands adjourned till Friday 
next at 10:00 am. 
 
[At 7:42 pm the House stood adjourned until 10:00 am 
Friday, 18 February 2011] 
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OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
18 FEBRUARY 2011 

10:00 AM 
Sitting Number 10 of the 2010/11 Session 

 
 
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
4 FEBRUARY 2011 

 
The Speaker: There is no confirmation of Minutes. 
Minutes of the 4th of February and the 11th of February 
are being deferred. 

Yes, I do apologise—the Minutes of the 4th of 
February have been circulated, and obviously we can 
confirm them. 
 Is there any objection to the confirmation of 
the Minutes of the 4th of February? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 4 February 2011 con-
firmed.] 
 
The Speaker: The Minutes of the 11th of February, of 
course, are being deferred. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER  
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
APOLOGIES 

 
The Speaker: I have received written communication 
from the Honourable Member, Mr. A. Scott, and the 
Honourable Member, Mr. A. DeVent, who sent their 
apologies on not being able to be in attendance at the 
House this morning. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Minister P. Cox, Madam Premier. 

 Madam Premier, you have the floor. 
 

BERMUDA ECONOMIC REVIEW 2010 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of the Honourable House of 
Assembly the Bermuda Economic Review 2010. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Are there any further Papers or Communica-
tions to the House? 
 We will move on. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS AND/OR 
JUNIOR MINISTERS 

 
The Speaker: I again recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member from Devonshire North West, Minis-
ter Cox. The Premier has the floor. 
 

BUDGET STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF THE ES-
TIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

2011/2012 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 “We shouldn’t just give our people a govern-
ment that’s more affordable. We should give them a 
government that’s more competent and efficient. We 
cannot win the future with a government of the past.” 

Mr. Speaker, that was the comment by Presi-
dent Barack Obama in his 2011 State of the Union 
Address on January 25th. 

Mr. Speaker, there are times when Govern-
ment leaders take pleasure in seeing their predictions 
coming true. This is not one of them. A year ago I 
looked at what was happening all around us and I 
forecast in my Budget Statement that the road to re-
covery for Bermuda would be long and challenging. I 
said that jobs in particular would be under threat, that 
it would be some time before consumer spending im-
proved, and I said that there was no quick fix that 
would accelerate a recovery. Twelve months later, our 
Department of Statistics reported that Bermuda’s GDP 
fell 5.8 per cent in 2009, as job losses, falling profits, 
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and reduced spending combined to exact a heavy toll 
on our economy. 

Despite the lyrics made famous by our much-
loved musician Hubert Smith, in economic terms, 
Bermuda is not another world, and her experience in 
battling the fallout from the global financial crisis was 
by no means unique. 

As uncertainty and turmoil threaten the 
world’s established and emerging economies alike, 
the Governments of many of the largest nations, all 
struggling to recover from the recession, unveiled 
drastic measures to reduce runaway deficits. The 
strong, collective, and truly global cooperation we wit-
nessed two years ago, which helped pull the economy 
back from the brink of a global collapse, was replaced 
by competing and diverging national priorities. 

In Europe, the world’s biggest economic re-
gion, demonstrations and bailouts seemed to domi-
nate the news last year as austerity budgets became 
commonplace. In Ireland, plans were announced to 
cut thousands of public sector jobs and to trim spend-
ing on social welfare to pay for a massive bailout. Pro-
tests and strikes followed France’s decision to slash 
Government spending and raise the retirement age, 
while in Greece a similar reaction followed the an-
nouncement of plans to freeze salaries and pensions 
for at least three years. In Spain, Italy, Germany, and 
Portugal, similarly drastic measures were announced 
to secure economic stability, while the UK Govern-
ment said it would tackle what it described as the big-
gest deficit in the country’s peacetime history. Indeed, 
throughout Europe the message was clear and con-
sistent: deficit reduction is a necessary precondition 
for sustained economic stability. 

In the United States, prospects for a recovery 
were dimmed by news in January that, while the 
economy was showing signs of improvement, 6.4 mil-
lion Americans remained unemployed. The last time 
the US had such high unemployment rates was in 
1984, over a quarter of a century ago. 

Then, in mid-January 2011, a World Bank re-
port predicted that global growth will weaken further 
this year before picking up in 2012. Warning that “se-
rious tensions and pitfalls” persist, the Bank estimated 
that global GDP growth will not be enough to reduce 
unemployment in the hardest hit economies. It said 
developing countries like India and China will provide 
a greater share of global growth in 2011. It cautioned 
that there was a risk of large amounts of capital flow-
ing from low-interest developed economies to higher-
interest emerging markets; a movement which it said 
could impact currency stability. 

Mr. Speaker, gloomy political and economic 
news of the kind I have just described has a way of 
stirring up apathy borne of the belief that such events 
are outside our control. While it is clearly true that 
these events are indeed out of our control, we are 
very much in control of how we respond to them. Let 
me stress that this Government will not allow Ber-

muda to settle for the role of victim of this or any other 
recession. We have been elected because of our abil-
ity to govern this wonderful country of ours and we 
can and will lead it out of the grip of these present dif-
ficulties. 

While it is helpful to understand that not all the 
news is negative, we must not be tempted to under-
state the severe impact of a recession whose depth 
and complexity is of such unprecedented proportion 
that it has confounded economists and politicians all 
over the world. Indeed, Bermuda, like many countries, 
continues to reel from its effects. Our unemployment 
rate has risen to about 5 per cent. With the global 
economy likely to remain weak for some time, it is 
crucial that policy adjustments are made to mitigate 
weak job growth. This bleak outlook requires bold, 
decisive action on the part of Government in partner-
ship with business. Increasing employment is the only 
sustainable solution to reducing poverty and inequal-
ity. 

Mr. Speaker, our economy is holding its 
breath. So what is our plan to encourage it to exhale? 
The programme I will lay before you today demon-
strates fiscal restraint and encourages job creation. By 
combining public spending reductions with payroll tax 
rollbacks and a longer-term structural transformation 
of the way we approach public-sector financial plan-
ning in Bermuda, we are signalling a clear commit-
ment to shared sacrifices today while re-positioning 
the economy to grasp the opportunities of tomorrow. 

The 2011–2012 National Budget Statement is 
a blueprint which will help us to win the future by re-
setting the dial. 

Mr. Speaker, compared to the bleak outlook in 
Europe, the United States has shown no desire to halt 
its stimulus spending. According to some forecasters, 
this will provide substantial support to the American 
economy for the next two years. As a result, the US is 
likely to transition from a sluggish recovery into a 
modest expansion. This long-awaited development is 
anticipated to become evident by the end of the first 
quarter of 2011. In all likelihood, the Bermuda econ-
omy will benefit from this trend, but probably not until 
next year at the earliest. 

Among other recent bright spots, J. P. Morgan 
Chase, the second largest bank in the US, added to 
growing optimism by reporting record annual results 
which its CEO described as marking the start of a 
“broad based economic recovery.” 

Additionally, the rating agencies continue to 
view Bermuda in a positive light. Fitch Ratings re-
cently affirmed Bermuda’s credit rating at AA+, just 
one notch below the top AAA grade. Fitch also issued 
a report on January 19, 2011, describing Bermuda’s 
insurance and reinsurance industry as a “nimble mar-
ket with close US proximity that rapidly adapts to fit 
capacity needs and should be well positioned to take 
advantage of the eventual turn in the underwriting cy-
cle.” The AA+ rating, by the way, refers to Bermuda’s 
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creditworthiness. It means that the lending institutions 
consider us a good risk and we end up paying much 
less interest on our debt than countries with lower rat-
ings. The report went on to say that Solvency II, the 
EU’s new financial services law, may lead to in-
creased demand for reinsurance from European buy-
ers as an efficient means of meeting higher capital 
requirements. Furthermore, Standard & Poor’s noted 
that while some reinsurers have re-domesticated their 
holding companies to Switzerland or Ireland, that re-
domiciling is having little operational impact on them. 
S&P said that organisational changes have been 
“minimal” and that business strategies affecting where 
most staff or operating subsidiaries are located have 
remained largely unaltered. 

Mr. Speaker, our present policy trajectory will 
not put us onto a new growth path. Bermuda needs a 
credible plan supported by an effective implementa-
tion strategy to drive faster and more inclusive growth. 
Our economy must increase its ability to absorb la-
bour. 

Although Bermuda has not been spared from 
the impact of the downturn, it is doing better than 
many other small, open economies. While there has 
been much speculation about the likely number of job 
losses in the public sector, I am pleased to be able to 
stand before you today and say that the number of 
established Government jobs that we are planning to 
shed is zero. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: In sharp contrast to the severe 
corrective measures forced on many of the world’s 
leading economies, the Government of Bermuda is 
endeavouring to avoid having to cut public sector jobs. 
That this is an option at all is due in no small part to 
the wise leadership of our unions. Most have recog-
nised the need for hiring, pay, and overtime restraint 
rather than risk the instability that could accompany 
job growth and wage inflation at such a critical time as 
this. This cannot have been an easy decision for our 
labour movement, and Bermuda is truly indebted to 
these leaders for recognising the dangers and pursu-
ing the greater good of our community. 
 Mr. Speaker, to meet the labour challenge, 
the Government is exploring incentives to benefit the 
“job makers”—individuals who are proposing or al-
ready demonstrating a significant presence in Ber-
muda, who are employing Bermudians and creating 
entry-level employment opportunities for our young 
Bermudians. 
 Over time, Bermuda’s hotels, restaurants, and 
businesses must absorb more labour. Bermuda needs 
a credible long-term plan for its tourism industry, sup-
ported by an effective implementation strategy to drive 
growth. For its part, the Government is assisting the 
industry wherever and whenever possible. The forma-
tion of a new Ministry of Business Development and 

Tourism last year was a major initiative aimed at lev-
eraging synergies between tourism and international 
business. A dynamic new Board of Tourism has been 
appointed and efforts are underway to recruit Ber-
mudians into the hospitality industry, as was demon-
strated by the jobs fair this week. More specifically, 
the Government is working closely with developers of 
the proposed Park Hyatt and Morgan’s Point. In the 
Park Hyatt’s case, we are working on finalising ar-
rangements for the use of the St. George’s golf 
course. These are amongst several tangible meas-
ures that we are undertaking in support of our tourism 
market. 

The Government takes the view that Ber-
muda’s long-term prosperity requires the participation 
of all Bermudians. We believe in work-fare rather than 
welfare. We believe that, as a condition for receiving 
benefits, people should do everything that can be rea-
sonably expected of them to find work or prepare for 
work in the future. We also know that Bermudians 
want to work. And we will do everything in our power 
to make sure that they are offered employment, in-
cluding undertaking to retrain those who find them-
selves out of work in their chosen field. 

Mr. Speaker, while these are all credible solu-
tions to address some of our major challenges, I must 
stress that there is no silver bullet to deliver faster 
growth, employment, and poverty reduction. A multi-
dimensional approach is required. But even with suc-
cessful implementation of sound policies, this will take 
time to become effective. Developing an appropriate 
solution also requires difficult choices to be made be-
tween competing public-sector investment options, 
spending priorities, and technology and trade strate-
gies. In short, there is no quick fix. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the time for faint 
hearted leadership. Nor is it a time for the blunt in-
struments of insensitive policymakers. 

Mr. Speaker, the challenge facing Govern-
ment is twofold: it must remain sensitive to the real 
needs of the people, fostering hope and providing 
help for the hurting, while forging an effective social 
contract with the wider community. 

At the same time, we must respond to in-
creased pressure to be operationally efficient, to be 
cost-effective, and to deliver value for money in the 
face of heavier demands on resources. 

Mr. Speaker, there is more to managing our 
economy through these tough times than merely put-
ting on the cost-containment levers and shaving 15 
per cent off national spending programmes across the 
board. 

I referred earlier to paving the way forward 
and I would like to expand on that now. If it is true that 
adversity is the mother of invention, if crisis can be a 
potent catalyst for change, then Bermuda faces an 
opportunity for renewed growth. The geopolitical tur-
moil that we read about in our newspapers and watch 
playing out on our TV screens every day can be ex-
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pected to lead to what is often referred to as a flight to 
safety as capital and assets are moved to stable juris-
dictions. We expect our international business sector 
to benefit from this movement. We also anticipate the 
further growth of our insurance and reinsurance indus-
try, as continued infrastructural investment in roads, 
water, power, housing, and factories across Africa, 
Asia, and Latin America drives up demand for risk 
transfer programmes. Changing financial regulations 
around the world will also contribute to these opportu-
nities, which we expect will play out during 2011–
2012. 

Thus, trimming budgets across the board will 
be insufficient alone to prepare our economy for the 
next phase of development. While public spending 
cuts are clearly needed, the strategic aim of the 2011–
2012 National Budget is to help our economy prepare 
to exhale. 

We must consider the changes we will need 
to put in place in order to get to the next level of eco-
nomic performance. The extension of our tax exemp-
tion undertaking legislation to 2035 should provide 
international businesses with considerable comfort 
about their future in Bermuda. Similarly, our combined 
programme of Tax Information Exchange Agreements 
is producing real benefits for the economy, as was 
evident from Mexico’s recent decision to lower with-
holding tax rates on captive insurance business trans-
acted with Bermuda. 

Another way the Government is contributing is 
by easing the tax burden on employers, with the aim 
of stimulating job retention and creation across all in-
dustry sectors. 

Mr. Speaker, it was critically important in our 
2010–2011 National Budget that we demonstrate to 
key stakeholders evaluating the creditworthiness of 
Bermuda, the Government’s ability to generate addi-
tional sources of revenue. Thus, the payroll tax in-
crease was required last year given the Government’s 
expenditure plans. Without it, we would have risked a 
ratings downgrade which would have driven up the 
cost of borrowing in Bermuda and potentially dam-
aged our reputation as an international business cen-
tre. However, it was never the intent for such in-
creases to be a permanent feature of the tax struc-
ture. 

Accordingly, the standard rate of payroll tax is 
to be rolled back to 14 per cent in 2011–2012, an ad-
justment of two percentage points. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: There will be a similar adjustment 
of two percentage points for the majority of other rate 
categories. 
 While the salary cap in the payroll tax struc-
ture will remain at $750,000 in 2011–2012, the rate of 
tax recoverable from employees will be reduced from 
5.75 per cent to 5.25 per cent. 

I can also confirm that the relief from payroll 
tax for the hotel sector, as set out in a Memorandum 
of Understanding between the Bermuda Hotel Asso-
ciation and the Ministry of Finance, will be extended to 
March 31, 2012. 
 Additionally, the relief provision of a reduced 
payroll tax rate for retail establishments during the 
months of January, February, and March will continue 
in 2011–2012. Customs duty relief measures on capi-
tal goods for a number of sectors, including the retail 
sector, will be extended beyond March 31, 2011. 
These particular measures relate to refurbishment of 
premises, new retail space, and the local manufacture 
of goods. 
 Most other tax rates will remain unchanged 
except for a minor change in the customs tariff and 
Government fees including an increase in cellular 
phone licences. 
 I have mentioned the need to foster hope and 
provide help for the hurting. In this respect, I am 
pleased to report that Government is to develop a pilot 
programme that will allow businesses that are in ar-
rears with respect to payroll tax, but which are main-
taining installment payment plans, to reduce their debt 
to Government by offering services of like value. 

The payroll tax reductions I have outlined will 
return approximately $50 million of spending power to 
taxpayers in 2011–2012. 
 This was not an easy decision, given the 
Government’s soft revenue position, but it was con-
sidered the best option for injecting some stimulus into 
Bermuda’s economy. 

The economic impact of the payroll tax roll-
back will touch all sectors of the economy, including 
hospitality, construction, retail, international business, 
and local manufacturing. The hope is that jobs will be 
retained and, where businesses are stronger, more 
jobs will be created. 
 The fiscal impact of the payroll tax cut will 
widen the deficit by a similar amount but the overrid-
ing consideration is that businesses and workers need 
the assistance now to help them through the final 
stages of the recession. And this is the essence of 
resetting the dial to win the future. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have mentioned shared sacri-
fices but this is also a time for financial discipline. You 
will see that the fiscal path we have chosen will not 
only help Bermuda to meet the immediate challenges 
it faces but will also pave the way for what I predict 
will be the beginning of a gradual recovery in 2012. 

Additionally, the course we are charting is one 
that allows the Government to deliver on the promises 
made in the Throne Speech. In this regard, the 2011–
2012 National Budget proposes a $90 million reduc-
tion in current-account spending compared to the 
2010–2011 Budget, and an approximately $60 million 
reduction in capital expenditure, producing the prom-
ised cut of $150 million in total Government spending. 
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[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: This will bring the 2011–2012 
estimate of expenditure down to approximately $900 
million on the current account and $84 million on the 
capital account. 

Making these cuts has been a tough exercise 
for all. While we have succeeded in preserving estab-
lished employment positions that are currently filled, 
no stone was left unturned as we sought cuts else-
where in current account spending. Accordingly, we 
are proposing that, unless a defensible case can be 
made to the contrary, vacant positions in Government 
should remain unfilled. Similarly, temporary positions 
will be abolished wherever possible and overtime 
payments will be sharply reduced, from approximately 
$18 million in the 2010–2011 Budget to an estimated 
$11 million in the 2011–2012 National Budget. 

Even as we trim expenditures, we are continu-
ing to manage resources in an effort to stimulate the 
economy and maintain our competitive edge. For in-
stance, we are allocating $12 million to a variety of 
small projects, including building upgrades, school 
maintenance, and roadside works, in order to provide 
stimulus for small contractors and to create jobs. In 
addition, $27 million is earmarked for expansion and 
capital maintenance of the Tynes Bay Waste Treat-
ment Facility. 

The Government is also investigating emerg-
ing technologies which could potentially reduce our 
dependence on Tynes Bay in its current form and 
which will return Marsh Folly to pristine public lands. 
These technologies will also help us to increase 
waste-to-energy revenue and reduce the need for an-
tiquated sewage disposal systems. The savings to be 
realised will, over time, be considerable. 

In keeping with our commitment to safety and 
security, we are investing $3 million for the completion 
of the X-ray scanner installation at the container port 
in Hamilton. 

Mr. Speaker, the tendering and project man-
agement processes for major capital projects have 
been revamped to include enhanced governance 
measures. These include disclosure requirements to 
identify potential conflicts of interest, more rigorous 
change order management, and stricter and more fre-
quent reporting regimes to monitor progress in con-
struction build-out and the corresponding spending 
profile. Should it be necessary, contractors will also be 
subject to project audits during construction to ensure 
value for money. 

Government considers that the positive en-
hancements to the tendering and project management 
processes will help to restore trust and confidence in 
our public works and save money. 

Mr. Speaker, in summary, on the income side, 
Government anticipates gross revenues of $940 mil-
lion for the financial year ending 31 March 2012. Addi-
tionally, during the Municipal Reform and Modernisa-

tion process that is underway, there will be a measure 
of revenue sharing with the Corporation of Hamilton 
and the Corporation of St. George in the amount of 
$5.7 million in 2011–2012. 

Total expenditure, including debt service of 
$70 million and capital investment of $84 million, is 
estimated at $1.08 billion. The borrowing requirement 
in 2011–2012 is estimated at $146.5 million. 

The Sinking Fund contribution for 2011–2012 
will be $25.7 million which will raise the balance at the 
end of the financial year to $113 million, keeping Ber-
muda on track to reduce its debt by $210 million be-
tween 2014 and 2016. 

Mr. Speaker, we have never forgotten the vul-
nerable, and this year will be no different. In this re-
gard, I would draw your attention to a new statistical 
perspective we are providing for the first time in this 
budget. This shows how the Government’s 2010–
2011 spending on social programmes stacked up 
against the comparable level of expenditure in place 
when the PLP came to power in 1998. From this data, 
it can be seen that the Government allocated over 
$304 million in funding, inclusive of grants and tax 
concessions, to social, educational, medical, and envi-
ronmental programmes. This is more than three times 
the level that was being provided in the 1997–1998 
Budget. Furthermore, in the last 10 years, the Gov-
ernment has spent in excess of $2.3 billion—that is 
“B” for “billion,” Mr. Speaker—on grants to social pro-
grammes benefiting the people of Bermuda. 

The numbers, however, tell only half the story. 
Behind them are our people, literally hundreds of 
Bermudians, whose lives have been helped. Though 
they will be seldom named in any official announce-
ments, these are real life situations of real families in 
real need. The hard-working single mother who is 
made redundant, losing her only source of income 
through no fault of her own. The homeless senior 
abandoned by his family and wandering the streets of 
Hamilton. The confused and frightened child who has 
never heard of a recession, but who wonders why she 
feels hungry all the time and why there were no 
Christmas presents last year. Do we really want to live 
in a callous society that turns its back on those in 
need? Or how about the less needy who are just do-
ing what they need to do to stay in the workforce? 

Take the case of Stephen, a junior mechanic 
who lives in Crawl and works on a construction job in 
Hamilton. Stephen has worked his way up from a la-
bourer, but he knows he is still the most easily ex-
pendable member of his construction crew. Normally, 
he would be on the bus to make his way to work by 
8:30 am, but when there was no service recently, he 
began his journey on foot at 5:30 am. Stephen is like 
a lot of people out there at the moment; living in con-
stant fear that they could soon be out of work, and 
having to make tough choices to be sure of the next 
pay packet. 
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Ms. Annie Young also understands tough 
choices better than most. She and her daughters own 
the True Reflections store on Chancery Lane, a 
homey place full of books and curios and frequented 
by all walks of life—Mr. and Mrs. Everyman Bermuda. 
Politicians, tourists, teachers. You would meet them 
all in the store. Ms. Young would often inquire about 
my family or point out a particular item that she 
thought my friends would like. Sometimes, if my pack-
ages were too heavy, she would ask one of her staff 
to help me to carry them to my office. I never could 
leave her store empty handed. That was very much 
the Bermuda-at-your-service brand of salesmanship 
and hospitality. Delightful, but not for much longer. 
Sadly, True Reflections will close its door for the last 
time at the end of February, another victim of our soft 
economy. 

I mention Stephen and Annie for no reason 
other than to put a face on the hardship that plays out 
in our community every day. Many of our people are 
demonstrating stoic qualities as they work through this 
difficult time. It is unlikely that we can inject money 
into these situations. We do not have spare funds. But 
we do have a vast store of knowledge and expertise 
which we can make available to those in need. 

Mr. Speaker, this Budget is my first as Pre-
mier and Minister of Finance and is markedly different 
from previous Budgets. The practice of applying a 
one-year time horizon to the National Budget needs to 
change. To be able to do more with less, we are going 
to need a new approach, a longer-term budgetary 
model, one that provides greater flexibility and a plan-
ning perspective that extends out beyond the next 12 
months. While Bermuda’s capital account has rou-
tinely used a multi-year approach, this has not been 
the case with the current account. 

The Government is proposing that the 2011–
2012 National Budget provide Bermuda with a founda-
tion for what will become a three-year revolving 
framework, one that will embed long-term structural 
reforms into the current account strategy, reforms that 
will allow us to adopt a multi-year approach to public-
sector financial planning. 

Mr. Speaker, as we prepare for a period of 
change, the challenge for public expenditure man-
agement will be to ensure that service delivery poli-
cies are aimed at the right segments of the population 
and that performance meets the expectation of the 
citizens and ensures that we honour our part of the 
social contract. 

To transition to this model, we will need to 
adopt a medium-term plan that will enable us to con-
solidate and generally rebuild our revenue base, iden-
tifying new sources of income while underpinning ex-
isting sources. This requires efforts on three fronts: 
better budget preparation, better and more transpar-
ent budget execution, and systematic budget monitor-
ing—the whole underpinned by clearly articulated sec-
tor strategies, efficient delivery agencies, and monitor-

ing by oversight entities and the legislature and, most 
importantly, the public. 

Ensuring that we live within our means is an 
important objective, but it is not the end goal. The end 
goal includes several must-do priorities. The pro-
grammes we deliver must respond to the needs of the 
people. We must provide good-quality education, we 
must ensure our infrastructure is upgraded, we must 
enable our businesses to flourish, we must continue to 
support our tourism product, we must make sure our 
people are healthy, that our elderly are well taken care 
of, and that visitors and residents feel safe and se-
cure. We must also make sure our people have been 
heard. 

Mr. Speaker, as a first step towards the intro-
duction of the three-year medium-term budget expen-
diture framework, which the Government will launch 
next year, I intend to begin work shortly on the devel-
opment of an open budget structure. 

Open budgeting, in addition to being an effec-
tive and strategic budget tool, fosters more people-
engagement and participation in the country’s spend-
ing decisions. Although Bermuda is already advanced 
and transparent with this information—the Estimate 
Book of Revenue and Expenditure, inclusive of output 
measures, the National Economic Report, the Budget 
Statement—there is always room for improvement. 

The Open Budget process will further em-
power our people by giving them more information 
about their Government, about spending decisions, 
and how their taxes are being used. 

To enable greater participation, we will run 
blogs and internet comment sites so that we can col-
lect input from individuals and business. The sugges-
tion box website that the Cabinet Office recently an-
nounced to solicit civil service input on how Govern-
ment can operate more efficiently, is an example of 
our opening new channels of communication. 

The Open Budget approach effectively allows 
the public a bigger say in the public sector. It encour-
ages them to become active partners in the formula-
tion, implementation, and oversight of the budget 
process. In order for our citizens to become part of 
that process, we must provide them with timely, com-
prehensive information and a medium by which they 
can participate. Our hope is that by encouraging 
greater public involvement we will stimulate better 
feedback and engagement. This will apply not only to 
specific budget programmes, but also to policy formu-
lation. The plan is that this year we will pilot this proc-
ess with three Ministries. 

The time has come to make the budget proc-
ess and proposed outcomes everyone’s business. 
This means citizens must have the right to know what 
resources are spent on what policies and what the 
results of Government policies are. With the introduc-
tion of the new framework, over time we will have a 
Budget which is more widely understood and a sys-
tem in which there is greater accountability for results. 
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Mr. Speaker, the 2011–2012 National Budget 
allocates $900 million in spending over the next 12 
months. These resources go generally to education, 
health, youth and families, fighting crime, infrastruc-
ture, and human development, preserving public-
sector jobs, improving Government, and poverty-
reducing strategies.  

The Budget not only focuses on where Gov-
ernment could inject more money, but also where sav-
ings could be made and spending reduced, by post-
poning, cancelling, or winding down low-priority and 
less-effective programmes. 

The Government is committed to the introduc-
tion of three-year Spending Reviews and to making 
strategic thinking and planning in Government as 
open and rigorous as possible. The advantages of a 
more strategic approach to policy-making include: 

• better use of scarce resources as a strategic 
framework, which leads to greater clarity 
about relative priorities and better decisions 
about resource allocation;  

• improved capacity to deal with short-term cri-
ses which will follow from having clearer 
longer-term goals;  

• better policy outcomes, which will result from 
having greater clarity about goals and a 
stronger focus on the best means of achieving 
those goals. Good strategy is also analytically 
rigorous and evidence based. 
Mr. Speaker, I have given you a broad over-

view of the challenging global economic context in 
which Bermuda is operating. I have highlighted some 
of the initiatives that will be implemented this year as 
the Government deals with the more pressing issues 
facing the economy, and I have described those de-
velopments which I think can be seen as potentially 
beneficial to Bermuda. 

However, the economic outlook suggests that 
conditions in Bermuda will pose a considerable chal-
lenge over the next 12 months. Let me put it plainly: 
we are all in this together. Government cannot and 
almost certainly will not be able to achieve what it 
needs to achieve without additional help from the 
communities it serves. 

I believe that the time has come for the public 
sector to forge a new deal, one that reaches out and 
connects public, private and philanthropic entities. The 
new deal I have in mind will connect them in such a 
way that they fully understand our national priorities 
and strategies and the part they can each play in the 
execution of those strategies. At the same time, Gov-
ernment can step out of the way and avoid duplicating 
services that are more efficiently delivered by the pri-
vate sector. This is a moment of opportunity, one that 
will allow Bermuda to retool its economy in prepara-
tion for recovery. 

The time has come for us to develop a new 
paradigm with the corporate sector. This will be fo-
cused not only on developing additional resources 

and expertise but also on driving greater efficiencies 
and achieving higher levels of public-sector service 
excellence in the way those resources are managed. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time to seize the opportunity 
the financial crisis has given us; time to look differently 
at our relationships, at our problem-solving capacities, 
at possible solutions that we may not have considered 
necessary or even workable before. 

I said earlier that we are all in this together 
and that is true, but we also need to be able to come 
out of this together, not just battered, but better off for 
having learned the kind of lessons that are needed to 
sustain us in the future. And we must not allow the 
experience of the worst economic downturn since the 
Second World War to go to waste. 

Mr. Speaker, whereas in previous years it has 
been our practice to provide a more detailed break-
down of these programmes in the Budget Statement, 
we have opted instead this year to allow our Ministers 
to communicate their portfolio plans individually. 

Our first 100 days report, released earlier this 
month, talks about re-setting the dial. The financial 
plan I have outlined for you today effectively resets 
the budget dial and re-calibrates our economic tar-
gets. These economic objectives are complemented 
by social policy goals such as a reformed education 
system, meaningful training and labour options, and 
improvements to our system of health care. These 
improved outputs will contribute to a more effective 
redistribution of resources and capabilities. 

Ultimately, we have to better develop the ca-
pabilities and capacity of our human resources if we 
intend to foster a growing economy where people can 
improve their quality of life. 

The steps to achieving these objectives will be 
discussed in greater detail by the Cabinet Ministers. 
Broadly, they will include: 

• Steps to discourage the marginalisation of our 
young people and to encourage employers 
with incentives when they hire less-
experienced job seekers; 

• support for labour-intensive industries through 
Government policy interventions such as a 
payroll-tax honeymoon, incentives for em-
ployers to encourage skills development of 
their employees, and infrastructure develop-
ment; 

• improvements in the performance and the ef-
fectiveness of our public education system, 
including specific focus on providing a world-
class quality education product with  teaching 
and learning at all levels; 

• reforms to increase inclusion and participation 
in the labour market and to reduce barriers to 
job creation; 

• maintenance of a stable and competitive 
macro-economic environment; and 

• increased productivity and competitiveness by 
more red carpet, less red tape, enhanced 
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regulatory oversight, and opening up the 
economy to more environmentally green op-
tions for entrepreneurship. 
 
Mr. Speaker, in closing, the painful impact of 

the recession on Bermuda’s people has highlighted 
the urgency of charting a new path for growth. The 
Government will continue to maintain prudent macro-
economic policies to promote a favourable environ-
ment for investment. Fiscal policy will be responsibly 
managed to promote sustainable public finances. So-
cial and economic spending priorities will remain the 
focus to provide assistance for those in need and to 
encourage investment. 

I talked earlier about timing, about a moment 
of opportunity; the time for new relationships, a new 
understanding, and a new paradigm. 

President John F. Kennedy stated that the 
time to repair your roof is when the sun is shining. 
What he did not say was that if you wait too long for it 
to stop raining, a leaky roof will be the least of your 
problems. 

Rain or shine, now is the time to fix our roof. 
We must prepare for the future, and we must put the 
people, policies, and programmes in place today that 
will restore economic stability and growth to Bermuda 
tomorrow. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier, the Minis-
ter of Finance, the Honourable and Learned Member 
from Devonshire North West. 
 Madam Premier, did you have another mat-
ter? 
 

MOTION ON ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EX-
PENDITURE 2011/12 

 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: I do indeed, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would now like to present the Estimates of 
Revenue and Expenditure for 2011/2012. I would as-
sume that, under the Standing Order 39(3) that the 
debate in the House will resume on Friday the 25th of 
February. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier. 
 I do not suppose there are any further Ministe-
rial Statements? 
 We will move on. 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: There are some written questions, I 
believe, being answered. 
 
[Written answers to parliamentary questions from Mrs. 
P. J. Gordon-Pamplin tabled by Hon. D. V. Burgess] 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mr. W. Perinchief, from Pembroke Central, Deputy 
Speaker.  

Mr. Perinchief has the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to ask that this House send condolences 
to the family of Wendell Barry-Lyn Tucker, who was a 
previous employee of the Tourism Department some 
years ago under a different administration. He passed 
away recently. And I wish to associate the Honourable 
L. James.  

He is survived by his grandchildren, Matari 
and Kumari Tannock, and Brianna Gordon; brothers 
Archibald, Lee, and Webster Tucker; mother of his 
children, Violet Tucker; his godchildren; numerous 
nieces, nephews, other relatives, and friends both 
here and abroad. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Perinchief, the Honour-
able Member from Pembroke Central, the Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
G. Blakeney, from Devonshire North . . . Minister, you 
changed your mind. 
 Any further speakers? 
 We will move on. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR  
THE ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE ON  
MATTERS OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPOR-

TANCE 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
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The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Minister Cox, from Devonshire 
North West, Madam Premier. 
 

GOVERNMENT LOANS AMENDMENT ACT 2011 
 

PAYROLL TAX RATES AMENDMENT ACT 2011 
 

EXEMPTED UNDERTAKINGS TAX PROTECTION 
AMENDMENT ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following 
Bills which, according to section 36(3) of the Bermuda 
Constitution, require the Governor’s recommendation. 
These are: 

• The Government Loans Amendment Act 
2011; 

• The Payroll Tax Rates Amendment Act 2011; 
• The Exempted Undertakings Tax Protection 

Amendment Act 2011. 
Thank you. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier. 
 Under Standing Order 28, there is no leave of 
the House required. 
 Any further introduction of Bills? 
 We will move on. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker:  That brings us to the Orders of the 
Day.  

I do not think I need to read them out. Orders 
of the Day 1 through 6, inclusive, are being carried 
over. 
 Now I recognise Madam Premier. 
 Madam Premier? 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that the House do now adjourn. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 The House stands adjourned until Friday next, 
at 10:00 am. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 11:07 am, the House stood adjourned until 10:00 
am Friday, 25 February 2011.] 
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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
 

OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
25 FEBRUARY 2011 

10:03 AM 
Sitting Number 11 of the 2010/11 Session 

 
 
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
11 FEBRUARY 2011  

 
The Speaker: The Minutes of the 11th of February 
have been circulated. They should be in Honourable 
Members’ seats. The Minutes of the 18th of February 
are being deferred. 
 Is there any objection to the Minutes of the 
11th of February? 
 [Gavel] Agreed to.  
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 11 February 2011 con-
firmed.] 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Just take it up with Madam Clerk. 
Just take it up with Madam Clerk. Thank you, Mr. 
Swan. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
CONDOLENCES 

 
The Speaker: I just wish to convey to the Honourable 
Member, Mr. G. Blakeney, Minister Blakeney from 
Devonshire North Central, our profound sympathy on 
the passing of his mother Mrs. Pearl Blakeney. Hon-
ourable Members will get an opportunity when we 
come to that item on the Order Paper to express their 
condolences to him. 
 

APOLOGIES 
 
The Speaker:  Also, I wish to indicate to the House 
that the Honourable and Learned Member from War-
wick West, Mr. Pettingill, has sent a communication 
saying that he is not able to attend the House as he 
has had to go off the Island on urgent business. 
 

CONGRATULATIONS 
 
The Speaker:  
 Also, we want to extend our congratulations to 
the Honourable Member, Mr. W. M. Lister from 
Sandys South Central, who has joined an elite group 
of people, who has the privilege of using the “Honour-
able” in front of his name. We certainly want to con-
gratulate him, and I know that others will have the 
pleasure, in the future, of joining Mr. Lister. 
 Congratulations, Mr. Lister. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: That has to be sanctioned by Her Maj-
esty the Queen. 
 I think we have done all of the announce-
ments. We will move on. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Speaker: Well, I know he is a little bit taken up, 
but . . . 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: Are there any? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Ms. D. 
Butterfield. Minister Butterfield from Pembroke West 
Central has the floor. 
 

BERMUDA NATIONAL LIBRARIES INSIDER 
NEWSLETTER 

 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I have the honour to attach and submit for the 
information of the Honourable House of Assembly the 
title of the newsletter for the Bermuda National Librar-
ies. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: I thought we had that under State-
ments. All right. We will deal with it. 
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 Are there any further communications to the 
House? 
 Minister Weeks, you have something? 
 
The Clerk: My apologies. I do have an announcement 
under Communications to the House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. It is a Communication to the 
House. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
M. Weeks. 
 Minister Weeks, you have the floor. 
 Do you have it in front of you? 
 
The Clerk: For the benefit of the House, Minister 
Weeks has an official Communication to the House. 
He has the honour to submit for the information of the 
Honourable House of Assembly the Bermuda Immi-
gration and Protection (Designation of Eligible Con-
dominium Units, Tourist Accommodation and Hotel 
Residents) Regulations 2011, by command made for 
the information of the Honourable House. Subse-
quently, he will make a Ministerial Statement to that 
effect. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Take your seat, Minister. We 
will try to work that out. Something has happened 
here. We will work it out. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you for your assistance. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: We will move on. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Minister D. Butterfield, from Pembroke West Cen-
tral. Minister Butterfield has the floor. 
 
BERMUDA NATIONAL LIBRARY INSIDER NEWS-

LETTER 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I rise this morning to inform Members of this 
Honourable House and the people of Bermuda about 
the monthly newsletter [BNL Insider Newsletter] of the 
Bermuda National Library. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 
of the newsletter is to highlight the programmes, ac-
tivities, and new materials at both the Adult and Youth 
Libraries. The publications are produced entirely in-
house by library staff.  

I wish to commend the library staff on the pro-
duction of the two quality publications. In particular, 
Ms. Leah Furbert and Ms. Nicky Boas, for their work 
as part of the Adult Library Newsletter Committee; 
Mrs. Marla Smith, for her contribution to the Youth 

Library newsletter; and Mr. Keith Caesar, for his ef-
forts on both of the newsletters. 

Both newsletters are available at the library 
and on the library website, www.bnl.bm. Mr. Speaker, 
as the Minister responsible for the Bermuda National 
Library, I have continued to be impressed by the ex-
pertise and creativity of our library staff. Mr. Speaker, I 
invite those Members of the House who have not vis-
ited either the adult or youth sections of the Bermuda 
National Library recently to stop in at these facilities 
and take advantage of this valuable Government pub-
lic service. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield. Do you 
have a further Statement? 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Minister Butterfield has another State-
ment. 
 Minister? 
 

CHILDREN’S READING FESTIVAL 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Yes. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just want to inform the Mem-
bers of this Honourable House and the people of 
Bermuda about the Annual Children’s Reading Festi-
val, which will be held Saturday, March 12th, at the 
Youth Library on Church Street. 
 Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the festival is to 
promote the love of reading to children and to impress 
upon parents the importance of reading to their chil-
dren every day beginning at an early age. The Youth 
Library staff have impressively decorated the library 
with covers from popular books, as well as Newbery, 
Caldecott, and Coretta Scott King award-winning 
books for the event. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Reading Festival is an an-
nual event that is held each year on the Saturday 
closest to the birthday of the renowned children’s au-
thor Dr. Seuss. The Reading Festival has entertained 
and enthralled an average of 1,000 children, parents, 
grandparents, and friends each year, which, if you 
have visited and know, the size of the Youth Library is 
impressive in itself. 
 Mr. Speaker, this year the festival will include 
a book, baby story hour with finger plays and singing. 
There will also be a story hour from 10:30 am to  noon 
for children ages three to five. Community mascots 
Bird from BELCO, Sparky from the Bermuda Fire Ser-
vices, Happy from BF&M, and Captain G from Capital 
G, will join the library mascot Libro Lion and share 
their favourite stories. The Cat in the Hat will be on 
hand for the Seuss hour of stories, poetry, and inter-
active reading. 
 A magic show will top off the afternoon. There 
will also be face-painting, colouring and a craft table, 
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and lots of giveaways. At the end of each session, 
there will be an opportunity to win door prizes. 
 Mr. Speaker, as Minister responsible for the 
Bermuda National Library, I want to once again thank 
the library staff for their dedication to the people of 
Bermuda. I particularly want to commend the Youth 
Library staff on their ability to continuously and consis-
tently develop programmes to entertain, educate, and 
foster a love for reading and learning in our children. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield. 
 Any further Ministerial Statements? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
M. Weeks. Minister Weeks, from Pembroke East Cen-
tral, has the floor. 
 Minister Weeks? 
 

BERMUDA IMMIGRATION AND PROTECTION 
(DESIGNATION OF ELIGIBLE CONDOMINIUM 

UNITS, TOURIST ACCOMMODATION AND HOTEL 
RESIDENCES) REGULATIONS 2011  

 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Regulations entitled the 
Bermuda Immigration and Protection (Designation of 
Eligible Condominium Units, Tourist Accommodation 
and Hotel Residences) Regulations 2011 that were 
published in the official Gazette today and are now in 
force and are being laid in accordance with the provi-
sions of section 8 of the Statutory Instruments Act 
1977. 
 Mr. Speaker, these regulations seek to revoke 
the 2007 Bermuda Immigration and Protection (Des-
ignation of Eligible Condominium Units, Tourist Ac-
commodation and Hotel Residences) Regulations 
(which I shall refer to as the Designation Regulations) 
and to re-designate as eligible condominium units, 
units within the following properties: 

• Cliffside, 
• Southside, 
• Mermaid Beach Club, 
• The Breakers, 
• Palmetto Hotel and Cottages, and 
• Pink Beach Club Hidden Cove. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Designation Regula-
tions were first enacted in 2007, they were enacted 
pursuant to a new 2007 section in principal Act 
102C1(b), making them subject to the affirmative 
resolution procedure. 
 In February 2010, we amended the principal 
Act effective the 25th of February 2010 in a number of 
ways, one of which was to provide that the Designa-
tion Regulations were now subject to the negative 
resolution procedure. Thus, Mr. Speaker, now that we 
have made the Tucker’s Point Amendments in 2010, 
and in 2011, Hidden Cove, et cetera, Amendments, it 
is procedurally correct to revoke the 2007 Designation 
Regulations completely and issue them with the up-

dated changes pursuant to the correct section in the 
principal Act. 
 Mr. Speaker, the subject units are currently 
designated as eligible tourist accommodation in Part II 
of the Schedule of the Regulations. When these units 
were approved, they were associated with a hotel and 
fell within the then-policy regarding tourist accommo-
dation. 
 Mr. Speaker, my honourable colleagues will 
know that there have been significant developments in 
the tourism industry to augment traditional hotel activ-
ity, particularly in the types of available accommoda-
tion. These are the products with which we are all be-
coming increasingly familiar—the hotel room, hotel 
suite, hotel condominium, or fractional—located on 
the property of and associated with a hotel. 

The Department of Immigration had in place 
for some time a policy in respect of tourism accom-
modation. The time came, however, when the policy 
was incorporated into our legislation. Further, between 
2007 and 2010, there were increased requests from 
developers for condominium units to be available for 
purchase by restricted persons. Our law had to catch 
up with the industry. 

Mr. Speaker, the impact of the decline in 
global economy on hotel development and interna-
tional business was and continues to be significant. 
Ways were sought by the Government to stimulate 
investment in tourism developments already planned 
for Bermuda, and to offer investment opportunities to 
exempted companies in Bermuda with increasingly 
shrinking budgets, but still needing to house employ-
ees. 

The solution was further amendments to im-
migration, land legislation, and the Companies Act 
1981 . . . 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Minister Weeks has the floor, and I am 
hearing a lot of chatter. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you, sir. 
 . . . to allow both individuals and companies to 
acquire units of tourist accommodation called “hotel 
residences” and allow for full-time occupancy. 
 The 2007 Designation Regulations were sub-
sequently amended to provide distinct categories of 
properties available to restricted persons—in Part 1 of 
the Schedule, eligible condominium units; in Part 2, 
eligible tourist accommodation, including condo hotel 
rooms or suites, and fractionals; in Part 3, hotel resi-
dences. 
 Further, the Bermuda Immigration and Protec-
tion (Tourist Accommodation and Hotel Residences) 
Regulations 2010 were enacted. These regulations 
distinguish between properties available for short-term 
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occupancy tourist accommodation and long-term oc-
cupancy hotel residences. 
 Mr. Speaker, owners of tourist accommoda-
tion are considered visitors and can stay in the proper-
ties for a maximum of 90 days. Owners of a hotel 
residence can live in a residence if they possess Ber-
mudian status; they are permanent residents, or per-
sons who have the Minister’s permission to reside in 
Bermuda. 
 Immigration laws regulate both acquisition 
and sale of properties. Bermudians can and always 
could purchase any property type, but could not sell to 
restricted persons. Additional amendments were 
made to allow for the second and subsequent disposi-
tion of units associated with hotels to Bermudians or 
restricted persons to increase the marketability of 
units in tourist developments. 
 Recently, the Minister of Immigration received 
appeals from various developments to change the 
designation of specified units from tourist accommo-
dation to hotel residences in order to allow owners 
who had purchased them when the law allowed them 
to remain in occupancy indefinitely to continue to do 
so. 
 Upon examination of the properties, it was 
determined that not all of the subject units could prop-
erly be designated as hotel residences, because there 
was no association with a hotel as required by the 
current law. It was, however, permissible for those 
units which were not hotel residences to be desig-
nated as eligible condominium units. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will recall that on November 
10th, 2010, the Bermuda Immigration and Protection 
(Designation of Eligible Condominium Units, Tourist 
Accommodation and Hotel Residences) Amendment 
Regulations 2010, were published in the official Ga-
zette and laid before this Honourable House on No-
vember 19th, 2010. Those regulations dealt specifically 
with a number of units within the Tucker’s Point de-
velopment which fit the legal characteristics of hotel 
residences and were to be moved from the desig-
nated eligible tourist accommodation list and inserted 
into the new designated hotel residence list. 
 The Tucker’s Point units were re-designated 
as a matter of urgency, with the hope of promoting 
further significant investment in the development, and, 
thereby, both assist the developers and boost tourism 
in Bermuda. 
 Today, we are addressing the re-designation 
of units within four developments, which will allow oc-
cupation for longer than 90 days. Mr. Speaker, Hon-
ourable Members will agree that in Bermuda land is a 
precious commodity. We are but 21 square miles 
small. It is not unreasonable to formulate a legislative 
framework designed to preserve the majority of our 
land for ownership by individuals who possess Ber-
mudian status. 
 As my colleague who sits in another place 
indicated a week ago, “Land-holding policy is being 

reviewed to determine what, if anything, might be 
done in this regard to also stimulate economic 
growth.” 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Weeks. That is 
part two of what the Minister had to do. 
 Any further Statements? 
 We will move on. 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

WRITTEN ANSWERS TABLED 
 

The Speaker: There are not any questions. 

 Written questions, I think, have arrived. I think 
the appropriate persons to share this have received 
them: the written questions by the Honourable Mem-
ber, Dame Jennifer Smith, and the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Z. De Silva, both Minister of Health and Minis-
ter of Education. Answers to questions are now being 
circulated. 

[Dame J. M. Smith—Written Answers to Parliamentary 
Questions from Dr. E. Grant Gibbons tabled; Hon. Z. 
De Silva—Written Answers to Parliamentary Ques-
tions from Mrs. L. A. Jackson tabled] 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: I am going to take the Honourable 
Member, Mr. W. Perinchief from Pembroke Central. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to ask that this House send obituary re-
gards to the surviving family of Sherwin Jones, Sr., 
husband of Marie Jones, son of Sydney Jones and 
the late Celeste Jones, and the father to Monicalee 
and Sherwin, Jr. He is also the brother to Burton 
Jones and Lauren Jones; in his 68th year, of Mon 
“Sher” Rie, McGall’s Hill Court, South Shore Road, 
Smiths. 
 He is a very well-known man, having gone to 
Berkeley with many of us. I see the Honourable Bob 
Richards wishes to be associated, as well as the 
Honourable Cole Simons wishes to be associated with 
these condolences. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Perinchief, the Deputy 
Speaker of the House. 
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 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Minister D. Butterfield, from Pembroke West Central. 
Minister Butterfield has the floor. 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with those con-
dolences that have gone forward to the late Sherwin 
Jones, who was the assistant organist at the St. 
Paul’s AME Church, very outstanding, and also a very 
outstanding person in the community in regard to sell-
ing life insurance. As a matter of fact, he is the one 
that sold me mine. So he will be greatly missed. He 
also served on the trustee board at St. Paul’s AME 
Church. And I am sure that the Honourable Member in 
this House, Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, would like to be 
associated with those remarks. 
 As I am talking about St. Paul’s AME Church, 
I would like to congratulate those eight men that were 
singled out at the Men’s Day Service. The reason why 
I am doing that here in this Honourable House is be-
cause there were two of our Members. That was the 
Deputy Premier, the Honourable Derrick Burgess, for 
his outstanding work throughout the community; and 
also the former Cabinet Minister, Member of this 
House, Mr. Dale Butler, who also received honours. I 
believe Mr. Burgess got his in the morning, and the 
Honourable Member Butler got his in the afternoon. 
 But along with those two who were awardees, 
there was Dr. Vincent John, Sinclair Furbert. And we 
have just spoken of the late Sherwin Jones, he was 
honoured, as well as the former Senator Ira Philip, Mr. 
Vincent Drip Minors, and Mr. Edwin Berkeley. 
 I felt very proud I was present there to see 
these young men get these awards for the out-
standing work that they are doing in the community. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. D. Tucker. The Honourable Member, Mr. D. 
Tucker from Hamilton South has the floor. 
 Mr. Tucker? 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Yes, good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I rise to be associated with the condolences 
that were sent out last week to Mr. Wendell Tucker. 
Mr. Speaker, when Mr. Tucker came . . .  
 
The Speaker: Well, if it is already done, so you just 
say that “I wish to be associated with those.” Was it 
not done by the Honourable Member . . .  
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Yes. I just wish to be asso-
ciated with the remarks. 
 

The Speaker: Yes, yes. It was the Deputy Speaker 
last week. So you can ask to be associated with the 
expressions of condolences. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Okay. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. K. Horton, from Southampton West. Mr. Hor-
ton has the floor. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I stand this morning to ask—and I hope it has 
not been done before. I may have been missing in the 
House. But I would like to ask that condolences be 
sent to the family of Leon Wilson, who passed re-
cently on. We want to send condolences to his wife 
Silvia and family, Greg and Angela and their families. I 
would like to associate both Members Swan, and also 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Perinchief, with these 
condolences as well. 
 Mr. Wilson was an outstanding citizen of this 
country, an entrepreneur, a taxi operator who spent 
much of his time, indeed, in organising and running 
the Sandys Taxi Service. So he will be certainly 
missed very much for his efforts in improvement of the 
taxi industry. Mr. Speaker, we wish the rest of his fam-
ily well. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Horton. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. C. Swan, from Southampton West Central. Mr. 
Swan has the floor. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Yes, sir. 
 In addition to being associated with the con-
dolences for Mr. Wilson, I would also like to be asso-
ciated with the congratulations expressed by the Min-
ister of Information as well.  

And I would like to have this House send con-
dolences to the family of Althea Patricia Green, a con-
stituent of mine, from Tribe Road #3 in Southampton. 
 In congratulations, Mr. Speaker, two things: I 
would like to congratulate the Bermuda Girl Guides 
Association, who had their annual Thinking Day this 
past Sunday. A cold, wet, windy day at the cathedral, 
but quite pleasing to see . . . well, a huge number of 
the Girl Guides, Rangers, and Brownies, and what-
have-you turn out for what was an enjoyable service. 
No march-past was possible, given the inclement 
weather, but the 400 Girl Guides and associated 
groups throughout the Island are a tribute to what can 
be done with our youth, and they have a great pro-
gramme 
 I would also like to congratulate the African 
Methodist Episcopal Church for its 125th services com-
ing up starting next week—annual conference—the 
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first time under a female presiding elder, the Rever-
end Betty Furbert-Woolridge. 
 Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Minister Roban, from Pembroke East. 
 Minister Roban, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just ask that a congratulatory note be sent to 
the Bermuda Police Service recruits, the passing out 
group that went out yesterday, I believe an all-
Bermudian group of excellent graduates from their 
recruit camp who finally were successful in achieving 
what is obviously the honourable position of police 
officer and serving our country well in that capacity. 
 I did attend on behalf of another Minister, and 
I was proud to see these young people in their 
achievement. I do believe that they are going to serve 
our country well. So I would like to ensure that we 
send a congratulatory message to the Service for 
bringing us another fine batch of recruits. 
 I would also like specifically to single out the 
recruit camp leader, Inspector Thompson, the first 
woman to lead a recruit camp as well. I will provide 
the appropriate information so that that young lady 
and officer can be sent congratulations for her 
achievement. This was noted by the Commissioner, 
so I felt that certainly publicly it should be noted that 
there were a number of achievements yesterday by 
the Service on that recruitment camp passing-out 
ceremony. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Roban, from Pem-
broke East. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Dame Jennifer Smith, from St. George’s North, Minis-
ter of Education. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know that you will recognise 
the people in our gallery. But I just wanted to let 
Members know that last evening I visited Purvis Pri-
mary School to view their Science Fair. And if Mem-
bers get a moment, perhaps during their lunch hour, I 
would recommend that you drive to Purvis School and 
look at their Science Fair. 
 The entire school body participated. Only four 
students did not. The work is of such a standard that I, 
who have seen IBL experiments, was impressed with 
these primary school students. Not only were the ex-
hibitions excellent, but the youngsters explained what 
they had done. And they could tell you exactly what 
was going on, why they chose the project, what the 
result of their experiment was. It was extremely im-
pressive. 

 And let me say, there was a large group of 
parents and community people out to see it. I want 
other schools to know, and I want the public to know, 
you need to go to our schools and see what is going 
on. It is not the school of your remembrance. Schools 
today are doing exciting, wondrous things. And the 
most interesting part was that the children were ex-
cited about learning and excited to impart what they 
had learned to those who were visiting. 
 So I will let Mr. Speaker give you the details 
about the people in the gallery. But I just want to rec-
ognise them with that. 
 
The Speaker: It was a science fair, was it? 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Speaker, it is a Sci-
ence Fair. 
 I also just want to talk about the Youth News 
Explorer, which features on their front page one of the 
drum major awardees from the Progressive Labour 
Party’s Founders Day Luncheon, Mr. Sammy 
Maybury. I think it is exciting that the young people 
chose to focus on this man who has given back so 
much to Bermuda’s young people.  

Yes, Mr. Charles Swan and Minister De Silva 
wish to be associated, and also Ms. Pamela Gordon-
Pamplin. Mr. Speaker, I have taken note of what the 
youth have had to say about education, and I will 
speak to that at the appropriate time. But let me once 
again congratulate the global network who supports 
the Youth News and its product. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dame Jennifer. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
K. Swan, from St. George’s West, Leader of the Op-
position. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated 
with the condolences that were extended to that great 
tourism ambassador, Mr. Wendell Tucker, who has 
gone on to his reward; and, indeed, the family of the 
late Mr. Leon Wilson, from Somerset. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also like a letter of con-
dolence sent to the family of the late Maria De Sousa 
Pereira DaRosa from St. David’s. Her husband, Mr. 
Manuel DeSilva DaRosa I know personally. I see him 
every weekday morning as he comes to get his paper 
as it arrives. He has a very fine business establish-
ment on Wellington Slip Road. She will be sadly 
missed by her two daughters Sophia DeSa and Ma-
rina Resendes, Mr. Speaker, and indeed the entire 
Stellar Maris family. It was a very respectful home-
going service at the Stellar Maris Catholic Church, 
where a full rosary was performed and attended by 
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the Bishop and several other members of the Catholic 
Church and her friends and family. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. T. Lister. Minister Lister from Sandys South has 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is delightful that you have chosen beauty 
over age; my uncle will have to wait until next. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I rise to extend 
condolences as well to the family of Mr. Wendell 
Tucker who, as has just been said, was a fantastic 
Bermuda supporter. He worked tirelessly for many 
years in tourism in various forms, and his family has 
lost a great . . . 
 
The Speaker: Yes. It was done last week. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes. I am being associated, sir. 
We did not really have the chance. I know it was done 
last week. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, you know, you could have 
tried. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer condo-
lences to the family of Mr. Ludwig Ratteray, a con-
stituent of mine down at Hog Bay. Mr. Ratteray had 
been ill for quite a few years, but you would not have 
known it based on his willingness to continue on. He 
never gave up, worked right on through, and he, too, 
will be a loss to his family. 

I want to be associated with the remarks re-
lated to another constituent of mine, Mr. Leon Wilson, 
who really was a tower of strength in the taxi industry. 
For a time, the organisation known as Sandys Taxi 
really was Leon Wilson. And for many years when I 
went and stopped at Mr. Wilson’s house and just had 
a chat with him, I found myself drawn right into the taxi 
issue. I could not escape it. Some days we would be 
happy in conversation; some days we would be very 
angry in conversation. 

However, I looked forward to working with him 
now in my taxi role, in my transport role, but unfortu-
nately, the Lord had other plans for him. 

I also want to extend condolences to the fam-
ily of Ms. Mary Hughes Manders, who in fact is a 
cousin of ours. We will associate the Honourable Wal-
ter Lister and the Honourable Dennis Lister and the 
Honourable Wayne Furbert, who live in the same 
area. Ms. Hughes, too, will be a loss to her family. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I want to be associated 
with the remarks . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Manders? 
  
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Ms. Manders, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Hughes Manders, if you want. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Hughes Manders. 
 I want to be associated with the remarks to 
the family of Ms. Pearl Blakeney, to my colleague the 
Honourable Glenn Blakeney who . . . I have to say, 
Mr. Speaker, I have attended many funerals. And I 
have seen many eulogies given. It is very difficult to 
stand to give a eulogy of a family member. I was 
asked years ago to do so for my grandfather and sim-
ply refused—could not do it. 
 But I watched with admiration as Mr. Blakeney 
gave a very, very well-thought-out, well-presented, 
and often humorous presentation of his mother. I want 
to congratulate him for that. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Lister. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. W. M. Lister, from Sandys South Central. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to extend condolences to the fam-
ily of the late Mr. Durward Cann, to his wife Moira, 
who passed and was buried this past week. Mr. Cann 
was a life-long resident of Sandys Parish, and he was 
an excellent carpenter, I think, during his lifetime. 
Plus, he had also served in the prison service. But 
above all of that, he was a role model in our commu-
nity. He will be very sorely missed by his family. The 
Honourable Randolph Horton has asked that I associ-
ate with him. 
 Also, I would like to say the condolences for 
Mr. Sherwin Jones, who was a personal friend of mine 
for many years. He was a very skilful person in that he 
was an organist of the highest order. He was a 
schoolteacher at the St. George’s Secondary School 
and made many contributions to Bermuda as a per-
son. We will also miss him. 
 I would just like to be associated with the re-
marks for Mr. Leon Wilson, who sang at the Allen 
Temple Senior Choir, and I did sing with him for a pe-
riod of time. 
 And finally, I would like to say congratulations 
to Bishop Richard Norris, who will be hosting the An-
nual General Conference of the AME Churches of 
Bermuda this coming week, and I would like to ask 
that God’s blessing be on him and the conference. 
 Thank you. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Lister. 
 I am going to take the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. Barritt, from Devonshire South 
Central. Mr. Barritt has the floor. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wanted to join you, sir, and the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Terry Lister, in sending condolences to 
the family of our colleague here in the House, the 
Honourable Minister, Mr. Glenn Blakeney, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 There are a number of us who had the oppor-
tunity to attend the funeral, and the Honourable Mr. 
Lister is quite right. It is never easy when one loses a 
mother, Mr. Speaker, having had that experience my-
self, and heard Mr. Blakeney eulogise his mother in 
the fashion he did, with love and insight that only a 
son could give. And Members may know: He was a 
very favourite son as well, as I understood, not only 
from his eulogy, but from his tribute. 
 I learned a few things about him, which I will 
not embarrass him [with] here this morning. But I was 
grateful for the insight, and I was pleased to know how 
well loved she was and what a job she had done as 
the matriarch in that family. With all of those grand-
children and great-grandchildren and great-great-
grandchildren, Mr. Speaker, it is quite an achieve-
ment. 
 And she had been blessed with, I think, 90-
plus years, even though she died two days short of 
her 91st birthday. (Am I correct on that? Yes, Mr. 
Speaker.)  

I just want the Honourable Members to know 
that there are some things which do cross party lines 
and other differences. We want him to know that we 
share in his grief and glory in his spirit, enabling him to 
manage himself through that crisis, at this particular 
time, too, because I noticed he was out front on tele-
vision and in other meetings, Mr. Speaker, holding up 
his end with respect to his part in the Government 
Budget. 
 I want him to know that, Mr. Speaker. 
 Also, before I take my seat, I would like to be 
associated with the condolences to be sent to the 
Jones family. I too knew Mr. Jones, particularly as an 
organist, and he made an outstanding contribution to 
this community. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Barritt. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, from Paget West. Mrs. Gordon-
Pamplin has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I concur with the comments made by my hon-
ourable colleague, Mr. Barritt, who just took his seat, 
respecting the association with the condolences to the 

family of our honourable colleague, Glenn Blakeney. 
We do bear one another’s burdens in this honourable 
place, Mr. Speaker, and I think that in times such as 
these it is important to state that we do share your 
sorrow and we wish you well and comfort as you 
come to grips with the loss of a mother. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
condolences sent to the family of Althea Green, as 
well as the condolences sent to Sherwin Jones. I think 
the Honourable Member, Ms. Butterfield, associated 
me. But I just wish to say that, as a member of St. 
Paul’s, Sherwin was one who could be relied upon. 
He played the organ exceptionally well. And Cecil 
Smith is our number-one organist, and Sherwin was 
right there alongside of him. So he is going to be a 
tremendous miss to the St. Paul’s family, and I share 
in those condolences. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also ask that this Hon-
ourable House offer congratulations to a former police 
officer, former truant officer, and parent of a former 
schoolmate of mine, who has just attained his 102nd 
birthday, and that is Mr. Milton Marsh.  

It was just so warm to read the comments and 
the tributes that were paid to him by former police offi-
cer associates of his, and from people right down 
through the ages. It seems as though, notwithstanding 
at the age of 102 that he might have attained a large 
number of years, he still has all of his faculties, and is 
still a tremendous individual. So I would ask that con-
gratulations be sent because I think a milestone of 
102 years is absolutely extraordinary. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, the 
Honourable Member from Paget West. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. M. Weeks, from Pembroke East Central. Minister 
Weeks has the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 First, I would like to associate myself with the 
condolences sent to my honourable colleague, Mr. 
Glenn Blakeney. 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, I would like a letter of con-
gratulations to be sent to Ms. Marlene Smith, one of 
my constituents in constituency number 16, Pembroke 
East Central, a constituency which I serve humbly, but 
proudly.  

Ms. Marlene Smith was awarded a drum ma-
jor award this past weekend. I would just want to say 
a few things about her. She is a mother, foster 
mother, grandmother, great-grandmother, but she has 
long been associated with being a community worker, 
and she has the distinguished reputation of signing up 
the most people in and around constituency number 
16, not only for the party, but to make them registered 
voters. So again, Mr. Speaker, a letter of congratula-
tions can be sent out to Ms. Marlene Smith. 
 Thank you. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Weeks. 
 I was looking for somebody else, but they 
changed their mind. 
 I now recognise Minister De Silva, Z. De Silva 
from Southampton East Central. 

Minister De Silva, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
condolences to my honourable colleague Mr. Glenn 
Blakeney with the passing of his mother. And I too will 
say that I take my hat off to the Honourable Member 
for giving such an enlightening eulogy and over the 
history that he gave us with regard to his mother and 
his relationship with her.  

Of course, I know the Honourable Mr. Barritt 
said he did not want to embarrass him. I do not know 
if it is an embarrassment, but his mother nicknamed 
him Poochie at an early age, Mr. Speaker. Some of us 
call him Poochie until today, and we will continue to 
do so. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Indeed, yes, indeed. 
 
The Speaker: That sounds like an endearment. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker, it cer-
tainly, certainly is. 
 Also I would like to . . . Even though the Hon-
ourable Member Mr. Weeks mentioned the fact that 
his constituent, Ms. Marlene Smith, was one of the 
drum major awardees at our 48th PLP Founders Day 
Drum Major Awards, we had several more that I would 
certainly like to send congratulations to. And they are 
none other than Mr. Kenneth Bartram; Dr. Melvyn 
Bassett, whom I have a long relationship with. He 
taught my brother when he attended Sandys Secon-
dary School. And of course, they are doing great 
things up in the West End with regard to the Sandys 
360 and their programme there, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Sam Maybury, who Dame Jennifer Smith 
gave some congratulatory remarks to earlier. Of 
course, I have a history with Mr. Maybury as well—
taught my daughter, was one of the teachers along 
with Steve Bean and Ricky Mallory who taught my 
daughter, Mr. Speaker. She went on to become (and I 
have to declare my interest, I guess)—she was num-
ber one player for about 10 years, Mr. Speaker, in the 
tennis arena. So Sammy certainly deserves all of the 
credit he gets.  

If you have ever been to Port Royal on a 
weekend, Mr. Speaker, he has—oh, I do not know 
how many—children running around the courts. So 
certainly he has paid his dues and deserves all the 
congratulations he gets. 

 Last, but not least, Mr. Speaker, Bermuda 
Reserve Police also were one of the awardees, and 
certainly I do not have to speak too much about the 
important role that the Reserve Police play in Ber-
muda. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Butler, from Warwick North East. The Honourable 
Member, Mr. Butler, has the floor. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: One, two, three, four! Ladies 
and gentlemen, appearing tonight at the Bermudiana 
Hotel, Angles Grotto and Ecarte Club, Mr. Graham 
Bean!  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Minister, where are we going? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: I want to say something very 
profound, Mr. Speaker. We have lost a balladeer su-
preme. 
 
The Speaker: Well, we must not introduce it like that. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Then, Mr. Speaker, freedom of 
speech, Mr. Speaker. 
 Known as an outstanding calypsonian, a bal-
ladeer none could compare with, one who could hop 
and jive and move to Duke Ellington’s “Take the A 
Train.” Who am I talking about, Mr. Speaker? None 
other—unfortunately, we have lost him—Graham 
Bean. Known to Bermuda, Moira and Graham per-
formed throughout the Island, establishing themselves 
as one of the lead groups in Bermuda. And so, Mr. 
Speaker, with those exciting remarks, for a man who 
lived a great life and presented to our tourists and lo-
cals alike an outstanding musical tribute, I ask that the 
House send to his family our deepest condolences. 

Graham Bean had the great fortune of being 
inducted into the Bermuda Hall of Fame, and at that 
time we learned a tremendous amount about his out-
standing contribution to Bermuda’s rich musical heri-
tage—and that is where I was going. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Butler. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Lister, from Sandys North Central. Mr. D. Lister has 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will try not to bring the enthusiasm that my 
cousin just delivered, but I will tone it down a little, for 
you. 
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 Mr. Speaker, I rise first to be associated with 
some of the earlier remarks that have been ex-
pressed, mainly the condolences to our colleague, Mr. 
Blakeney. And yes, I knew him as Poochie the whole 
time we were in school. I had almost forgot that Glenn 
was his name. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Yes, we never knew it. It was 
always Poochie. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: But also, to the condolences 
that have been expressed to the Wilson family, to the 
Cann family, and to the Ratteray family. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I would also ask that we 
send condolences to the family of the late Walter Bai-
ley. Mr. Bailey was laid to rest in January. Mr. Bailey 
was a longstanding member of the Sandys commu-
nity. He had been a prison officer for numerous years.  

Having retired from the prison service, he 
opened up the Sandys Cleaners in Somerset. And he 
had done a great service in the community by provid-
ing the business service, but also through his other 
community actions that he had taken. He had been 
involved with our branch in the community and had 
lent great support in that area. So I would ask that 
condolences be sent to his wife and children, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, whilst on my feet, I would also 
like to send recognition to one of the institutions over-
seas that have served our students well. I am sure 
one institute you will be well aware of, Mr. Speaker. 
And I am speaking of none other than Oakwood Uni-
versity. 

Last month, they installed their 13th president, 
Dr. Leslie Pollard. And I want to have congratulations 
sent to Dr. Pollard. I have known Dr. Pollard for a 
number of years. He and my wife were actually 
classmates when they were attending Oakwood as 
students. He has spent probably the last 30-plus 
years as an outstanding leader, not only in the church, 
but in the field of education as well. In fact, he was 
here last summer as the keynote speaker for our an-
nual camp meetings in his community, and he, once 
again, did an outstanding job in that regard. But I 
would like to have us recognise him and wish him well 
in his endeavours as he continues to lead that fine 
institution from further strength to strength. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. D. P. Lister. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Ms. 
Foggo, from St. David’s, Government Whip. 
 Ms. Foggo, you have the floor. 
 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise to make condolences to the Burchall 
family, a very large, well-established and well-known 
family in the islands of St. David’s. I believe Ms. Bur-
chall passed away yesterday. She for many years 
worked in St. George’s at what was then known as 
Outerbridge Grocery Shop. Now it is known as So-
mers. And she will be missed by many St. Georgians, 
as well as St. David’s islanders. 
 I would like to also make congratulatory re-
marks and piggyback on Dame Jennifer’s congratula-
tory remarks for Purvis Elementary School. Being a 
former educator myself, it would be remiss if I did not 
send out congratulatory remarks to that school, be-
cause for many years I served as a judge going 
around to many schools on the Island judging the Sci-
ence Fairs.  

And I can echo Dame Jennifer’s sentiments 
when she said the Science Fair was of an extremely 
high calibre, because indeed that has always been my 
experience when I do travel around to our Govern-
ment schools, and even the private schools, judging 
fairs. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that is all I had to say for 
today. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Whip. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Minister M. Scott, from Sandys North. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, now that all of the Members of 
the Sandys constituency have stood, it is noteworthy 
that they have all made reference to that very noble 
gentleman that we have lost, Mr. Leon Wilson. 

But before I pay tribute to him, may I also pay 
tribute to my colleague, the humble Minister of Youth 
and Family and Sport, Glenn Blakeney, on the loss of 
his mother, and to offer my sincere condolences as a 
colleague and brother of his. 

But in relation to the other offers of condo-
lences in the House this morning, sir, may I also be 
associated with the condolences offered to the Jones 
family on the loss of Mr. Sherwin Jones and the Cann 
family, especially to the widow of Durward Cann, for-
mer nurse Moira Cann. 

But back to Leon Wilson, with whom I sang in 
the Allen Temple Senior Choir, where Leon Wilson 
was a very powerful, supportive member of the bass 
section of the choir. He sang and ministered and en-
joyed the services and sermons delivered from where 
he sat almost up to the day of his passing. We all 
knew that he was struggling with illness. And yet he 
was a man, a gentleman. I regarded Leon as one of 
the angels in our choir. And I was deeply moved and 
saddened by his passing.  
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I certainly wish for the president of the choir, 
his wife, and widow now, Sylvia, and to all of the chil-
dren, my condolences and those of my family. Greg-
ory Wilson paid a wonderful tribute to his father at the 
funeral service at Allen Temple. And we shall all miss 
Leon Wilson. 

Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Scott, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Sandys North. 
 Any further? 
 No? Do you yield to the Premier? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. G. 
Blakeney. 
 Minister Blakeney, you have the floor, from 
Devonshire North Central. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would just like to, first off, on behalf of my 
family and myself, thank all of my colleagues and the 
public at large who came out in honour of my mother 
during her home-going service. Thank you all very 
much. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to congratulate Mr. 
Aaron Evans. Two weeks ago, Aaron Evans had been 
suffering with flu for two weeks, when he got up off his 
sick bed to establish a new indoor record in the 800 
metres for his university, the University of Georgia, as 
well as a record here in Bermuda. He ran a time of 1 
minute 48.7 seconds in breaking the record, which 
was formerly held by a fellow Bermudian, Steve Bur-
gess, who has described Aaron Evans as “our next 
great track athlete.” 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, a young, upcoming soccer 
star, Mr. Reo Russell, is deserving of the most pro-
found congratulations. He plays for North Village 
Community Club in their under-8 football team.  

Reo demonstrated a strong community spirit 
recently, beyond his tender age, by undertaking an old 
football boot drive, whereby he collected old football 
boots for less-fortunate boys and girls in Haiti. His tar-
get was 100 pairs of old football boots. He met that 
and actually surpassed it. But that is the kind of com-
munity spirit, at that tender age, that is, I think, more 
warranted in this community in being more sensitive to 
the human condition, especially for those who are less 
fortunate than us. And Reo has been exemplary in his 
demonstration of such character and consideration 
beyond his young, tender age of eight. 

Also, eight persons qualified for the CARIFTA 
Games this year, to be posted in Jamaica. They are 
Henry Stevens Carty, Shaquille Dill, who have quali-
fied for the Under 20 Boys 800-metres. Kyrah Scrad-
ers has qualified for the Under 17 Girls 800-metres 
and 1,500-metres, while Quassie Douglas has quali-
fied for the Under 17 Girls 1,500-metres. Victoria 
Clarke qualified for the 100-metre Under 17 Girls; 
Bruce Degrilla and Chas Smith qualified for the Under 
17 Boys Long Jump; and Karim Creary has qualified 

for the Under 17 Boys 400-metres. I would like this 
Honourable House to extend congratulations on meet-
ing the qualifying standards, and to also wish them the 
very best in their competitive endeavours during the 
CARIFTA Games 2011 in Jamaica. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney, the 
Honourable Member from Devonshire North Central. 

Any further speakers? 
I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 

Member, Minister P. Cox. 
Madam Premier, you have the floor. 
 

Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, first, I would like to associate 

myself with the remarks of Parliamentary colleagues 
in giving their condolences to the Honourable Minister 
Glenn Blakeney. He certainly typifies “one for all and 
all for one” as, notwithstanding his own very personal 
tragic loss of his mom, has not deterred him from car-
rying out and discharging his ministerial duties. And 
that is certainly to be commended. 

I also, Mr. Speaker, would like to acknowl-
edge and commend the young civic-minded students 
at Gilbert Institute and their teachers, who are here in 
the gallery today. They have spent some of the morn-
ing down at Cabinet Office getting a little bit of a tour. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I rather flatter myself and say that 
when I took a picture with them outside of this Hon-
ourable House, I think because I had on grey, you 
might not even be able to tell who was a student and 
who was not. 

 
[Laughter] 

 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: But in any event, Mr. Speaker, I 
think that when we have young people who take an 
interest in civic responsibilities and what goes on at 
the House, we must salute them. 

Mr. Speaker, I should also like to commend 
the Centre on Philanthropy. They celebrated last night 
their 20th anniversary, and, recognising that we do 
have to sow seeds for the future, they also gave out a 
number of awards. The Young Philanthropist of the 
Year went to Ms. Mariangela Bucci from BHS. The 
Honourable Member who speaks for the other side, 
particularly as the Whip, the Honourable Cole Simons, 
who was in attendance, also wishes to be associated 
with those congratulations to the Centre on Philan-
thropy. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
 

PRIMARY 5 FROM GILBERT INSTITUTE 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier. 

Any further speakers? 
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No further speakers. 
Before we move on, I wish to . . . The Premier 

high-jacked it just now. I wish to acknowledge and 
recognise the presence of Primary 5 from Gilbert Insti-
tute. They are here with their teachers, Mrs. Telford, 
Mrs. Brown. 

Please stand and let us have a look at you. 
 

[Desk thumping] 
 

The Speaker: Thank you. We hope that you will enjoy 
your visit to Parliament as you see your Members of 
Parliament carrying out their responsibility. 

I have now caught the eye of Mr. T. Lister, 
Minister Lister from Sandys South. 

Minister? 
 

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, with your permis-
sion. 

I rise to address a story published on the front 
page of the Bermuda Sun newspaper today. 
 

STATEMENT BY MINISTERS AND/OR 
JUNIOR MINISTERS 

 
STATEMENT PUBLISHED IN BERMUDA SUN 

CONCERNING BUSES ON BERMUDA’S ROADS 
 
The Speaker: The Minister wishes to make a Ministe-
rial Statement. 

 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes. I was not ready at the 
time. 

 
The Speaker: Yes. Permission has been granted, 
before we carry on. 

Carry on, Minister. 
 

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you.  
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I apologise to the 

House because I was not able to get ready at the ap-
propriate time. But I have been given permission to go 
on. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to address a story pub-
lished on the front page of the Bermuda Sun newspa-
per today that is alarmist, irresponsible, and continues 
misinformation from anonymous sources. A reporter 
at the Bermuda Sun sent an e-mail to our Ministry 
mid-afternoon, approximately 2:28 pm yesterday, 
seeking answers to some 20 questions. The reporter 
indicated that the story would run today. As we are in 
the process of preparing for Budget, expecting a re-
sponse at a turn on a dime is totally unacceptable. 

The Editor of this newspaper received a re-
sponse from my Public Affairs Officer asking that the 
story not be published until the Ministry had the oppor-
tunity to prepare a quality response to the questions. 
The Sun inquiry contained many allegations that I will 
address later this evening in the Motion to Adjourn. 

The story has been published before facts 
could be checked by the newspaper itself, and is likely 
to cause unwarranted alarm to the commuting public 
with claims and buses are operating that should not 
be on the road. This is false. There are no unsafe 
buses operating on our roads. This type of tabloid 
journalism cannot be allowed to continue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have worked well with the 
press for many years. However, I intend to lodge a 
complaint with the Media Council, as the Sun news-
paper sent a litany of claims and allegations to the 
Ministry with insufficient time to respond. 

On launching the Media Council Code of 
Conduct, it was promised that this would usher in a 
new era of heightened responsibility and accountabil-
ity. Mr. Speaker, today’s story flies in the face of that 
comment. As I mentioned previously, I intend to ad-
dress this matter more fully during the Motion to Ad-
journ. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Lister. 
We will move on. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR  
THE ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT  
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 

 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 

 
NOTICES OF MOTIONS 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 

 
ORDERS OF THE DAY 

 
The Speaker: That brings us now to the Orders of the 
Day. 

The first Order, Order Number 1 on the Order 
Paper, is Consideration of the Motion for the Approval 
of the Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for the 
Year 2011 to 2012, Together with the Budget State-
ment and Support Thereof. 
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I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Devonshire North West, Madam Pre-
mier. Madam Premier has the floor. 
 

MOTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF THE ESTI-
MATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE FOR 

2011 TO 2012 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the Estimates of Reve-
nue and Expenditure for the Year 2011–2011 be ap-
proved. 

 
The Speaker: Any objection? 

Agreed to. 
 

[Motion carried: Estimates of Revenue and Expendi-
ture for the Year 2011/11approved] 

 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. E. T. Richards, from Devonshire East, 
Shadow Minister of Finance. Mr. Richards has the 
floor. 

 
OPPOSITION’S REPLY TO 2011/12 BUDGET 

STATEMENT 
 

Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you very 
much, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues and I had hoped 
to come to this Honourable House this morning in 
support of a Government Budget that had set the 
country on a path to economic recovery. 

Never before in living memory have circum-
stances so warranted “bold decisive action on the part 
of government,” (end quote) as the Premier and Fi-
nance Minister promised in her Budget Statement last 
week. 

Latest figures on the Island’s gross domestic 
product—an indicator of our standard of living—
showed a contraction of 8.1 per cent, a calamitous 
drop affecting all sectors of the economy. 

At a jobs fair last week, 835 people showed 
up for 155 jobs. Unemployment, unknown for genera-
tions, has become a fact of daily life for thousands. 
Retail sales have fallen for 32 consecutive months. 
Nowhere is the reality of this devastating statistic 
more apparent than in St. George’s where shop clo-
sures give it the feel of a commercial ghost town. 

Tourism air arrivals are at their lowest in more 
than 40 years, and Bermuda’s hotel sector hangs by a 
thread, with the gleaming new Belmont/Newstead 
properties in receivership and promised new devel-
opments unable to break ground. 

Public debt doubled this past year to more 
than $1 billion. The Government has set aside $70 
million just to pay the interest this coming year. That is 
more than $180,000 a day. 

Mr. Speaker, in the face of this economic cri-
sis, we expected the Government to come forward 
with a plan to grow jobs, grow income, and restore 
some level of public confidence that it understands 
what it is doing. But it did not—clearly. In a poll con-
ducted this week, more than 70 per cent of respon-
dents could not bring themselves to say they had con-
fidence in the Government’s ability to improve the 
economy—a devastating judgment. 

We give credit to Premier Cox for finally rec-
ognising the severity of the Island’s economic chal-
lenges. This represents a step forward for a Govern-
ment that for years has shown indifference to the 
needs of the economy and the consequences of their 
actions. 

In light of this, Mr. Speaker, a question must 
be asked: How can a Government leader spend so 
much time in her Budget Statement outlining the 
“gloomy economic picture” before us and not put for-
ward a plan to deal with it? You can argue all you 
want to the contrary, but this Budget Statement is not 
a plan. It provides no real direction and few concrete 
steps that give hope recovery is within reach. 

We were prepared to accept, as the Premier 
said, that “there is no silver bullet” and that “sound 
policies . . . will take time to become effective.” But 
there is a strange emptiness at the centre of her 
Statement that seeks to pacify rather than inspire. So, 
I return to our question: Why, in the face of unprece-
dented decline and dislocation in the Bermuda econ-
omy, has Premier Cox not laid down even the sem-
blance of a plan to address the challenges? 

Mr. Speaker, the only answer we can come 
up with is that this is an election budget—a budget 
designed not to rehabilitate, but to sedate, to keep 
people thinking all is fine, even as the ground they are 
standing on is quaking. It is on this point that we har-
bour doubts about motivations and loyalty to country. 
Because it appears this Government is once again 
putting politics before national interest. This is not the 
first time. Just look back to the former Premier’s cam-
paigns to divide Bermudians for political gain. The 
difference this time is that the stakes are so high, in 
the form of jobs, income, and opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, this Budget is nothing more than 
a plan to avoid a plan. It is not good enough. Ber-
mudians must ask themselves if, in the present cir-
cumstances, they want a government that avoids 
governing. And they should do so with the awareness 
that so much in our daily lives rests on a sound econ-
omy: career, home life, education, public safety, rec-
reation, and peace of mind. 

Instead of careful planning, we are getting 
careful calculation. We say that this is manifestly not 
the time to play politics. The Bermuda economy is in 
decline. Corrective action is needed now; not some-
time down the road, not sometime after an election. 

Mr. Speaker, in the absence of a real plan by 
the Government, we will review economic conditions 
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overseas and here at home and then put forward our 
thinking on what Bermuda needs to do to reverse de-
clines and return jobs, income, and opportunity to the 
economy. 

 
GLOBAL CONDITIONS 

 
Since my report last year, there have been 

some stabilising signs on the global economic front, 
particularly in the US, but that stability has been at a 
level that cannot, on its own, assure a return to a 
normal growth picture. But there are glimmers of 
hope. The blue line in Figure 1 shows employment 
level trends in manufacturing in the US. Employment 
in manufacturing has clearly bottomed and is advanc-
ing. The red line, Initial Unemployment Insurance 
Claims, which is an indicator of new job losses, 
peaked in 2009 and is now on a falling trend, showing 
a sharp decline in fresh layoffs. While both trends are 
positive, these levels are consistent with the 1991 and 
post-9/11 recessionary levels. 

So, while this is an improvement, we are still 
not out of the woods yet. 

The graph in Figure 2 shows the trends in US 
Consumer Confidence. As consumer spending com-
prises about 70 per cent of the US GDP, consumer 
confidence is critical to economic recovery. Like the 
previous chart, consumer confidence has rebounded 
from the lows of 2009, but has levelled off at levels 
consistent with the last two recessions. This can only 
be described as lukewarm encouragement for our 
tourist industry. 

One critical sector is housing, so brutally hit 
by the recession. Figure 3 clearly shows that, nation-
ally, homes have finally stopped losing their value, as 
the graph has returned to a positive territory. This is a 
positive indicator and one we will watch closely. If it 
can be sustained, it will be an underpinning for im-
proved consumer confidence and spending, as the 
home is the average family’s largest asset. 

Consumer behaviour depends on the avail-
ability of consumer and business credit. We reported 
to this House last year that US banks were not lend-
ing. Unfortunately, a full year later, the situation has 
not changed very much in spite of the hundreds of 
billions of dollars being infused into the banking sys-
tem by the Federal Reserve.  

Figure 4 shows trends in the ratio of US bank 
loans to deposits. Banks are still not prepared to take 
the kinds of risks by lending to customers who used to 
be considered “normal” just three years ago. Authori-
ties will try to persuade banks to loosen credit re-
quirements to stimulate a full recovery in consumer 
spending. 

While the US stock market soared in 2010, it 
is not because the US has entered a “post-
recessionary period,” as Bermuda’s Minister of Fi-
nance asserted in last year’s Throne Speech. The 
stock market rose because of other factors related to 

profit recovery and low interest rates. A lot of that re-
turn to profitability is a result of firing workers and 
slashing other costs. This is not sustainable. While the 
stock market has clawed its way back to pre-
recession levels, the real economy has not. Stock 
prices can be volatile and are not to be relied upon for 
the purposes of assessing the economic environment 
relevant to Bermuda’s future. 

However, the improvement of corporate prof-
its is a good leading indicator because business con-
fidence must precede the decision to add more staff to 
a company’s roster, so in that respect we are laying 
the foundation for a recovery, but the recovery is not 
really here yet. 

In the United States, control of the House of 
Representatives shifted from the Democrats to the 
Republicans. This raises the possibility—or, I should 
say, hope—that Bermuda may be less in the cross-
hairs of the US tax vigilantes who blame offshore fi-
nancial centres for their economic woes, particularly 
their budget deficits. 

Mr. Speaker, I have concentrated my analysis 
on the United States of America, but another signifi-
cant risk to the global recovery is centred on Europe. 
EU members Greece, Portugal, Italy, Spain, and Ire-
land are all countries in financial difficulty. The prob-
lems of these countries could be transmitted to the 
rest of the world via the collapse of the global market 
for their debt. The failure to bring order to this situation 
poses a risk to the global recovery. 

In a recent statement to the World Economic 
Forum in Davos, Switzerland, Mr. Timothy Geithner, 
US Treasury Secretary, summed it up by saying, and I 
quote: “There’s much more confidence now that we’ve 
got a sustainable expansion. It’s not a boom. It’s not 
an expansion that’s going to offer a rapid decline in 
unemployment.” 

We should conclude that, while the external 
environment has stabilised and is slowly improving, no 
immediate snap-back in demand for the services 
Bermuda sells to the world should be expected. With 
any luck we might see marginal improvement later this 
year and a little more next year. 

Mr. Speaker, the question is, How does this 
slowly improving global economic environment impact 
Bermuda? 

It is important for Bermudians to recognise 
that economic storms are like hurricanes, in that they 
are natural occurrences. Hurricanes occur because of 
excess heat. The hurricane dissipates that heat. Re-
cessions also come about because of excesses: ex-
cess production, excess debt, excess prices, excess 
costs and inefficiencies. Recessions are harsh, but 
the net effect is to bring these excesses back into 
equilibrium. The company—or the country—that 
comes out of a recession on top is the one best able 
to curb those excesses as well as to inject that magi-
cal ingredient called innovation! 
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Can Bermuda meet this challenge? That, Mr. 
Speaker, is the question. 

 
THE DOMESTIC ECONOMY 

 
All economic indicators confirm what, by now, 

everybody knows, that Bermuda is in recession the 
likes of which no one under 70 years old can remem-
ber. The depth of the decline is breathtaking and re-
veals itself in lay-offs and lost jobs, shrinking pay-
cheques and business closures, mortgage defaults 
and unpaid bills, stress in the home and anxiety about 
the future. This is the human cost of an economic 
challenge made much worse by the Government’s 
failure to do what is necessary to keep this economy 
ticking over. 

Last year we spent quite a bit of time showing 
evidence of oncoming economic conditions. Instead of 
reviewing all the available statistics, this year our in-
tention is to turn more attention to finding ways out of 
this quagmire. 

However, there are a few important data 
points of which to take note. 

The Bermuda economy fell by 8.1 per cent in 
2009. Contrary to the Finance Minister’s assertion in 
her Budget Statement, it was the worst performance 
in our peer group and also worse than major econo-
mies. However, the impact was not uniform across all 
sectors. Figure 5 shows the impact of the recession 
on key sectors. Banking was hit hardest, reflecting the 
difficulties at Butterfield Bank and the loss of wealth 
for shareholders. Tourism and Construction were the 
next two, respectively. 

It is important to note that all sectors that earn 
foreign exchange—the lifeblood of the Island’s econ-
omy—were down. The only sector to rise in 2009 was 
Government, which is a consumer of foreign ex-
change. 

The change in Hamilton over the past six [sic] 
years is reflected in Figure 6, Retail Sales. Shops that 
still survive are not busy, not even during the summer 
tourist season. The relentless 32-month downward 
track of retail sales is a result of two overriding factors: 
fewer visitors to the Island and fewer guest workers 
living in the Island. You cannot have increased retail 
sales if you have fewer and fewer potential customers. 

Figure 7 shows the trend in new exempted 
company incorporations. It is important for Bermudi-
ans to appreciate that exempted companies come and 
go; so, in order to grow our economy, we must con-
stantly be looking to form new ones. Unfortunately, 
the chart shows that, after a peak during the summer 
of 2008, new incorporations are on a downward trend. 
It is critical to reverse this trend, as this is our principal 
foreign exchange earning sector. 

Before we leave this section, I want to focus 
briefly on the meaning of foreign exchange and its 
absolutely critical importance to the economy and the 
everyday lives of all Bermudians. The Bermuda dollar 

has no value whatsoever beyond our shores. Coun-
tries we buy from do not accept the Bermuda dollar as 
payment. The only reason Bermuda dollars are ac-
cepted for transactions is because each one is backed 
100 per cent by a US dollar, held by the Bermuda 
Monetary Authority or a bank.  

Major foreign currencies like US Dollars, 
Pounds Sterling, Euros, and Yen are freely convertible 
into each other and, taken together, comprise “foreign 
exchange” for Bermuda. As a country that imports 
virtually everything we consume, foreign exchange is 
critical because we need to pay for those imports with 
foreign exchange. Where do we get this foreign ex-
change from? 

We either earn it from selling goods and ser-
vices to foreigners or we borrow it. But loans have to 
be repaid, so ultimately, the earning of foreign ex-
change is what we have to do to survive economically. 
Earned foreign exchange is the ultimate source of 
wealth in Bermuda. 

In recent years, these earnings have declined 
in the only two sectors that generate foreign earn-
ings—international business and tourism. These two 
sectors need to start growing again if Bermuda is to 
end its recession. 

 
EMPLOYMENT 

 
Mr. Speaker, we Bermudians are not accus-

tomed to unemployment as a fact of life in our society. 
Today it is all around us, standing as one measure of 
the Government’s competence as managers of the 
economy. But layoffs and outsourcing have been go-
ing on for some time in financial services companies, 
largely under the radar. It is not hidden anymore. Vir-
tually everybody knows someone, or is related to 
someone, who has lost his or her job. This situation 
causes enormous stress on families, particularly so in 
a country whose institutions are not really set up to 
help unemployed individuals. 

Unemployment will be an ongoing challenge 
for the foreseeable future. When the two leading law 
firms—institutions that are at the tip of the spear as it 
relates to bringing in new international business—lay 
off staff, including lawyers, you know the problems are 
serious and not merely a transient spot of bother. 

The lay-offs are the result of contractions in 
international business—something the Minister does 
not acknowledge. Her Budget statement says the re-
domiciling of Bermuda companies was having “little 
operational impact.” This is not true. As head offices 
move overseas, it is their underwriting functions that 
are being left in Bermuda. The effect of these depar-
tures narrows the number of activities carried out lo-
cally. The Bermuda economy is already too narrowly 
focused. The re-domiciling of international companies 
decreases the variety of careers available to Ber-
mudians. Not everybody wants to be an underwriter. 
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Job security, even for government workers, 
will diminish. The current practice of borrowing money 
to pay civil service salaries—a consequence of the 
Government spending more than it takes in—is un-
sustainable. Policy bungling and waste has put the 
long-term viability of public sector workers at risk. Ei-
ther that, or government services will have to be cut. 

 
HOME OWNERSHIP 

 
For most Bermudians, the Bermudian dream 

includes buying or building a home—owning a piece 
of the rock. Today, this part of the dream has become 
scary for many, for some even a nightmare. For Ber-
mudians who acquired the house during the years this 
Government stoked an overheated economy, they 
paid an extraordinarily high price for it. The average 
Bermudian has a huge amount of his or her savings 
invested in property, an investment that is often the 
result of tough sacrifices: raising huge levels of debt; 
working multiple jobs; having father, mother, and adult 
children signing the note, all to service the mortgage. 
The sacrifices made to own a piece of the rock have 
been central to the achievement of the “Bermudian 
dream” to thousands of Bermudians, especially those 
who were not born to wealth. 

Now, because of the downturn, the rental 
market is very soft and the anticipated rent to support 
their mortgage payments has to be slashed—that is, if 
they can get a tenant at all. Many people are having 
great difficulty servicing their mortgages, particularly 
those who participated in those 100 per cent mort-
gages that were on offer not long ago. Those folks 
also face the unfortunate problem whereby the house 
may actually be worth less in this market than what 
they paid for it or what they owe on it. 

While addressing this issue recently a Gov-
ernment Minister publicly declared that it was just 
“Too bad!” This was a mean-spirited statement, show-
ing total lack of empathy for homeowners and their 
Bermudian dream. 

 
COMPETITIVENESS 

 
Mr. Speaker, when a company finds that its 

products have become uncompetitive, it is usually be-
cause: 

(a) its cost structure and, therefore, its 
prices are too high; 

(b) the delivery system for getting the 
product to their customers is slower or 
less convenient than the competition; 
or 

(c) the product itself has become out of 
date or obsolete. 

To get back into the game, the company 
needs to address one or all of these issues head on. 
The same applies to countries. Bermuda is no excep-
tion. The reality today is that Bermuda has become 

uncompetitive. Its un-competitiveness is centred on 
the first two challenges: the cost/price model and de-
livery. But there are also threats looming on the third 
issue, obsolescence. 

Costs in Bermuda are always going to be high 
due to the lack of economies of scale, limited competi-
tion among service providers, and having to import 
virtually everything. The high cost of labour is a reflec-
tion of the high cost of goods and services. 

If the economy is driven too hard and demand 
far outstrips supply, then prices, labour costs, and 
profit margins swell, increasing the cost of doing busi-
ness. The thing that will suffer is our productivity, 
which is a measure of the economic value or, for the 
customer, a measure of whether they are getting 
value for the money that they spend. This is what 
happened over the past six years. We experienced a 
collapse in productivity that has made us uncompeti-
tive. The Minister of Finance did not recognise this as 
a problem when she allowed the economy to over-
heat. The subsequent slide into un-competitiveness 
has made Bermuda less attractive to people who 
spend or invest money here. 

Also, the delivery of our products has become 
inferior. Delivery is crucial because efficient delivery 
can overcome a cost/price disadvantage. In interna-
tional business we have constantly heard complaints 
about how long it takes to get things done or approved 
in Bermuda. 

We either need to get more speed out of the 
system or change the system, or both. Clearly, it is 
both. The system needs to be streamlined and made 
faster and more user friendly. Customers don’t mind 
paying more for a product if it is delivered quickly, cor-
rectly, and appreciatively. Even corporate customers 
need to feel their business is appreciated. 

The threat of obsolescence is about efforts 
depicting offshore jurisdictions such as Bermuda as 
being somehow harmful or unethical. This idea has 
gained momentum due to massive budget deficits in 
major industrial nations affected by recession. I be-
lieve this threat will recede, but it will never disappear, 
and places like Bermuda will have to be ever more 
vigilant against such threats. 

Mr. Speaker, who is our competition? In inter-
national business our principal competition is Switzer-
land, Ireland, and Cayman. In a recent 15-country 
survey that included Switzerland and Ireland, Ber-
muda was ranked to be the most costly jurisdiction in 
which to do business. 

How did we get to this unenviable position? 
Mr. Speaker, this is what happens when a 

country has poor financial leadership—leadership that 
is inept and lacking vision and intestinal fortitude. The 
inability to recognise deteriorating trends before it was 
too late; the lack of strength to say “No” when capital 
projects spin out of control; the hear-no-evil, see-no-
evil posture in the face of blatant abuses of internal 
checks and balances—abuses that have cost taxpay-
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ers many millions of dollars; the raising of taxes and 
fees at precisely the wrong time; the blinkered denial 
of the dangers of soaring public debt. This is how we 
arrived in this unenviable position. 

 
FOREIGN DEBT 

 
Mr. Speaker, in recent years we have spoken 

out repeatedly and emphatically against the unprece-
dented rise of public debt on the part of the Govern-
ment of Bermuda. As a result of overspending and 
bungling the job of “Financial Planner in Chief,” Gov-
ernment deficits have ballooned along with the public 
debt. This is a major problem for the Government as a 
whole, as it shows a clear mishandling of Government 
finances on the part of the Minister of Finance, now 
Premier. Instead of trying to solve the problem, the 
Minister has tried to pacify Bermudians with mislead-
ing comparisons with the debt-to-GDP ratios of other, 
larger countries and credit ratings. 

But justifications for our soaring debt based 
on our low debt-to-GDP ratio and credit rating do not 
hold water when applied to a small, undiversified 
economy such as Bermuda’s. Our economy will al-
ways be fragile because of its lack of diversification. 
Just look at the effect one troubled bank had on our 
GDP, making Bermuda’s performance much worse 
than our counterparts.  

The risk profile of our economy is much 
greater than those of major countries. That is why the 
Minister’s arguments using debt-to-GDP ratios are not 
just nonsense, but also disturbing if you want straight 
talk from your Government leader. But the dirty secret 
revealed in Figure 8 is that it is not only the Govern-
ment that has been living beyond its means; Bermudi-
ans, in aggregate, have been living beyond their 
means, too. 

The yellow bars show the net foreign ex-
change borrowing of the private sector. Up until 2005, 
Bermuda’s private sector had negative foreign ex-
change debt, meaning we were borrowing less Ber-
muda dollars than was in the Bermuda dollar pool. 
After that year, Bermudians began to borrow more 
money than was available in the Bermuda dollar pool, 
prompting conversions of foreign currency to Bermuda 
dollars to effect loans to locals. This makes up Ber-
muda’s private sector foreign currency debt. The 
graph shows our net foreign debt skyrocketed as pri-
vate sector borrowing increased. 

The red bars show Government debt resulting 
from public sector overspending that is now well 
known. Most Bermudians know that this situation is 
not the result of the global recession, but the result of 
the mishandling of Government finances. 

So, not only has the Government mortgaged 
the income of future generations as a result of its ex-
cessive current spending, so have we! Clearly, the 
situation is not sustainable. Remember, Bermuda has 
to earn foreign exchange from selling goods and ser-

vices to foreigners. So, not only do we have to earn 
our way out of this recession, we have to earn our 
way out of this mountain of debt, now pegged at more 
than $2.25 billion in public and private loans com-
bined. 

Mr. Speaker, how did this happen? Who knew 
about it? And why wasn’t something done before it got 
to these excessive levels? 

These data are public, gleaned from Bermuda 
Monetary Authority (BMA) releases. We in the Oppo-
sition warned about this five years ago in the other 
place, and three years ago in our Budget Reply when 
we said: “Historically, there has been a close relation-
ship between Total Bermuda Dollar Bank Deposits 
and Loans to Residents. That relationship broke down 
in mid 2004 as loans soared while Bermuda dollar 
deposits stayed relatively flat. This meant that Ber-
mudians, instead of borrowing their own money, 
started to borrow money from external sources . . . 
The Minister should immediately launch a review of 
the banks’ lending policies and their impact on the 
marketplace with a view, in due course, of releasing a 
plan as to how the Government will address the prob-
lem.” 

Mr. Speaker, nothing was done. The Govern-
ment should have been leading by example, but it is 
very difficult for Government to persuade someone 
else to control his or her spending if it is not controlling 
its own. The Government’s moral authority in this area 
had long evaporated, so they just ignored the Opposi-
tion and the problem. 

This explosion of private sector borrowing ex-
actly corresponds with the overheating of the econ-
omy—the overheating that drove property prices, 
rents, and general prices sky high, that produced a 
glut in office buildings and some types of residential 
units, that caused massive unemployment in construc-
tion, and that has rendered Bermuda so costly and 
uncompetitive today. This danger was totally missed 
by the Minister of Finance. In fact, in her Budget 
Statement three years ago, the Minister bragged her 
Government was stimulating the economy—an econ-
omy that was already overheated! 

This is how the Bermuda economy arrived at 
where it is today, in a holy mess. Bermudians need to 
connect the dots. The policy bungling and head-in-
the-sand disposition represents a serious failure of 
leadership—a failure that worsened the impact of the 
recession and diminished our economic strength. 

Mr. Speaker, they say it is not whether you 
win or lose, but how you play the game. Sometimes, if 
a team is getting badly beaten there is a temptation to 
cheat, to “move the goal posts” so the other team 
misses a few. 

Here in Bermuda, the Government is now try-
ing to “move the goal posts” as it relates to the defini-
tion of public debt. From the beginning, public debt 
has included loans owed by the Government, plus 
guarantees given by the Government. The deficits the 
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Government has accumulated caused it to raise the 
statutory debt ceiling, currently pegged at [$1.25] bil-
lion. New figures indicate the public debt will be $1.3 
billion by the end of 2012. Instead of adjusting this 
limit, the Government has chosen to “move the goal 
posts” by changing the definition of public debt to ex-
clude guarantees. This move has all the hallmarks of 
desperation. Nobody is being fooled by this attempted 
sleight of hand. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know that interest has to 
be paid on debt. Today, the Government debt requires 
it to pay interest at a rate of $181,000 a day. Our 
deepest concern with this figure is that it is an historic 
“bargain” that will not last long.  

Figure 9 shows interest rates fluctuating over 
time. The graph clearly shows that current interest 
rate levels are at an historic low—far below the 20-
year average. If interest rates were to return to their 
20-year average in five years, and assuming the in-
creased borrowing implicit in this year’s Budget, the 
interest payable of $181,000 per day would soar to-
wards $366,000 per day, or $133 million a year. 

This is one of the limbs the Government has 
put Bermuda out on. If interest rates rise, which eve-
ryone expects to happen, a significant part of every 
tax dollar raised by the Government will go to service 
its debt, leaving less and less to pay for services the 
Government provides the public and the salaries of 
civil servants. It is debt that has debilitated many 
economies around the world, and debt is debilitating 
Bermuda. 

Mr. Speaker, we are deeply troubled by the 
state of the domestic economy. The weaknesses that 
developed or deepened over the past five to six years 
represent an economy in decline, an economy that no 
longer works as well as it once did. The costs to the 
people of this country will continue to reveal them-
selves over time, but already we are witnessing a sig-
nificant loss of opportunity in the form of layoffs, out-
sourcing, and business closures, and further stress in 
the form of smaller paycheques, mortgage pressures, 
bills owing, cash-strapped charities, and growing pes-
simism about the Island’s future. We know that Ber-
mudians, nevertheless, are ready to play their part to 
get this country working again, to support leadership 
that offers them a way out. 

That is the view we took in the lead-up to the 
Premier’s Budget. Would she provide that leadership? 
Would her Budget provide direction? It was, in our 
minds, a fantastic opportunity to get Bermuda back on 
track. 

 
THE BUDGET 

 
Mr. Speaker, it is an understatement to say 

we are disappointed in the Government’s Budget. It 
offered Bermuda no plan, no direction, no vision, and 
few concrete steps that would give the country hope 

that recovery was within reach. What we got instead 
was a disturbing study in avoidance. 

It started with the Minister saying it was her 
first Budget “as Premier and Finance Minister”—a 
poor attempt to separate herself from her six-year re-
cord as Finance Minister—and continued with the 
mantra that all of Bermuda’s economic problems are 
due to the global recession. This is nothing but a cop-
out. 

The global recession certainly has made fi-
nancial stewardship more difficult, but the extent to 
which it impacts Bermuda is not a foregone conclu-
sion. The benchmark for Government’s performance 
is not the recession itself, but how the Government 
deals with all aspects of the recession. Let us take a 
look. 

Recently released data reveal deteriorating 
Government finances for the third consecutive year. 
The current account cash deficit for the fiscal year 
ending March 31, 2010, ballooned to $83.672 million, 
an unprecedented number. The current account esti-
mate for this fiscal year has been revised from a $29 
million surplus to a deficit of $67.5 million. And in the 
Budget proposed last week, the Government is fore-
casting a $30 million deficit—the first time any of us 
can remember the Government actually committing 
itself to run a deficit as a matter of policy. What this 
means is that the Government has locked itself into a 
habit of spending more than it earns. Again, it is not 
sustainable. And the cost this habit entails affects the 
Government’s ability to serve and protect people. 

One of the most remarkable features in the 
data contained in the new “Budget Book” is the reve-
nue line showing the Government’s 2010/2011 reve-
nues rose just 6.5 per cent. This meagre result stands 
against the $100 million boost the Government hoped 
to raise with its tax and fee increases last year. And it 
goes to show, as we warned last year, that raising 
taxes to net $100 million in revenue is no guarantee 
the target will be met. 

Last year’s tax increases also exacerbated 
the effect of the global recession on Bermuda’s peo-
ple. Many lost their jobs as the increase in employ-
ment costs pushed cash-strapped employers past the 
tipping point. We may never know how many people 
lost their jobs because of bad fiscal policy or how 
many would have been laid off anyway due to the re-
cession, but we do know it made an already weak 
economy weaker. That alone means the Ministry of 
Finance shares some responsibility for those job 
losses. 

This year’s U-turn on the payroll tax for em-
ployers will not bring those jobs back. The damage is 
done. It was a terrible blunder. This year’s reversal on 
tax makes one wonder if there is any fiscal strategy at 
all in the Ministry of Finance. The Minister referred to 
the need for multi-year fiscal planning, and this 
prompts us to ask for the rationale behind the plan to 
increase taxes one year, then roll them back the next. 
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It strikes us as trial and error. In Washington, it would 
be labelled flip-flop economics. Bermuda cannot af-
ford this schizophrenic approach to fiscal planning. 

While the Minister laments the demise of one 
of her favourite bookstores, the fact is that many local 
business enterprises have bitten the dust during the 
period of this tax blunder, and her actions have has-
tened their demise. Rolling back the payroll tax for 
employers will not bring those enterprises back. They 
are gone. 

The flip-flop on taxes reminds one of the 
touchstones in our approach to supervision of the 
economy: Do no harm. Careless or indifferent deci-
sion-making can do damage, as we have seen. The 
Government’s greatest power for good as stewards of 
the economy is to create conditions that can help 
businesses perform better, because it is private busi-
nesses that create jobs, put food on the table, and 
provide people with opportunities to fulfil their ambi-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, it is doubtful the about-face on 
payroll taxes will have the effect the Minister intends. 
In the first instance, the Government continues to in-
crease the tax burden on the economy, as evidenced 
by its recently approved jump in insurance sector fees 
to fund BMA expansion. In addition, the payroll tax 
issue is incidental to the central challenges facing 
Bermuda’s economy today, something the Budget 
Statement itself pays little attention to. 

Mr. Speaker, we note the Budget Books’ ex-
penditure numbers going from $1,000 million in 
2009/10 to $940 million in 2011/12. This represents a 
very substantial cut in current expenditure, but we fear 
they are no more than just numbers on a page to keep 
critics at bay. This, after all, is a Finance Minister 
whose two past directives to her colleagues to cut 
spending by 10 per cent were met with budget-busting 
spending sprees. How can we regard this latest prom-
ise to cut 15 per cent from the Budget with anything 
but great scepticism? 

While Premier Cox is new to the position of 
Premier, she has been Finance Minister for six years. 
Let us not forget it is the Finance Minister’s constitu-
tional responsibility to control government spending, 
not the Premier’s; so she cannot flee her responsibility 
for actions leading up to this moment. To attempt to 
lay the blame of last year’s tax hike on the rating 
agencies is absurd. If the Government hadn’t spent 
and borrowed so much money in the first place, the 
rating agencies would have had little leverage on 
Bermuda. So no matter how you slice it, no matter the 
excuses, ownership of that tax increase belongs to the 
Minister. The buck stops with that Honourable Mem-
ber. Accountability must start at the top! 

Between 2009 and 2010 (I think there is a 
misprint on your copy Mr. Speaker. It is 2009 and 
2010), Bermuda’s public debt increased 100 per cent, 
from $483.3 million to $969.5 million. This is a breath-
taking change and a cause for great concern, particu-

larly as it is part of an accelerating continuum that be-
gan in the Finance Minister’s first year on the job. 

The Accumulated Deficit is the difference be-
tween what the government owes and what it owns. 
Figure 10 shows that the trend of the deficit began 
long before the onset of the global recession, proving 
the Government’s finance problems cannot be blamed 
solely on the Great Recession. 

Mr. Speaker, at the core of parliamentary de-
mocracy is the public scrutiny of the common wealth, 
the people’s money. This Government has conven-
iently forgotten to bring its overspending to Parliament 
for approval. Where are the supplementary estimates 
for this year’s $83 million deficit? Why has Parliament 
not been asked to approve them? Parliamentary scru-
tiny of public spending has been disregarded repeat-
edly by the Ministry of Finance. 

In the USA, even with the trillions of dollars of 
deficits they run, their government actually shuts down 
without approval of those “supplementaries.” This is 
an indication of the respect for Congressional author-
ity over the public purse. But here we have a Gov-
ernment which shows contempt for Parliament, and 
therefore the voters, by not seeking approval of their 
elected representatives for spending beyond ap-
proved budgets. 

Mr. Speaker there’s more. This practice goes 
back many years. In the latest Consolidated Fund fi-
nancial statements, Note 13 to be precise, there is a 
schedule outlining unapproved expenditures of $189 
million going back nine years! There’s no possible 
excuse for this. Section 96(4) of the Bermuda Consti-
tution requires that a Supplementary Appropriation Bill 
be introduced into the Legislature as soon as practi-
cable after the year end. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems that there was just not 
enough time between 2002 and now to bring these 
supplementaries to Parliament. This is an outrage! It 
makes a complete mockery of the budget process, a 
process that lies at the core of our Parliamentary de-
mocracy. It is clear that this Government feels it can 
do what it likes, when it likes with taxpayers’ money, 
without reference to anyone, not even the duly elected 
representatives of the people of this country. 

In summary, Mr. Speaker, we are concerned 
that this Budget does little to meet the daunting eco-
nomic challenges facing the Island. Moreover, we are 
concerned the Government does not have the inclina-
tion, strength, or courage to step to the wicket to do 
what is right for Bermuda. The Government and its 
Budget Statement have simply failed to rise to the oc-
casion, and that is a shame. In the vacuum, we will 
put forward a plan to start rebuilding this economy and 
with it the lives of Bermudians who are suffering. 

 
THE WAY FORWARD 

 
Mr. Speaker, we see this as a time of oppor-

tunity for Bermuda. Despite the unprecedented eco-
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nomic challenges, Bermuda can use the period ahead 
to get back on the path that grows jobs, grows in-
come, and restores confidence. But first we must be 
very clear about the problems we face and what can 
be done to fix them, and then we must get to work to 
change what needs changing. 

The PLP Government’s accumulation of debt, 
now exceeding $1 billion, has severely limited the 
possibility of using deficit financing to stimulate the 
economy. In any case, deficit-financed spending will 
not have the intended effect in Bermuda. Our econ-
omy has neither size nor diversity, developed capital 
markets nor a reserve currency. Therefore, stimulus 
via deficit financing is not an effective tool for us. We 
cannot create money out of thin air to repay debts. 
The necessity to import virtually everything means 
that most of the capital borrowed and spent by Gov-
ernment would quickly fly out of the economy to pay 
for imports. The unavoidable fact of life for this econ-
omy is that we must repay debts with earned foreign 
exchange. 

So what can Government do? Is it powerless 
to take effective action? No. We think Government 
can do a great deal to change the current situation. 
But first, let us recognise reality. The only way to re-
start this economy is to cause the Island’s primary 
industries—international business and tourism—to 
increase the amount of foreign exchange they earn. 
Achieve that, and these industries will act like a rising 
tide, raising all ships. 

But our primary industries are not doing as 
well as they used to, and so we have to ask the ques-
tion, What is the problem? The Government would 
have Bermudians believe that all our economic prob-
lems are due to the great global recession. But the 
problems with international business and tourism ex-
isted well before the recession. 

In the insurance sector, outsourcing was tak-
ing place well before the global recession struck, and, 
similarly, initiatives to move headquarters to Europe 
were in the cards before the onset of the global down-
turn. 

Several senior executives have stated that if 
there was another major disaster that caused a short-
age of insurance capacity, Bermuda would not neces-
sarily be the preferred domicile of choice. Why is this? 

In the offshore mutual fund/hedge fund seg-
ment, incorporations of funds are rebounding in com-
peting island jurisdictions to our south, but not Ber-
muda. Why is that? 

In tourism, we have had plenty of interest, but 
no new hotel properties in many years. Why is it that 
they do not get built? 

There is evidence that 2010 was the year is-
land tourism made the turn in competing islands, but 
not here. Why? 

Mr. Speaker, in global capitalism, the role of 
the recession is to sweep away uncompetitive players, 
leaving the lean, efficient, and innovative players to 

power the economy forward to the next level. As an 
island economy, we have to decide, right here and 
right now, are we going to make ourselves lean and 
efficient and innovative, or are we to be swept away 
like last autumn’s fallen leaves? 

Warren Buffet, the world’s most famous inves-
tor, once made a statement that I think is relevant 
here. He said, “It's only when the tide goes out that 
you learn who's been swimming naked.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Everard T. (Bob) Richards: In other words, it is 
only during bad times that fundamental problems are 
laid bare for all to see. This is exactly what has hap-
pened to us. The global recession has exposed seri-
ous structural problems in the way Bermuda does 
business with the rest of the world. 

So what are these structural problems? Mr. 
Speaker, they boil down to a deceptively simple for-
mula, and the formula goes like this: Too much Red 
Tape + not enough Red Carpet = more Red Ink. 
 

RED TAPE 
 

Mr. Speaker, we are a society that has cre-
ated a regulatory environment that is deeply protec-
tionist. We have put in place a system over genera-
tions that today clogs the arteries of business, a sys-
tem that makes it difficult, time-consuming, and costly 
to get things done. It is causing us to be uncompetitive 
in the marketplaces of insurance, exempted compa-
nies, offshore funds, and tourism. 

We must seize the opportunity to turn the 
page on the old protectionist policies and structures 
that have clearly outlived their usefulness. Those poli-
cies originated during a bygone era characterised by a 
controlling oligarchy where one required permission to 
do the most mundane things. This is the red tape to 
which I refer. Such levels of government intervention 
are not appropriate in the competitive twenty-first cen-
tury, nor are they consistent with the free enterprise 
system. They are, moreover, a yoke on the industries 
we need to restore. 

Mr. Speaker, in international business, what 
are our customers very sensitive to? Government red 
tape and taxes. Instead of Bermuda being a place 
where our customers can come to get away from red 
tape, they encounter a raft of local regulations, much 
of which is the result of rules that came into being be-
fore international business even existed on the Island. 
They are a drag on their operations and contribute 
mightily to our un-competitiveness. 

There was a time when protectionism made 
sense or the regulations it gave rise to were not sig-
nificant enough to cause businesses to leave. As early 
movers in the offshore financial arena, particularly in 
insurance, there was little competition. So, our regula-
tions had to be tolerated by our customers, but not 
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anymore. Vermont and Cayman are now nipping at 
our heels in terms of numbers of captives, a sub-
sector where we used to totally dominate. What are 
they doing that we are not? 

Six decades ago, Bermuda had virtually no 
competition in island tourism, as many islands to our 
south did not even have proper airport or seaport in-
frastructure. We were about 20 years ahead, so all the 
rules we set up were to control the industry, to not let 
it overwhelm us. They were generally appropriate for 
that day—but not today. Unfortunately, much of the 
regulatory red tape is still there, faithfully executed by 
the civil service, although inappropriate for the times. 

Six decades ago, Bermuda had exchange 
control, which was the mother from which most of the 
Island’s offshore financial regulations sprung. While 
various regulations have been amended many times 
since then, requirements governing companies are 
still based on the old Exchange Control Act concepts, 
requiring foreign businesses to jump through hoops—
hoops they do not have to jump through in competing 
jurisdictions—thereby helping to make us uncompeti-
tive. 

I can hear some members thinking, Well, we 
have to protect against reputational risk! That is true. 
Bermuda’s reputation is important, and protecting it is 
equally important. But like all risks, there is a premium 
to be paid to protect against that risk. What is the 
premium Bermuda demands to insure against reputa-
tional risk? The premium is the money customers pay 
to run the Bermuda Monetary Authority and other 
Government bureaucracy that is supposed to protect 
our reputation. 

It is our customers who ultimately determine if 
the premium they pay to protect against that risk is 
good value for money or not. If they think the premium 
is too high, they go to another country. Put another 
way, if the premium results in a stagnant, uncompeti-
tive international business sector, then we, Bermuda, 
are charging too much for that insurance. 

But that is not all, because this “reputation in-
surance” is part of a package deal that comes bundled 
with other things. Bundled with that red tape is a 
highly inefficient labour market which has its own red 
tape. Regulations for labour, including work permits 
and term limits, are so intrusive, so bureaucratic and 
disruptive that some important customers have cho-
sen to move entire business units to some other coun-
try, thereby robbing multitudes of Bermudians from 
the benefit of those workers’ local spending. 

We must help Bermuda-based businesses 
become more competitive by cutting down cost and 
the red tape. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the United Bermuda 
Party’s core principles is transparency. Transparency 
helps people to see where the red tape is. The Ber-
muda Monetary Authority is certainly the most opaque 
of Government organisations. There may be a reces-
sion in Bermuda, but not at the BMA. That organisa-

tion is growing by leaps and bounds. They say it is to 
fulfil the requirements of Solvency II. I accept that. 
The BMA had six ads in the daily paper for senior po-
sitions last month. If international media reports are 
correct, that the BMA CEO’s total compensation is 
$730,000 a year, then these staff positions—directors 
and deputy directors—must cost millions in aggregate 
compensation. Our customers are paying for that. 
 

THE FALLACY 
 

Mr. Speaker, who are our customers? The 
superficial answer is international companies and 
tourists. But there is more to it than that. 

There is an underlying long-held assumption 
behind Government policy and regulation that foreign 
workers take away, or potentially take away, jobs from 
Bermudians. Now, if that theory were true, then the 
sending home of more than 3,000 guest workers 
should have produced a bonanza of opportunities for 
Bermudian workers, freeing up a multitude of jobs for 
Bermudians to fill. 

But that has not happened.  
The reality is just the opposite. The laying off 

of thousands of foreign workers has been accompa-
nied by corresponding layoffs of Bermudians. One 
cannot help but remember that when those foreign 
workers were here, there were virtually no unem-
ployed Bermudians. These facts are not merely coin-
cidental; there is a cause-and-effect relationship at 
work here. 

This recent real-world evidence indicates that 
the prevailing and long-held assumptions underlying 
Government policy towards foreign workers is flawed. 
The evidence indicates that those foreign workers 
were, in fact, in aggregate, creating jobs for Bermudi-
ans, not taking away jobs from Bermudians. They 
were not creating jobs they themselves held, but were 
creating other jobs for Bermudians as a consequence 
of living here. 

Bermuda history clearly tells us that, as a 
country, our economy has been driven by variations of 
the same economic driver for over 200 years. That 
driver has been to attract people from abroad to our 
shores, sell them a service of some sort, and use that 
foreign exchange to pay for imports and increase the 
general national wealth. 

At first, the foreigners were related to the 
Royal Navy Dockyard; later, the US bases; then, tour-
ism; and finally, personnel involved in international 
business. They all brought wealth to our Island and to 
Bermudians. These people have, therefore, all been 
Bermuda’s customers. 

 
THE RED CARPET CULTURE 

 
When did we become so foolish and xeno-

phobic as to regard our customers as threats to our 
livelihoods?  
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This could be an important opportunity for 
Bermuda. If we are to turn this recession into an op-
portunity to retool ourselves, to make the services we 
offer more competitive and attractive, to give our cus-
tomers better value for money, we had better make 
absolutely sure we identify who our customers are, 
and what services they would like from us, and at 
what price. Then we must work to satisfy those cus-
tomers.  

That is the way of the world, and we, Ber-
muda and Bermudians, are part of that world. In spite 
of Hubert Smith’s “Bermuda Is Another World” song, 
he clearly knew who his customers were. Many of us 
in this generation have lost that focus. That is the 
challenge that is before us today and the challenge 
we must meet head on if we are to grow this economy 
and get our Island back on track. 

We must treat guest workers as customers. 
Why? Because they are! As customers, we need to 
roll out the red carpet for them instead of making them 
feel unwelcome and blaming them for all our prob-
lems. 

In the February 9th edition of the Royal Ga-
zette, a prominent Bermudian businessman stated 
that the decision to set up a business in Bermuda in-
cluded more than just the numbers, but also how their 
staff were treated. He said, and I quote: “Are they 
made to feel welcome or not? Are their contributions 
valued and appreciated? Respected? Do they feel 
safe? . . . We have allowed a sentiment to exist that 
international companies and expatriates are not wel-
come in Bermuda.” 

In an unrelated article on another day, the 
chairman of a large international company—an ex-
pat—said Bermuda should not regard business as a 
“source of evil.” Such words do not emerge in a vac-
uum. They are particularly disturbing because they 
indicate the country’s official attitude has been unwel-
coming. 

Mr. Speaker, both comments reflect the an-
tithesis of the red carpet culture we need to roll out to 
our customers, not just in the halls of Government, but 
Island wide. The welcome mat should be put out at 
the airport where guest workers have complained 
about the official reception. Airport staff need to be 
sensitised to the fact that incoming visitors and guest 
workers are Bermuda’s customers, and the impor-
tance of first impressions. We must make it a positive 
one. 

Our whole Government regulatory infrastruc-
ture is riddled with rules and requirements that make 
our customers feel unwelcome. That is where our 
competition is beating us to the punch and snatching 
our lunch. 

Mr. Speaker, the United Bermuda Party is 
not—I repeat, not—advocating the abolition of work 
permits and the abandonment of the principle that 
Bermudians come first when it comes to job applica-
tions. That is a principle that must remain inviolate. 

But an appreciation of the role guest workers play in 
our community must precede necessary changes in 
the bureaucracy that affects them. We must remove 
any red tape that has no real practical purpose. 

It is unmistakably clear that the Immigration 
and Protection Act and its practical applications need 
urgent revision. Work permits take too long to be ap-
proved, even though approval is far faster than it used 
to be. Our competition is still beating us to the punch. 

The term limit policy creates huge levels of 
uncertainty in the minds of our customers and, as we 
have stated in this House before, uncertainty is the 
enemy of business. Planning for the future is uncer-
tain enough. Add politically inspired uncertainty, and 
that is more than enough to cause a customer to try 
somewhere else. The number of exceptions Govern-
ment has granted to the term limit rule is so large it 
indicates the concept is fatally flawed. Even if an ex-
tension to someone’s tenure is granted, it is just an-
other piece of Government red tape that our custom-
ers have to endure. 

Instead of merely wishing, hoping, and waiting 
for the global cycle to turn, like the Ministry of Finance 
is doing, we can act now to fix these structural prob-
lems. To restart economic growth, we need to address 
these structural problems. 
 

WHAT WE WOULD DO 
 

Mr. Speaker, we have said before, but it bears 
repeating: There is no way that the Bermuda economy 
and its public finances would be in the predicament 
they are in if this Government were under the guid-
ance of the United Bermuda Party. 

We have a fundamentally different approach 
to the people’s business, based on prudence, realism, 
and family values such as living within one’s means, 
the judicious use of debt, and responsible judgment. 

Our budgeting principles are simple, but 
sound, and we have said this before: 

1. Be realistic. Do not try to wish or spin away 
the facts. 

2. Do no harm. Do not make things worse by our 
own actions. 

3. Minimise the impact on those most vulnerable 
in our society. 

4. Manage Government spending with utmost 
care and in relation to resources available. 

5. Sustain, help, and protect sectors that gener-
ate foreign exchange and jobs, sectors that 
are vital to generate growth in the future. 
 
I want to focus briefly on the first principle—

being realistic—because it lays bare a major differ-
ence between us and the Government. 

The bulk of this Reply to the Budget has fo-
cused on the need to re-set the way Bermuda con-
ducts business. We did so because what we are doing 
as a country is no longer working. If we continue the 
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way we are going, today’s troubles will seem mild by 
what could come. We believe we are in the midst of a 
national economic crisis that calls for unshackled 
thinking to find a way forward for the country. 

The Premier’s Budget Statement has none of 
that. Yes, there are words about the need to re-tool, 
but there is no plan. Yes, there are words about re-
setting the dials, but there is no plan. Instead, the 
Government appears to be wishing, hoping, and wait-
ing for the global cycle to turn. Well, Mr. Speaker, 
anybody can do that. 

What Bermuda needs is a Government that 
can make a positive difference in the economic life of 
the country and its people. The Government appears 
to want to sit this trial out, but the people of Bermuda 
cannot afford such passivity in the face of adversity. 
Bermudians can at least rely on my colleagues and 
me, with the few resources at our disposal, to fight for 
Bermuda. 

The following section outlines some of the 
steps we would take to get this economy on a sounder 
footing: 

 
CUT RED TAPE 

 
Mr. Speaker, the urgent need to cut Govern-

ment red tape is not unique to Bermuda, although I 
can think of no other place where it is more crucial in 
terms of restarting economic growth. Red tape has 
become an integral part of our economy, much like 
barnacles on the bottom of a boat. The time has come 
to get rid of it. 

We propose the creation of something called 
a SAGE Commission (SAGE stands for Spending and 
Government Efficiency), whose purpose would be to: 

1. streamline government processes; 
2. improve delivery of services; 
3. make government more efficient, more cost-

effective, and more transparent; 
4. examine ways to make Government more 

user-friendly and accountable. 
 
The experience with such commissions in the 

United States is that they work best when their mem-
bers are comprised not of civil servants, but rather a 
combination of experienced public and private mem-
bers. Moreover, the commission chair should be 
someone who is widely seen as politically independ-
ent, yet knowledgeable of the policy-making process. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons we are be-
coming uncompetitive in international business is that 
the company incorporation and registration process is 
too bureaucratic relative to other countries. In Ber-
muda, the vetting of companies and their beneficial 
owners, including anti-money-laundering screening, is 
performed twice: once by the introducing law firm and 
a second time by the BMA. This wastes precious time 
and money. In today’s world there is no valid reason 
to perform this function twice. 

A more efficient system would have the intro-
ducing law firm perform this screening and vetting, as 
they do now, but have the regulator, whether it be the 
BMA or some Bar Council regulator, oversee the law 
firms, including periodic inspections, to ensure com-
pliance with vetting, screening, and anti-money-
laundering standards and procedures. This concept is 
already employed with the regulation of registered 
investment firms and insurance firms. In this way the 
BMA would not have to duplicate the exact same ac-
tivities performed in the law firm. We could come in 
line with our competitors who do not duplicate the vet-
ting procedure. 
 

REFORM TERM LIMITS 
 

Term limits have been a major irritant for in-
ternational business, driving uncertainty, increasing 
costs, generating ill will, hurting recruitment, and mak-
ing competing jurisdictions more attractive to existing 
and potential customers. Government sticks stub-
bornly to the policy, but extends term limits or waives 
them in 70 per cent of applications. In spite of this re-
cord, Government requires everyone to apply, creat-
ing unnecessary levels of uncertainty and red tape for 
company managers, and angst for employees. 

Bermuda needs to bring commonsense and 
clearer thinking to the issue. The policy needs to be 
managed in a way that serves Bermuda’s best inter-
est. Current practise is not doing that. The policy mer-
its a formal review, but we would waive term limit re-
quirements for occupations and positions that histori-
cally receive 90 per cent approval. 
 

LEAD BY EXAMPLE; CUT PAY FOR MINISTERS 
 

The Government has leaned on unionised 
workers to agree to overtime bans to keep its costs 
under control. The unions have agreed, sacrificing, as 
the Premier said in her Budget Statement, “for the 
greater good of the community.” We disagree with this 
initiative in one important respect: The Government 
should not be asking workers to lead the way in cost-
cutting without first leading by example. This is an is-
sue of fairness and leadership. 

And so we renew our call on the Premier to 
impose a pay cut for all Government Ministers and 
Members of Parliament. A cut of 10–15 per cent 
would signal an all-important commitment to shared 
sacrifice—something that would be viewed positively 
by the wider community, whose support will be 
needed for further belt-tightening measures. 
 

STIMULATE, WHERE POSSIBLE, TO KEEP  
BERMUDA WORKING 

 
Government can do a lot to stimulate eco-

nomic activity without spending additional, unbud-
geted funds. We would issue directives to ensure: 
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• Vendors are paid within 30 days. 
• Planning is fast-tracked to get jobs-producing 

projects off the ground. 
• At least 20 per cent of Government spending 

on goods and services is directed to small 
businesses, which we know are struggling. 
That is tens of millions of dollars going to 
businesses that can use the work and the 
money to hire workers and grow their opera-
tions. 
 
Each of these steps can generate and support 

a significant amount of activity that can help Bermudi-
ans get through these tough times. 

 
TAX RELIEF 

 
The economic stress faced by families across 

the Island is real and spreading. Government’s mis-
handling of the public purse has seriously eroded its 
ability to help people in need. Nevertheless, we would 
eliminate the payroll tax for anyone earning $50,000 
or less. This can mean up to $200 more each month 
in people’s pockets. 

 
RESUSCITATE TOURISM 

 
Mr. Speaker, the state of our once-proud tour-

ism industry is enough to make the most optimistic 
among us weep. The year-to-year declines, which this 
Government presided over and, in some cases, facili-
tated, constitute an avoidable tragedy for workers and 
everyday citizens who once drew pride in the indus-
try’s blue-chip reputation. 

We are extremely concerned Bermuda tour-
ism is nearing the point of no return, as an industry 
that earns the economy vital foreign currency, albeit at 
levels that would have been considered incredible a 
mere decade ago. 

The Government’s handling of this portfolio 
has been a disgrace shared by everyone who has sat 
around the Cabinet table. Its paralysis in the face of 
decline, its lack of focus, and meddling have failed 
Bermuda and the many people who relied on tourism 
for income and opportunity. The Government appears 
resigned to let the industry disappear without a fight, 
and we fear this resignation has seeped into the 
community. 

We are here today to say, All is not lost. Ber-
muda does not have to accept the weakness of this 
Government. We can make a difference. 

In the first instance, we need a National Tour-
ism Plan. Incredibly, there has not been one, as the 
Premier alluded last week when she said that the Is-
land needed a “credible, long-term plan” for the indus-
try. 

The Government has done a poor job selling 
Bermuda, with the Island’s unique attributes under-
sold, weak slogans, and scattered marketing efforts. A 

tourism plan can bring order, coherence, and disci-
pline to the process, setting performance objectives 
and targeting proven markets—something Bermuda 
lost sight of in recent years—and projecting a more 
compelling sales pitch to potential visitors. 

The Government’s Dockyard-centric cruise 
ship policy has left gaping holes in St. George’s and 
Hamilton, where cruise ships have long supported 
retailers and energised street life. Their empty berths 
need to be filled, and so we call for the return of dedi-
cated ships for weekly visits to the Old Town and 
Hamilton. It can be done, and Government just needs 
to do it. 

Mr. Speaker, hotels continue to suffer despite 
the industry’s much reduced bed count. We think their 
situation merits further tax relief in the form of a two-
tier tax regime, with lower tax rates applied in the off-
season and higher rates applied in the high season. 

Similarly, we believe the failure behind hotel 
developers to break ground in Bermuda is due in part 
to the high cost of development here, relative to com-
peting jurisdictions. To facilitate a “Go” on these pro-
jects, we would establish temporary tax-free develop-
ment zones to improve the economics of hotel devel-
opment in Bermuda. 

Finally, we renew our call for the creation of a 
Tourism Authority to bring the professional leadership 
and accountability to this very challenging task. 

 
MAKE EDUCATION REFORM HAPPEN 

 
Mr. Speaker, the more things change, the 

more they stay the same. Sadly, that’s the case in 
education. Another Budget, another year, a new Min-
ister of Education, a new Permanent Secretary, and 
more talk of a new direction. But real reform in our 
public education system remains wishful thinking. As 
each new class of students enters the system and 
each new Minister promises results, there is diminish-
ing confidence that, under a PLP Government, we will 
ever see the type of essential reform that Professor 
Hopkins set out in his report four years ago. 

Education reform received little attention in 
this year’s Budget Statement. And despite Premier 
Cox’s promise that Ministers would provide strategic 
details about their departmental budgets, nothing 
meaningful was released by Minister Smith. But the 
Honourable Premier is pleased to share her Govern-
ment’s goals. We are told that these will include “Im-
provements in the performance and effectiveness of 
our public education system, specific focus on provid-
ing a world-class quality education product with teach-
ing and learning at all levels.” 

Last year, Finance Minister Cox claimed that 
the Budget would “provide the opportunity for every 
child to have a world-class education.” In fact, we 
have heard a variation on the same theme in every 
Budget that Finance Minister Cox has delivered. 
There is a pattern here—lofty goals, little measurable 
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progress. At this point, it is hard to take anything the 
PLP Government says about education seriously. 

Mr. Speaker, we do know that this year’s 
Budget allocates almost $15 million less to an Educa-
tion Ministry charged with the critical role of ensuring 
opportunities for young Bermudians and the Island’s 
future prosperity. We do know that the Ministry Head-
quarters budget has increased by almost 50 per cent. 
We do know that the budget for Berkeley and Cedar-
Bridge was cut by more than $6 million, but their em-
ployee numbers have increased. And we do know that 
the training budget has been reduced to a third of 
what it was two years ago, which cannot be good for 
the professional development of teachers and princi-
pals. The necessity of reducing the PLP Govern-
ment’s wasteful spending cannot be overstated, yet 
Minister Smith has not explained how these specific 
education cuts will impact a system that is already 
underperforming. 

Significantly, Minister Smith revealed nothing 
about progress made on the widely supported Hop-
kins recommendations or the Ministry’s strategic plan, 
Blueprint for Reform, which was released last year by 
the Minister and the Board of Education, to great fan-
fare. Have all of these previous plans for education 
reform been abandoned? 

The United Bermuda Party champions educa-
tion reform, and when the Government turns talk into 
action—as it did with the Cambridge curriculum—we 
will commend their good decisions. 

However, we believe that, overall, the PLP 
Government has failed to deliver on key elements of 
education reform that will truly prepare students to 
take their rightful place in the new economy. They 
have failed to: 

• provide a comprehensive system of technical 
education, beginning in the middle school 
years; 

• expand preschools to ensure school readi-
ness; 

• dramatically improve the quality of teaching; 
• make a serious investment in professional de-

velopment for teachers and principals; 
• establish an independent standards board to 

restore trust in testing results; 
• create independent school boards and em-

powerment at the school level; 
• lengthen the school day to provide more time 

for sports, music, art, and remediation. 
 
In fact, Mr. Speaker, what we have witnessed 

over the last decade is a massive performance failure 
in education, but not on the part of principals or 
teachers or students or parents—certainly not on the 
part of taxpayers, who have contributed $1.25 billion 
to fund a public education system that remains in cri-
sis. The PLP Government, under four Premiers and 
eight Ministers of Education, has failed to perform up 

to expectations. They have had plenty of time and 
resources, but they just cannot make it happen. 

 
NO LET-UP ON PUBLIC SAFETY 

 
Mr. Speaker, safety and security is a core 

value for the United Bermuda Party, a nonnegotiable 
principle for which we stand. One year ago we spoke 
at length about public safety as a prerequisite for a 
flourishing society and growing economy. That re-
mains an undeniable truth. Unfortunately, violent 
crime continues, with shootings and murders in 2010 
on par with 2009 when gang-related gun violence 
flared into a major new fact of life on the streets of 
Bermuda. 

Thankfully, the Government has ceased play-
ing the game of “point the finger” with Government 
House and has thrown its support behind the police. 
Valuable time was wasted by those shenanigans. 

We are encouraged by indications the Police 
are getting on top of the situation, with arrests made 
and witnesses coming forward, something that was 
not happening at this time last year. It indicates pri-
vate citizens recognise that the scourge of gang vio-
lence will not be curtailed without their help. We com-
mend them for their courage and community spirit. 

We are also encouraged by the advent of the 
Joint Select Committee on Gun and Gang Violence, 
whose hearings have shown not just that we can work 
together on national challenges, but also that the suc-
cessful fight against crime must involve the commu-
nity. 

For two years, we have urged consideration of 
Operation Ceasefire, a US-based programme that has 
had dramatic impact on reducing violence in the most 
troubled cities. Operation Ceasefire brings to bear the 
strong arm of the police on gangs while offering their 
members an out through the ongoing, compassionate 
support of the community. It is this community side of 
the programme that seems so well suited to Bermuda. 
The hearings of the Joint Select Committee have 
shown community readiness to step forward through 
the appearance of various groups such as Cartel, 
Youth on the Move, and Rise Above. 

We again urge the Government to consider 
Operation Ceasefire as a remedy that can work for 
Bermuda. 

On a final note, we are very concerned with 
the Government’s plan to reduce the police budget—
specifically, a $9 million reduction in salaries. Effective 
police action depends largely on a sustained presence 
in the community, and this proposed cutback will likely 
diminish that presence. This again is another negative 
consequence of the Government’s spending binge in 
recent years—a binge that will cost us at least $70 
million in interest payments this year alone, money 
that could otherwise have been used to address vital 
issues such as public safety. 
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OPPORTUNITY 
 

Mr. Speaker, I want to reiterate a fundamental 
point that drives our thinking at this time: The un-
precedented economic and social challenges facing 
our Island are a major opportunity. We now have clear 
evidence of the need to change the way we do busi-
ness with the rest of the world. This is our opportu-
nity—an opportunity to change, an opportunity for a 
new vision and a new attitude, an opportunity for 
Bermuda to reinvent itself. 

We must take this opportunity to turn the page 
on the old protectionist policies and structures that 
have clearly outlived their usefulness, to cut red tape 
that clogs our ability to grow the economy. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is not just an economic 
opportunity; it is an opportunity of the mind, of the col-
lective Bermudian mind, an opportunity to change our 
attitudes toward more openness, away from insularity 
and xenophobia. Insularity and xenophobia are poison 
to a people who wholly depend on outsiders for their 
livelihoods, as we do. 

This is an opportunity to demand that core 
values like responsibility are not just empty rhetoric, 
but instead act as the foundation for Government pol-
icy and action, particularly in the area of fiscal pru-
dence. We cannot be responsible citizens, or a re-
sponsible Government, if we live beyond our means 
and mortgage the income of future generations for 
today’s indulgences. 

Accountability is the flip side of responsibility. 
It is irresponsible to claim credit for successes, but 
blame failures on somebody or something else. It is 
irresponsible and hypocritical when leaders demand 
accountability from subordinates and are not them-
selves accountable. We have an opportunity to 
change that. 

We have an opportunity to turn lip service to 
the virtues of transparency into reality by opening up 
the opaque quangos of the Bermuda Monetary Au-
thority and the Bermuda Hospitals Board to public 
scrutiny so the people of Bermuda can see how tax-
payers’ money is being spent. In modern twenty-first 
century democracies, all such organisations are sub-
ject to public oversight. This is an opportunity to show 
the world that we can be counted in that number. 

Mr. Speaker, there is also an opportunity to 
return to the traditional Bermudian attitude of welcom-
ing friendliness. Back in his crusading days for the 
Rainbow Coalition, the Rev. Jessie Jackson used to 
say that success was not so much a result of aptitude, 
but of attitude. He was right. Somehow, in recent 
years some of us have taken even the polite greeting 
of “Good morning” and turned it into a weapon with 
which to bludgeon unsuspecting visitors. Body lan-
guage speaks louder than words. We have an oppor-
tunity to be more welcoming on a multitude of fronts, 
individual as well as institutional. 

We have an opportunity to be more caring, 
particularly for the education of our young people. A 
good public education system is the engine of oppor-
tunity. The average quality of instruction in our public 
classrooms is not up to par. We must work to create 
knowledge workers who are going to be the ones who 
benefit most from jobs that are being created by this 
economy. 

Mr. Speaker, the economy of Bermuda is in 
trouble. A critical part of finding solutions for the trou-
ble is clear identification of its causes, incisive analy-
sis, and focused remedies. This morning we have 
done that and tried to outline a way to get this country 
back on track.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Richards, the Shadow 
Minister of Finance. 
 Honourable Members have been most cour-
teous and kind, because we have gone into the time 
that we should have broken for our luncheon break. 
 I now catch the eye of Madam Premier, and I 
am sure that she would want to concur with me that 
we return around 2:30. 
 Madam Premier? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Heartily concur, and move that we adjourn for 
lunch. 

Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection that the House 
adjourn for lunch? 
 The House will adjourn for lunch and will re-
sume again at 2:30. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 1:00 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:25 pm 
 

DEBATE ON THE BUDGET STATEMENT 
 
[Continuation of debate thereon] 
 
The Speaker: We are resuming debate on the 
Budget. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member 
Dame Jennifer Smith from St. George’s North, Minis-
ter of Education. 
 Dame Jennifer, I hope you feel rested now. 
 Dame Jennifer has the floor. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I am refreshed. 

Mr. Speaker, the 2011/12 National Budget 
shows, in the Budget Statement on pages 18 and 25, 
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that the Ministry of Education has been allocated 
$128,158,000, a reduction of 10 per cent (or 
$14,976,000) from the 2010–2011 Budget. 

This amount is comprised of $4,495,000 for 
the Ministry of Education, $105,544,000 for the De-
partment of Education; and $18,119,000 for the Ber-
muda College. In addition, $3,488,000 has been 
budgeted for capital account expenditure. 

The reference, on page 11 of the Budget 
Statement, of a change to a longer-term budgetary 
model is a welcome one, as the school year differs 
markedly from the fiscal year, and the proposed three-
year revolving framework will facilitate better educa-
tion financial planning. 

We have simplified and focused the Ministry 
of Education’s mission: “To raise the quality of teach-
ing and learning so that public schools become the 
number one educational choice for parents and stu-
dents.” 

Mr. Speaker, education is one of those issues 
about which everyone has an opinion. In fact, each of 
us is an expert! We have all participated in, and are 
the products of, education. We all know effective 
teaching when we see it! 

We all know that good teachers are enthusi-
astic, caring, and able to get the best out of students. 
But is this intuitive recognition really an effective 
guideline for those who have to hire and evaluate 
teachers? We all know that a good teacher’s influence 
goes far beyond a student’s academic performance; 
so, how do those charged with the responsibility 
measure both the tangible and intangible qualities of 
effective teaching? 

A difficult job, indeed! They must not only 
consider student readiness and differences, but also 
working conditions and resources, group accountabil-
ity, and the fact that student assessments do not take 
place at every level. They must also factor in areas 
where there is shared responsibility. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the things that the Per-
manent Secretary and I learned during our recent at-
tendance at the World Education Forum  in the UK 
was that countries are seeking to prepare their stu-
dents for the global knowledge economy by ensuring 
that they gain higher-order cognitive skills and by fo-
cusing their efforts on strengthening the quality and 
effectiveness of teaching. 

Mr. Speaker, since becoming the Minister of 
Education last November, I have repeatedly come to 
this House to celebrate and congratulate school 
achievement, academic and otherwise. I do this be-
cause I believe that we compliment young people 
most when we ask them for their best and then sup-
port them to achieve it. It is far better to instil in chil-
dren—and encourage adults, actually—to reach for 
the stars. 

Mr. Speaker, these achievements do not hap-
pen by accident; they are the result of good principals, 
good teachers, and good students. So when I report 

that the Ministry of Education will focus on teaching 
and learning, I trust that those listening will under-
stand that a focus on teaching and learning is not the 
same as saying that teaching and learning have not 
been taking place. Indeed, they have! 

Our plan for education reform is simple. Page 
15 of the Budget Statement refers to “Improvements 
in the performance and effectiveness of our public 
education system, specific focus on providing a world-
class quality education product with teaching and 
learning at all levels.” Mr. Speaker, it is as simple as a 
return to basics. Simply put, our plan is to focus sin-
gle-mindedly on our reason for existing—to teach 
children so that they might learn. 

We know that people are tired of listening to 
report after report, hearing from consultant after con-
sultant. Education has been examined, dissected, 
analysed and evaluated, with no shortage of recom-
mendations, suggestions, and proposals on how to 
improve it. Clearly, everyone is concerned about edu-
cation. And that is why the Ministry of Education has 
returned a focus on teaching and learning. 

Our priority and everything that we do will re-
volve around the students. Everything that we do will 
be geared to the sole purpose of positively impacting 
on our students. As the most important stakeholders 
in our education system, they will occupy the primary 
position in our thinking, our plans, and our pro-
grammes as we work to revive public pride in our pub-
lic school system. 

Mr. Speaker, before I go any further, I would 
like to recognise the work of my predecessors during 
their various terms of office. I refer to Ministers: 

• Milton Scott  
• the Hon. Paula A. Cox  
• the Hon. Terry Lister  
• the Hon. D. Neletha Butterfield  
• Mr. Randolph Horton   
• Mr. Elvin James  
• the Hon. Kim Wilson (for a short period) 

Mr. Speaker, I do not for one minute doubt the 
good intentions of the staff of the Department of Edu-
cation or the Ministry. However, I do not believe that 
until this point there has been the capacity to execute 
the necessary system transformation. 

Mr. Speaker, shortly after entering the Ministry 
it became apparent that the person tasked with engi-
neering reform in the public education system was 
bogged down with the day-to-day tasks of running a 
complex public education system. There was abso-
lutely no way for us to move forward with reform when 
the Commissioner of Education was tied up with the 
myriad of issues that presented themselves daily.  

Once we noted that the framework for strate-
gic thinking did not exist, it became an immediate pri-
ority to create an interim framework that would serve 
as a foundation to move forward our reforms. In this 
regard, we established a guiding coalition that in-
cludes the Minister, Permanent Secretary, Commis-
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sioner of Education, and the Board of Education. This, 
then, is the context within which I announced the rear-
rangement of responsibilities between the Permanent 
Secretary and the Commissioner of Education. 

The removal of day-to-day responsibility from 
the Commissioner has already had a significant im-
pact on our ability to focus on where we want to be as 
opposed to sorting out the problems of where we are. 
The Commissioner of Education—her role now repre-
sents the strategic leadership of the education sys-
tem. As a result, the Commissioner has been busy 
consulting with key stakeholders to aggressively im-
plement a plan that will see the Ministry and Depart-
ment serve and service education stakeholders in a 
more supportive manner. 

Mr. Speaker, at the same time that countries 
are establishing national standards, they are also 
transferring more authority for meeting education 
goals to the school level. Principals are the key to 
success in our schools, and it is the Ministry’s plan to 
give principals the autonomy to manage their schools 
and make key decisions. 

 
POINT OF ORDER 

[Standing Order 39(4)] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Mr. Speaker, I should like to make a 
point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. What is the point of order? 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The point of order is to refer you, 
sir, to Standing Order [39](4), which says with respect 
to the debate we are having today—and I will read the 
rule: “The debate when resumed shall be confined to 
the financial and economic state of Bermuda and the 
general principles of Government policy and admini-
stration as indicated in the Budget speech and the 
estimates.” 
 Mr. Speaker, I have listened now for 10 min-
utes. And while I am keen to hear what we are doing 
in education, this is neither the time nor the debate to 
do that. I believe that is when we do the Estimate, sir. 
 
The Speaker: I do uphold that point of order, yes. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Speaker, I disagree. 
I hate to disagree with you. 
 However, I am talking about the policies that 
we have implemented in the Ministry. And it is these 
policies that undergird our budget. We cannot begin 
on the line-by-line items, which are the portion of the 
Estimates of Expenditures and Revenue. Those I 
would deal with when we come to that point, which I 
believe is the 7th of March. 
 But today I can talk about policy. And that is 
what I am attempting to do. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister. Yes. 

 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

We will achieve this through the establishment 
of agreed performance targets. No longer will the De-
partment or the Ministry direct principals; instead, they 
will be free to innovate and encourage teachers and 
students within a framework of agreed performance 
targets. Autonomy will be tied to accountability, and 
there will be a support component to ensure success 
by assisting with any deficiencies. Consultation with 
principals in this regard is at an advanced stage. 

Mr. Speaker, principals are the gatekeepers 
who guide and direct teachers and schools. They 
must ensure that the environment fosters learning and 
enrichment. And, by introducing the Adopt a School 
Programme, principals now have the freedom to con-
centrate or to focus single-mindedly on teaching and 
learning. To date, 11 schools have been adopted, for 
a total of $140,000 that will go towards making our 
schools safe and secure. 

Mr. Speaker, if principals are the gatekeepers, 
teachers are the front line. Teachers are the soul of 
our education system. It is they who must turn our 
students into scholars excited about learning, by de-
livering knowledge in an exciting and engaging and 
stimulating manner. 

Bermuda should also be concentrating on 
preparing, attracting, and supporting good teachers 
and good teacher leadership. Twenty-first century 
learners need 21st century teachers who not only pos-
sess 21st century literacy themselves, but who can 
also create the learning environments that will allow 
their students to develop such skills. Great teaching, 
Mr. Speaker, is both a science and an art. Great 
teachers find the genius in both content and student 
and make the act of learning dynamic and compelling. 
That is exactly what I was referring to earlier today 
when I complimented Purvis Primary School. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to be effective, teachers 
must be empowered to make classroom decisions—
that is another policy. Because the goal is learning, 
they must adjust curriculum, methods, and pacing to 
meet the needs of the students. Our reformed system 
will not only empower principals and schools, it will 
also empower teachers. 

Mr. Speaker, I find myself in the company of 
President Barack Obama, Education Secretary Arne 
Duncan, and Filmmaker Spike Lee, all of whom re-
cently made passionate pleas for more black men to 
become teachers. One hundred and twenty-eight of 
Bermuda’s  608 teachers are men. And 110, or 18 per 
cent, of these teachers are eligible to retire in the next 
calendar year. I echo their words for all men and 
women seeking a rewarding career: “If you want to 
make a difference in the life of our nation, if you want 
to make a difference in the life of a child, become a 
teacher. Our country needs you.” 

And before anyone reminds me that we have 
a constricted budget, let me say that even in tough 
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economic times, we must still hire teachers to ensure 
that the curriculum is covered. Those areas generally 
occur at the senior level where teachers must be ex-
perts in particular subject matter like the arts, sci-
ences, and mathematics. 

Mr. Speaker, while we are required to hire 
teachers to ensure that student needs are met, we 
intend to review Department staff who are eligible to 
retire under the 1970 and 1981 Pension and Super-
annuation Acts, keeping in mind that if staff reductions 
become necessary, those who qualify for a pension 
may be given first consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, as much as I have made of the 
important role of principals and teachers, parental in-
volvement is key! Parents ensure that what occurs in 
the classroom is reinforced at home. As the first 
teachers, parents create the foundation for learning 
through the values and beliefs that they instill before 
children leave home and enter school. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not just parents, but the en-
tire community! 

We all have a role to play in Education. And I 
am going to take some time today to make this Hon-
ourable House and the general public aware of many 
private sector organisations and entities that support 
and enhance our children’s educational experience. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Speaker: Carry on, Dame Jennifer. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I want to publicly thank every one of them for 
the role they play in ensuring that the teaching and 
learning can take place. Mr. Speaker, these include: 

• the ACE Madeleine Joell Fund 
• the Altrusa Society 
• the Spurling Family  
• YouthNet  
• Robertson’s Drugstore  
• The Kiwanis Society  
• K-Kids Club  
• Bethel AME Church’s Sons of Allen Pro-

gramme  
• PACT (Parishes Achieving Change Together) 

 
The Opposition, Mr. Speaker, mocked this 

morning about, “How could we do something with less 
money?” One of the reasons that we are able to do 
that is because of the community support given to 
schools. I would like to recognise those people in the 
community who feel that it is part of their obligation to 
support schools.  

And certainly, if the Opposition are not going 
to take advantage of the fact that I provided them with 
a copy of my Statement, my speech, then I will not 
provide that in the future. This is— 
 

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Where is it? I do not 
have it. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Fox, I asked you if 
you gave it to Dr. Gibbons. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:  Oh, is that what that 
was in the envelope? 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Well, one must open an 
envelope to see what is in it. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:  And what is in it?  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: I will continue. 
 Mr. Speaker, having gone out of my way to 
make sure that I treated the Opposition as I would 
wish to be treated— 
 
An Hon. Member: The education debate is two 
weeks away. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Speaker, this is the 
debate on the policy. The education debate— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Dame, just one minute. 
 That Standing Order does state, “The debate 
when resumed shall be confined to the financial and 
economic state of Bermuda and the general principles 
of Government policy and administration as indicated 
by the budget speech and the Estimates.” 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: That is why I keep re-
peating my statement. 
 
The Speaker: And it is not for the Speaker to try to 
attempt to frustrate Ministers who are prepared to give 
an overview on their Ministry as reflected in the 
Budget. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Mr. Speaker, I would 
also hope that it is a bit more interesting than what 
you were subjected to this morning. 
 Mr. Speaker, when continuing about those 
people who help schools, I stopped, I believe, at 
PACT (Parishes Achieving Change Together).  

• The Lions Club of Bermuda, who do free pre-
School eye screening 

• the Continental Society of Bermuda, who do 
Pancake Breakfast 
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• St. John’s Anglican Church, for food hampers 
for needy families 

• Bermuda Cancer and Health Centre for “Sun 
Smart” programme 

• Southampton Seventh-day Adventist Church, 
daily breakfast for students 

• Devonshire Recreation Club  
• E&B Trading Company 
• Feed The Children Ministries, daily breakfasts 

and lunches 
• The Coalition for the Protection of Children, 

daily breakfast 
• Pembroke Rotary  
• The Menuhin Foundation  
• The EarlyBird Programme, which is a service 

for parents who go to work early  
• The Flying Chef, free lunches to at-risk chil-

dren 
• Southampton Parish Council 
• Friends of Dalton E. Tucker Alumni Associa-

tion 
• the ACE Foundation 
• West/East End/Central Hamper Campaign 
• Prison Officers Club 
• Emmanuel Methodist Church 
• White Hill Gospel Church 
• St. Anne’s Church 
• Mt. Zion AME Church,  
• Vernon Temple AME Church 
• Agape Faith Ministries 
• Friends of Hope, who assist special-needs 

students to attend overseas camp  
• The Committee of 25 
• Bermuda High School for Girls 
• Hamilton Lions Club 
• Bermuda Youth Counselling Services 
• Bermuda National Gallery 
• Caron Bermuda 
• St. David’s Cricket Club 
• Glory Temple 
• Miracle Temple  
• Real Deal 
• Pizza House  
• St. Luke’s AME Church 
• St. George’s Rotary 
• Whites & Sons 
• Bermuda Gas & Utility 
• Island Construction Company Limited 
• Village Pride Community Centre (VPCC), free 

tutorial services 
• Eliza Doolittle Society, free snacks and din-

ners  
• St. George’s Salvation Army Home League 
• Richard Allen AME Church 
• St. George’s Cricket Club 
• First Church of God 

• Heritage Worship Centre 
• Aberfeldy Nurseries 
• Viking Foods 
• Bermuda Broadcasting Company 
• Butterfield Bank 
• Bank of Bermuda Foundation 
• PricewaterhouseCoopers 
• Shell 
• Cable & Wireless 
• Institute of Chartered Accountants 
• BELCO 
• Bermuda Employers Council 
• Bermuda Education Network 
• Bermuda Festival of Performing Arts 
• Bermuda Hospitality Institute 
• Bermuda Institute of Ocean Sciences 
• Bermuda National Trust 
• Bermuda Underwater Exploration Institute 
• Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity 
• KPMG 
• Appleby  
• Zurich 
• Gateway  
• Ignition 
• Partner Re 
• Makeda Trust  
• PRIDE 
• Raleigh International 
• The Royal Gazette, Newspapers in Education 

programme 
• Catlin Insurance 
• Centre Against Abuse 
• Construction Association of Bermuda 
• Cornerstone Church 
• Delta Sigma Theta Sorority 
• Word of Life 
• Young Life 
• Bermuda Police Service 
• Bermuda Aquarium Museum and Zoo 
• Department of Youth & Sports for their after-

school programmes 
• various Government departments 
• individuals, godparents, grandparents, and 

parents 
• Parent Teacher Associations  

 
Mr. Speaker, when we want to talk about pub-

lic education, we ought to talk about the fact that our 
public schools are being greatly supported by the 
community. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to these, there are 
the wonderful companies who have come to the fore 
to see that our schools are safe and healthy environ-
ments. I speak of the Adopt a School Programme and 
those who have stepped forward to help in this man-
ner. 
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The generosity of the construction firms and 
local businesses who have stepped forward helps us 
to achieve efficiencies while providing our students 
with career role models as they watch those who do 
the work. A total of 12 schools have been adopted 
thanks to 

• Island Construction Company Limited  
• Oxford Communications  
• Rock Media Limited  
• Bermuda Health Care  
• The Brown-Darrell Clinic   
• Burt Construction Limited   
• The Green Family  
• Overnight Construction  
• Greymane Contracting Limited  
• TeleBermuda International Limited  
• Hunt’s Group of Companies  
• G&D Body Shop  
• ACL Construction Limited  
• Security Associates 
• Bermuda Security Group 

 
I look forward to the day when every school 

can boast of being adopted. 
Mr. Speaker, we in education have a very ag-

gressive timeline. At the very least, you will see 
changes with the start of the new school year. 

Before you ask, How can we execute reform 
with a reduced Budget?  Let me assure you that the 
Ministry can only withstand the reduction in funding 
and still proceed with our goals by achieving efficien-
cies within the Department of Education (DOE) and 
redirecting the resultant savings to schools. 
Bermuda spends more per capita on education than 
many of the best-performing countries in the world 
without achieving anything close to comparable re-
sults—approximately $17,120 per public school stu-
dent this fiscal year, down 6 per cent [sic] from last 
year. There are too many examples of students in 
low-income communities making dramatic academic 
gains for us to believe that success is not possible in 
spite of the economic realities. Clearly, we can do 
more with our education dollars.  

Clearly, one cost-saving measure that we 
have already agreed and announced will have the 
added benefit of unifying the Ministry and the Depart-
ment, and that is the relocation of the Department of 
Education and Ministry headquarters to Southside. 
Bermuda is just 22 miles long. Nowhere is too far to 
travel in this tiny Island. 

Mr. Speaker, we will transform the Depart-
ment of Education so that its focus supports teaching 
and learning. Currently, our headquarters and Student 
Services are located on Dundonald Street; Finance 
and Human Resources on King Street; and the re-
mainder of the Department of Education at the former 
Bishop Spencer School on Glebe Road in Pembroke. 

Mr. Speaker, although the bulk of Department 
staff will move to Southside, we plan to relocate Stu-
dent Services to the schools they serve. The Depart-
ment of Education’s Student Services provides pri-
mary screening, learning support, instructional sup-
port, educational psychology, and counselling. Work is 
currently underway to determine the amount of physi-
cal space within each school so that students can 
benefit from site-based services. Currently, consulta-
tion will take place before the plan is implemented. 

Mr. Speaker, the Department of Education’s 
role is to serve and service the key stakeholders—
students, principals, teachers, and parents. In our 21st 
century model, the Department of Education will be-
come “the wind beneath the wings” of principals and 
teachers. It will become a helping hand to principals 
and teachers as they work to deliver the best educa-
tion to our students. 

Our Ministry and Department were well known 
as a top-down directing organisation. Instead of that 
hierarchical structure, we intend to flatten the Depart-
ment of Education so that all possible services and 
support are placed at the school site. The most sig-
nificant and immediate change that will impact on 
teaching and learning is ensuring that principals have 
easier access to the Department, the Commissioner 
of Education, and the Permanent Secretary. 

As we work through the transformation of Min-
istry and Department, we intend to fill vacant posts 
only if they can be justified with a rationale that fits our 
new philosophy and mission. 

Mr. Speaker, the Permanent Secretary, the 
Commissioner, and I have spent a lot of time analys-
ing the Education Budget in order to determine how 
best to deliver the needed changes with the con-
strained funding. The first thing we have done is to 
ensure that we can take advantage of economies of 
scale by making sure that there is one line of ac-
countability for office supplies, travel, consultants 
(both foreign and local), contracts, grants, profes-
sional development, and training. All of these line 
items now come under the authority of the Permanent 
Secretary, as represented by the Commissioner of 
Education. 

Budgeted programmes continue to function as 
usual, with the expectation that proper contracts are 
executed and each purchase is justified to the Perma-
nent Secretary before the purchase can be approved. 

Mr. Speaker, the question that immediately 
comes to mind is, What was the practice that pre-
vailed previously? 

It is no secret that controls were loose in 
some cases and nonexistent in others. Recent Audi-
tor’s Reports across Government have stated this 
fact; and our own analysis uncovered inefficiencies, 
waste, and, in some cases, yes, abuse. 

As a result, we have strengthened controls, 
and all requests for expenditure must now go through 
the Permanent Secretary, who must receive justifica-
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tion for each and every expense and, in this manner, 
model the fiscal responsibility we expect throughout 
the Ministry. 

For the avoidance of doubt, this change ap-
plies only to the Ministry and Department of Educa-
tion. Schools will continue to operate as they have. 
Our plan is not to create greater bureaucracy for prin-
cipals while they are trying to meet the needs of 
teachers and students. On the contrary, our plan is to 
give them more responsibility and more accountability. 

Mr. Speaker, in a further bid to tighten fiscal 
control, the Ministry intends to remove the culture of 
familiarity that naturally exists when persons are in a 
particular role for a period of time by transferring rele-
vant personnel in order to bring about fresh perspec-
tives. This will assist with strategic planning, tightening 
controls, and generating a value-for-money approach 
at the forefront of our decision making. 

Mr. Speaker, an area of significant cost to the 
Ministry is the use of paraprofessionals. The title 
“paraprofessional” refers to a vast range of people 
and skills who, in the main, give support to children in 
the classroom. We are reviewing the role, definition, 
and placement of paraprofessionals to ensure appro-
priate utilisation. There are currently 132 registered 
paraprofessionals. We will continue to ensure that 
students who need support get it. 

Mr. Speaker, the public education system 
must meet the needs of all of its students. This in-
cludes those with physical disabilities, or psychologi-
cal and/or neurological disorders, that impact their 
ability to learn. These students require specialised 
support that may include instructional support, medi-
cal devices, or overseas placement. 

The only way to determine the appropriate 
services and support for such students is on a case-
by-case basis. To that end, the Ministry will consult 
with stakeholders to establish the best solution for 
individual students and develop and implement a vi-
sionary 21st century Special Needs Education Policy. 

Mr. Speaker, the role, definition, and place-
ment of substitute teachers will also be reviewed to 
ensure that they are appropriately utilised. In keeping 
with the practice of other professions, we will work 
with the Bermuda Educators Council to ensure that 
substitute teachers meet the same requirements as 
fulltime teachers, in keeping with our focus on teach-
ing and learning. 

Mr. Speaker, The Education Centre (com-
monly known as TEC) will also be re-evaluated with a 
view to offering students the same services in a more 
constructive manner. Currently, we have 10 teachers, 
plus other staff, serving a  

 
the Education Centre (commonly known as TEC) will 
also be re-evaluated with a view to offering students 
the same services in a more constructive manner. 
Currently, we have 10 teachers, plus other staff, serv-
ing a total of seven students—not the most economi-

cal use of people. It is our intention, at the end of this 
school year, to close this facility and relocate the staff 
onsite in our schools. 

Let me talk for a moment about the reason for 
this change in policy. Let me mention the name John 
Woolridge, who is a behavioural therapist within the 
Department of Education. One day I saw Mr. Wool-
ridge in the company of a neatly dressed, well-
mannered young man who proudly informed me that 
he is on the dean’s list at his school. I was impressed. 
I thought they were perhaps related. And so I asked, 
only to learn that the young man was, in fact, the 
beneficiary of Mr. Woolridge’s guidance, mentoring, 
and behavioural techniques.  

He had been with him for a year. And in that 
year, Mr. Woolridge had managed to turn him around. 
Mr. Speaker, that is the result we want. We want the 
student turned around, back in school, doing well. And 
that is the result I believe we can get using our behav-
ioural therapists, especially those like Mr. Woolridge, 
to the fullest degree. 

He returned with a different mindset, a differ-
ent attitude, and he returned equipped to learn. The 
fact that he is on dean’s list is all I need to know, Mr. 
Speaker. That is the job well done—doing well. 

Each student is unique, and they each require 
a different solution. If we cut our cloth to fit the pattern 
they need, we will be successful in turning them 
around just as John Woolridge was successful. In one 
year, he did what no school before him could do. 

Mr. Speaker, you may recall with all of the fo-
cus on healthy living, particularly by my colleague, the 
Minister of Health, that there were a recent series of 
articles about the obesity of students and the possible 
correlation with a reduction in the amount of physical 
education and extracurricular sporting activities in our 
schools. I think we can all agree that a healthy well-
rounded student has the best chance of being suc-
cessful in the classroom. So I wish to announce a 
consultative initiative, involving our physical education 
teachers and community sports representatives, to 
determine how we can best enhance the physical ac-
tivities available in schools. 

Mr. Speaker, since the Hopkins Report, which 
the Opposition’s Reply did mention, the comments 
made with respect to the senior schools have been 
made irrelevant. Their assessments, as well as their 
achievements, have rendered this so. Both the Berke-
ley Institute and CedarBridge Academy can boast of 
high academic achievers; talented musicians, choirs, 
bands; gifted dancers and actors; competitive athletes 
and sports teams; and dedicated staff. 

Mr. Speaker, even with the reduction in their 
budget, the Bermuda College is planning to launch 
two new credit programmes over the next academic 
year as its contribution to meet the needs of local em-
ployers. The Associate in Nursing programme will be 
introduced in partnership with the Ministry of Health 
and the Bermuda Hospitals Board, while the Associ-

http://bernews.com/tag/berkeley-institute/�
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ate in Criminology programme will be introduced in 
partnership with the Department of Corrections. 

Mr. Speaker, the College is also redesigning 
their College Preparatory Mathematics and English 
courses. The plan is to deliver the courses in mod-
ules, thus allowing students to work at their own pace. 
The College has also partnered with the Hospitality 
Training Institute to offer the Skills, Tasks Results 
Training (START) programme for high school students 
wishing to enter the hospitality industry. The pro-
gramme will run from March to June this year. 

The purpose of the START programme is to 
introduce high school students between the ages of 
16 and older to the hospitality industry, while offering 
skills training for a number of entry-level positions and 
providing employers with pre-trained seasonal or tem-
porary local workers. Upon successful completion of 
the programme, participants are guaranteed full-time 
summer employment within the hospitality industry on 
the employer’s payroll. Good news, Mr. Speaker, one 
that my colleague should be applauding. 

A maximum of 20 students will be accepted 
into the programme, which will require a 10-week 
commitment after school and on weekends. In addi-
tion to receiving a certificate of completion upon pass-
ing the programme’s final exam, graduates can then 
be certified in one of 12 programme specialties cov-
ered by the course after 90 days on the job. 

Mr. Speaker, shared sacrifice is the common 
theme in this Ministry; thus, Bermuda College is look-
ing for ways to decrease its expenses to cover the 
reduction in its budget. There are also proposals that 
the Bermuda College will put forward during their col-
lective bargaining negotiations. So they are not in the 
Estimates of Expenditure and Revenue. 

Mr. Speaker, you will be aware of the relation-
ship established with the University of the West In-
dies. That relationship is to commence with the Sep-
tember 2011 school year, and we will soon be an-
nouncing the criteria for a UWI scholarship. This 
scholarship will be funded using existing scholarship 
funds and will be available to students who have 
completed the Bermuda College programme or who 
are pursuing a degree not available at the Bermuda 
College. 

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken to the policy deci-
sions we have taken that are reflected in Education’s 
budgetary allocation. There are things we are still 
working on, like a revised and expanded gifted and 
talented programme so that I would not have to tune 
in to Christie Burgess’s show on HOTT 107.5 to learn 
about the marvellous talent of 10-year-old West Pem-
broke Primary School student Angelius Hunt. His 
voice is truly angelic, and we must ensure that he gets 
the voice lessons that will see him go to the next level. 
As Host Christie said, “With the right coaching and 
guidance he has the ability to surpass his greatest 
expectation!” And this is what we want for all of our 
children. 

The ultimate goal of the Ministry of Education, 
as carried out through the Department of Education, is 
to ensure that we produce healthy well-rounded stu-
dents who are literate and prepared to access jobs, 
higher education, and careers that meet the future 
needs of this country. In addition, by identifying our 
gifted and talented students, we can ensure that Ber-
muda cherishes and supports those who have been 
so blessed. 

I believe that the team we now have in place 
is well on the road to making that vision a reality. 

Mr. Speaker, I will go into more financial detail 
when we debate the Ministry of Education Heads un-
der the Estimates of Expenditure and Revenue. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dame Jennifer. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
S. Crockwell, from Pembroke West. The Honourable 
and Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell, has the floor. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I take to my feet to participate in this debate 
on the Budget Statement for 2011–2012, recognising 
the enormity of the difficult financial times that we are 
living in. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is the worst recession that 
Bermuda has faced since the 1930s, which spans 
over multi-generations. We are experiencing one of 
the highest, if not the highest, rate of unemployment in 
recent history. Local businesses are shutting down at 
an alarming rate, and international businesses are 
relocating to other jurisdictions at a concerning rate. 
Tourism is on life support and barely surviving. And 
we are not creating any major new industries. 
 Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, things are not well 
in Bermuda, and getting us back on track is a massive 
undertaking. The Minister of Finance has a colossal 
job to execute, and at first glance my initial reaction to 
this Budget Statement was that it was step in the right 
direction—rollback on payroll taxes, allocation of 
funds for projects geared towards small businesses, 
austere measures to reduce spending, a proposed 
multi-year budgetary model, increased transparency 
of Government expenditure, increased transparency 
of Government tendering system. 
 All of these initiatives, Mr. Speaker, were sug-
gested and encouraged by the BDA over the past 
year, and we are pleased that the Government is 
committed to implementing them. It appears as if it is 
a step in the right direction. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I could not avoid the over-
riding question that we must all ask ourselves, and 
that is, How did we get in this financial mess? 
 The Honourable Premier and Finance Minister 
has stated repeatedly, and she stated again in this 
Budget Statement, that our current condition is a re-
sult of the global economic recession. And we all 
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know that that is part of the truth. The other part, 
which is not contained in the Budget Statement, is that 
this Government, under the leadership of our current 
Finance Minister, has substantially contributed to our 
current economic crisis. How? By its failure to properly 
manage our capital projects, its annual gross over-
spending, its failure to get to grips with the spiralling 
national debt, and its inability to save for times such 
as this. 
 What this Budget Statement grossly lacked, 
Mr. Speaker, was accountability. If we are all in this 
together and if we all must work together to get out of 
this predicament in reasonably good shape, then we 
must have the confidence that this Government can 
take us there. Without the Government taking ac-
countability for their role in our financial predicament 
today, how can we have confidence that this Govern-
ment can lead us forward to recovery? 
 Instead of accountability, Mr. Speaker, we 
have got a Budget that sounds like it is the first for this 
Finance Minister and the first for this Government, as 
if they both inherited our current financial problems. 
 Mr. Speaker, with your permission, I would 
like to refer to various quotes or statements in the 
Budget Statement which underscore this point. 
 Page 11, the first paragraph, the Finance Min-
ister very cleverly stated that this is her “first Budget 
as Premier and Finance Minister.” Now, this is techni-
cally correct, Mr. Speaker. But we all know that this is 
the seventh Budget of this Minister. And her role in 
where we are economically cannot and should not be 
overlooked. 
 At page 4, the first paragraph, it stated, “Ber-
muda needs a credible plan, supported by an effective 
implementation strategy, to drive faster and more in-
clusive growth.” Is this an admission by the Finance 
Minister that her plans of the previous six years have 
not been credible? 
 Page 4, paragraph 5, it stated that, “Bermuda 
needs a credible long-term plan for its tourism industry 
supported by an effective implementation strategy to 
drive growth.” Is this a further admission by the Pre-
mier that her Government has not had a credible long-
term plan for our tourism industry for the past 12 
years? 
 The Premier stated at page 5, the third para-
graph, “This is not the time for fainthearted leader-
ship.” Is the Honourable Member suggesting that until 
now she and her Government lacked the courage and 
strength to do the right thing in relation to the Budget? 
 Mr. Speaker, the PLP Government did not just 
become Government. And our current Finance Minis-
ter did not just assume this role. It is unacceptable 
that this Government continues to act and speak as if 
it just came into power. 
 I understand that this weekend, or coming up 
very soon, Mr. Speaker, there is going to be a magic 
show at the Fairmont Southampton where there are 
going to be illusions presented by magicians to at-

tempt to befuddle and bamboozle the audience. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the illusion that has been placed on the 
people of this country for too long is that this Govern-
ment is not accountable for the state and condition of 
our country. And when we see comments from the 
President of the BPSU, it makes us realise that maybe 
now, finally, the people are starting to understand. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Shadow Fi-
nance Minister did a comprehensive job this morning 
in his overview of the Budget Statement, and I do not 
wish to regurgitate much of what he said. But I would 
like to look at some specific components of this 
Budget Statement. 
 Firstly, I would like to reiterate that we support 
100 per cent the Minister’s rollback of the payroll tax 
increase. We were critical when she increased these 
taxes a year ago. And we stated then that we believed 
it was going to lead to the loss of jobs, and we stated 
then that we believed that it was going to weaken the 
economy even further, and we were right. 
 We recently saw a job fair held by this Gov-
ernment where over 800 people came out looking for 
positions in the hospitality industry. The Government 
put its spin on it by saying, Look how many people are 
interested in the hospitality industry, and, they said, 
This is great. We are so glad that so many people 
want to get into the hospitality industry. 
 But the reality, Mr. Speaker, was that those 
people were not interested in getting into the hospital-
ity industry; those people needed jobs! They needed 
to earn money to pay the bills. And I applaud them. I 
applaud a person who is going to say, You know 
what? I may not be suited to this particular area. This 
particular area may be a humbling experience for me. 
But I need to put food on the table. I need to support 
my family. 
 I can recall, Mr. Speaker, some six or seven 
years ago when I was out of work. I needed to find a 
job to continue to help support my family. And I went 
out, and I jumped on the bike and looked around at 
some construction sites. And I was able to find a job 
through a friend of my father’s, and I was working as a 
labourer. I used to get on the job, Mr. Speaker, at 7 
o’clock in the morning so that there was a batch of 
mortar in the mixer at 7:30. I had no problem staying 
after 3:30 to make sure that all the masons’ tools were 
clean. 
 And one day, someone said to me, “Mr. 
Crockwell, I thought you was a lawyer. What you do-
ing working here as a labourer on a construction site?”  

And, with confidence, I looked at him and 
said, “I am paying the bills.”  

So I support Minister Wilson when she says, 
“Half a loaf is better than no loaf at all.” And I encour-
age Bermudians to leave no stone unturned, consider 
no job beneath them if that is going to help them meet 
their financial obligations. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, the numbers which the 
Government was not anticipating, or prepared for, 
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demonstrated the serious condition that we have in 
this country as it pertains to unemployment. We 
hoped that by the Minister’s reversal of this policy on 
the payroll tax that it would stimulate the economy. 
We hoped that it would create jobs. We hoped that it 
would stem the tide of further unemployment. But we 
are concerned that indeed the damage is done. 
 We know that everyone has welcomed this 
reversal, especially business owners who stand to 
benefit the most. I can recall over the past year, Mr. 
Speaker, as I am sure you can, that the Opposition 
and that the people in the community, the business 
community—everyone—came together in unison in 
criticising this increase. This should be a lesson to the 
people of this country, that when you have your voices 
heard you can bring about change. 
 So I applaud the Finance Minister for revers-
ing her position on this. We are sceptical with some of 
the reasons that she has espoused in terms of why 
she raised it last year. The reality is, Mr. Speaker, the 
economic conditions in this country have not changed 
much from last year; in fact, they have gotten worse. 
So if it was a necessity for the Minister to raise taxes 
last year, then that necessity continues now. The 
Government will have difficulty raising revenue again 
this year. We do not believe that the optimistic outlook 
on the rebound of the insurance and reinsurance in-
dustry is actually practical, Mr. Speaker. 
 So we think that the need is still there. So the 
explanation that the Honourable Minister gave really 
does not seem to dovetail with reality. But I am not 
going to question, Mr. Speaker, the Minister’s integ-
rity. I would accept her explanation and simply ap-
plaud her for listening to the people and listening to 
the Opposition. It would have been refreshing, Mr. 
Speaker, had someone stood up and said, We made 
a mistake. We should not have raised it in the first 
place. But we already are, Mr. Speaker, and we hope 
that it has the effect that the Government wants it to 
have. 
 We also support the setting aside of $12 mil-
lion for small projects to be allocated to small contrac-
tors to engender jobs. This is long overdue. Small 
contractors have felt ignored and abandoned by this 
Government for too long. I get stopped on a regular 
basis by small contractors who complain that they 
cannot even get some crumbs out of the economic 
pie. So we are encouraged that, in this Budget, at 
least they are getting a small slice, maybe a sliver, Mr. 
Speaker. But it is a start, and we are glad to see that 
small contractors are getting consideration in this 
Budget. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also like to talk about the 
widespread cuts in the Government’s expenditure. It 
has been a long time coming. For years the Opposi-
tion has been exhorting the Government to tighten its 
belt. And for years, the Government has been en-
couraging the people of Bermuda to tighten its belt, 
but would not lead by example. 

 But we see in this Budget . . . and we heard 
the Honourable Shadow Finance Minister state that 
he did not quite have confidence that these cuts will 
actually take place. But for the first time, we see these 
cuts stated in the Budget. And we cannot call for cuts, 
Mr. Speaker, and then complain about what areas 
actually get cut. When there are cuts, someone is go-
ing to be unhappy with a particular programme that 
ends up losing its revenue. 
 We have heard complaints about the severe 
cuts to the Small Business Development Corporation, 
to financial assistance, and to the Police Service. 
What I find interesting, and where I have some scepti-
cism, Mr. Speaker, is when the Premier says that the 
Government needs to do more with less. And we just 
heard the Honourable Minister, Dame Jennifer Smith, 
say that her Ministry will do more with less. But, Mr. 
Speaker, the reality is that this Government’s track 
record was not that good when its coffers were over-
flowing. We were not getting value for our money, Mr. 
Speaker. Education has continued to flounder. Crime 
has reached unprecedented levels. And our economy, 
Mr. Speaker, is the worst in recent modern history. 
 We have not seen these good results when 
they had sufficient resources. So how should we have 
confidence that they are going to be able to produce 
more with less? And it begs the question, Mr. 
Speaker, if they can produce more with less, then why 
have they not been cutting the expenditure all along? 
They should have been more austere years ago and 
giving us more productivity. But I am hoping, Mr. 
Speaker. I am hoping, indeed, that they will do more 
with less, because I agree that we are all in this to-
gether. If there is one thing I agree with, if the Gov-
ernment does not succeed, then it affects us all. So, 
we do hope that we see some positive results coming 
out of this next fiscal year. 
 The one area, though, that concerns me, and 
concerns the BDA significantly, is the cut in the Police 
budget of $7.5 million. At a time when it appears as if 
the police were getting on top of the gang problem, at 
least in terms of detecting crime and assisting in the 
prosecution of these offenders, we would hate to see 
this momentum undermined as a result of a lack of 
finances. 
 We believe, Mr. Speaker, that more emphasis 
and investment should be placed in the prevention of 
crime. We have been saying for some time, through 
our spokesperson, the Honourable Member Mr. Pet-
tingill, that significant investment needs to be placed 
in technology that can assist the Police Service in 
preventing crime. Because, no matter what policies 
and programmes we come up with, as it pertains to 
attracting international business to our shores, as it 
pertains to attracting more tourists to Bermuda, the 
fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, if we do not get on 
top of this crime issue, those individuals and compa-
nies would not be coming to Bermuda in any event. 
Crime remains our number-one concern, and we 
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would have preferred not to have seen a significant 
cut in that area. But we understand that the Minister 
had to cut, and so we accept that we will get more for 
less. 
 Mr. Speaker, we continue to be perplexed as 
to why this Finance Minister fails to come up with a 
feasible plan to address our escalating debt, which is 
now projected to be nearly $1.2 billion for 2011 and 
2012. That is “B,” Mr. Speaker, for “billion.” 
 Mr. Speaker, because of Government’s failure 
over the years to have a prudent fiscal management 
of our expenses, their failure to manage the capital 
projects in an efficient way, we find ourselves with a 
debt that is becoming unsustainable, Mr. Speaker. 
When we are spending $70 million a year going for-
ward on interest on this debt—money that can be 
spent in other areas to significantly improve our com-
munity—this is unacceptable. And this, Mr. Speaker, 
is a glaring failure of this Government and its fiscal 
policies. 
 Now, we look forward to the substantial de-
bate when we go into Committee of Supply, Mr. 
Speaker. But, you know, I wonder . . . I often wonder 
what Bermudians think around Budget time, Mr. 
Speaker, when economists and financial analysts are 
talking the language of numbers. I am sure most of 
them, like me, have a hard time keeping up and mak-
ing sense of it all. I am not ashamed to say that I 
struggled to maintain a B-minus average in school in 
math, Mr. Speaker, and I had to work hard at that. I 
excelled in social studies; I was an A student in social 
studies. But I did not care much for math. In fact, if I 
could have framed that B-minus, I would have it hang-
ing up on my wall right, I worked so hard for that B-
minus. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: And so, like most Bermudi-
ans, when we hear all of this economic parlance and 
jargon, we do not know what to believe. I am sure that 
the consultants that the Finance Minister listens to 
know what they are talking about, Mr. Speaker. I am 
sure that the Finance Minister knows what she is talk-
ing about. She is a very bright and perspicacious indi-
vidual. I am sure that the Honourable Finance 
Shadow Minister knows what he is talking about. And 
I know that these economic spokespersons for the 
BDA, my friend and colleague Mr. Fahy, knows what 
he is talking about. 
 I have read comments from the likes of Peter 
Everson and Larry Burchall and Cordell Riley and 
others, commenting on the Budget; I am sure they 
know what they are talking about. But what is interest-
ing, Mr. Speaker, is that the figures are not balancing. 
They are not reconciling. People are saying different 
things, different projections, different analyses. 
 
The Speaker: What conclusion have you drawn? 

 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will tell you the conclusion 
I have drawn, Mr. Speaker, that although in this con-
fusing discussion on the Budget where we have com-
pletely different and diametrically opposed projections, 
what I do know is that the average Bermudian is 
struggling. And they understand that. What I do know, 
Mr. Speaker, is that the average Bermudian is having 
difficulty paying their mortgage and paying their car 
note and paying their bills. That I know. 
 And how I know it is not just because I am 
hearing it on the streets. One of the aspects of my job, 
Mr. Speaker, which I do not enjoy, is when a client 
who happens to be a creditor calls me and says, “I 
need you to recover this debt.” And increasingly now, 
Mr. Speaker, coming across my desk is not the, “I 
need to recover this $10,000 debt, this $15,000 debt.” 
I am seeing now, “We need to foreclose on this prop-
erty,” Mr. Speaker. Hard-working Bermudians are los-
ing their homes, having their cars repossessed, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 So, that is what they understand. Even if they 
did not understand the very comprehensive Reply to-
day or did not understand the initial Budget State-
ment, they know that things are tough. 
 So the question is, is this Budget a step in the 
right direction? Is it too little, too late, Mr. Speaker? 
Has the roof already started to collapse? Did the Gov-
ernment wait too late to deal with the leak? We hope 
not. But it is clear that all is not well. Why did the Min-
ister not heed the calls from the Opposition years ago 
to tighten Government’s belt and spend less and save 
for times such as this? Why did the Government not 
manage capital projects more prudently instead of 
incurring more than $100 million in overruns? 
 Just maybe, Mr. Speaker, if the Government 
had been more prudent, it may have had some aid to 
give to hard-working Bermudian entrepreneurs like 
Ms. Annie Young, to save her business rather than 
watching her lose her business. 
 That is the reality, Mr. Speaker, and that is 
what this Government is accountable for. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Crockwell, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Pembroke West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. W. 
Furbert, from Hamilton West. 
 Mr. Furbert, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, now, I have listened very atten-
tively to . . . First of all, let me say that the Budget be-
ing presented by the Premier and Minister of Finance, 
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I believe, is a timely Budget. If you listen to what has 
been said and not concentrate so much on the fig-
ures, you will clearly see where the Minister of Fi-
nance is trying to take the country. 
 But I would be, Mr. Speaker, living in Alice in 
Wonderland if I thought that the Opposition (that is, 
the United Bermuda Party) and the BDA would come 
here today and say many nice things about the 
Budget that was presented last week by our Premier 
and Minister of Finance. 
 Mr. Speaker, we could all stand here today 
and point fingers. That is easy. I think there are 
enough fingers around here today, 36 of us times 
10—that is 360 fingers, except to excuse thumbs, 
maybe you want to include them in there. But we can 
point fingers at things that probably the Progressive 
Labour Party has done that probably could have been 
done better. But we could also point fingers back 
when the United Bermuda Party was in power and say 
things could have been done better. So there are 
enough fingers that we can point. There are many 
issues that we could point fingers at. 
 The question is . . . This is where we are. And 
the question is where do we go from here? I think that 
is the challenge that the Minister of Finance was trying 
to direct the country. I mean, I clearly heard the Minis-
ter of Education, especially after the Honourable 
Member was trying to stop the Member from laying 
out in detail . . .  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was not trying— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I never called any names. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 

Mr. John Barritt: Point of order.  
We know who he is talking about. There is 

only one Honourable Member who took a point of or-
der; it was me. 
 Mr. Speaker, I take exception to the Honour-
able Member characterising that. I am entitled to take 
a point of order. Indeed, those who were listening will 
know that when you first heard it, you actually agreed 
with me, Mr. Speaker, and then reversed your deci-
sion. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Barritt. Take your seat. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat. Take your seat, Mr. 
Barritt. Do not get irritated over little matters like that. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No, I was not. Mr. Speaker, I 
was not even talking about the Honourable Member. 
But if the shoe fits, he should wear it. 
 

The Speaker: Well, I know you did not call any name. 
I know that. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I did not. I never did. I was 
really talking about the Opposition Member who 
speaks for Finance at the time. But if he wants to put 
his name, put his head in that ring, then I would be 
willing to debate with him on the issue also. 
 But the Honourable Opposition Member that 
speaks for Finance said that the Government has no 
plan and there is no detail laid out in the Budget ex-
actly where the Government is going. But I clearly 
see, Mr. Speaker, on page 14, where the Minister of 
Finance said to the country (and if you will allow me to 
read, Mr. Speaker)—she said, “Whereas in previous 
years it has been our practice to provide a more de-
tailed breakout of these programmes in the Budget 
Statement, we have opted instead this year to allow 
our Ministers to communicate their portfolio plans in-
dividually.” 
 It is clear! And so, ultimately, we have to bet-
ter develop the capabilities and capacities of our hu-
man resources if we intend to post a growing econ-
omy where people can improve their quality of life. 
 “The steps to achieve these objectives,” the 
Premier and Minister of Finance says, “will be dis-
cussed in greater detail by my Cabinet Ministers.  

“Broadly, they will include:- 
• Steps to reduce the marginalisation of our 

young people and to encourage employ-
ers with incentives when they hire less-
experienced job seekers; 

• Support for labour-intensive industries 
through Government policy interventions 
such as payroll tax honeymoon, incen-
tives for employers to encourage skills 
development of their employees and in-
frastructure development; 

• Improvements in the performance and ef-
fectiveness of our public education sys-
tem . . .; 

• Reforms to increase inclusion and partici-
pation of the labour market . . .; 

• Maintenance of a stable and competitive 
macro-economic environment; 

• Increased productivity and competitive-
ness by more red carpet, less red tape . . 
.” 

And she goes on and on. 
 And the Honourable Member who speaks for 
Finance stands up and says that the Minister of Fi-
nance has no plan. Well, that is why the Minister of 
Education, Dame Jennifer Smith, stood up and was 
giving a policy overview on where she was taking her 
Ministry. This is what the Minister of Finance has 
asked her Ministers to do—lay out where they are go-
ing as far as this Budget and how it will impact on the 
individual and how it will help us to reduce costs. The 
Ministers will do that. 
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 So I just find it . . . I am sure it was not mali-
cious. But it was almost like misleading the House, 
Mr. Speaker, by telling the public on radio that the 
Government has no plan to move this country forward. 
The Minister of Finance laid out a Budget, clearly, on 
the information. But specifically, the Ministers them-
selves will lay out why certain things are taking place, 
why it is not taking place or why it is taking place. And 
that is the approach that has been taken this year. 

I know things have happened in the past. 
They have been different. But in times like these, Mr. 
Speaker, we have got to do things a little different 
than we did in the past. It is just the point. 

And what I heard from the Minister of Finance 
and the Premier, above all—and I think the public has 
heard this—is that if we are going to get through this 
situation, if we are going to make it on that side, Mr. 
Speaker, we have got to work together. I have heard 
them clearly. And I think that is why the Minister of 
Health came up with a paper last week (I am not re-
flecting on the Budget debate), but said, “I am willing 
to hear from you.” 

So it is not wrong for the Opposition to stand 
up and give their views on the Budget and some of 
their ideas. But let us be real on where we would like 
to go. So, Mr. Speaker, like I said, we can all point 
fingers, and if we have time, like I said, we can stay 
here all day, and I can join in helping point fingers. 
But, no, I am not . . . Despite my friend here who got a 
B, I got A’s in math. I must admit one year, Mr. 
Speaker, it was, I did. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: As the Honourable Member 
wants to frame his math, I will frame my English. I will 
frame my English. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
 Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I got a B in that, by the way. 
I admit one class I got an F, and it was called mathe-
matical topology, or something like that. I laugh; it was 
a midterm. I got a B-plus at the end of the year. 
 So, my point is that, if we are going to get 
through this situation, I think this is all around the 
world. I think every government is asking their citi-
zens, “Let us work together.” I keep on saying all the 
answers are not on one side or the other. There are 
solutions on both sides. I think that is why the country 
decides to put one group particularly in the Govern-
ment, one particular group in the Opposition, hoping 
that the Opposition would give ideas. 
 When we were in Government, or when the 
United Bermuda Party was in Government in the past, 
the Opposition (at that time it was the Progressive 
Labour Party) gave a lot of good solutions. And the 
Government of the day picked up those solutions and 
ran with them. The problem that we are having nowa-

days, at least for the last 12 years, is that there are 
very few good Opposition solutions coming forward, 
and I think that is part of the weakness within the . . . 

Despite, Mr. Speaker, the Shadow Minister of 
Finance talking about he was a prophet and prophe-
sising that things would take place five years ago. And 
if he was such a good prophet, the whole world should 
have been listening to the Honourable Member at that 
time. So we would not have been in problems, the 
banks would not have been in problems, the United 
States would not have been in problems, Canada 
would not have been in problems, Greece would not 
have been in problems. Just hire the Honourable 
Member, Bob Richards, and we would have all been 
okay. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is what has happened. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just say, this country has 
built some great wealth over the years. The problem, 
as we all know—and I ask anybody to refute this—is 
that the wealth in this country has not been spread as 
good as we would like to. So, some people who have 
been suffering in the past are still suffering. They were 
suffering way back then. Some people’s situations 
have not changed from 50 years ago; they are still in 
the same position. 
 I understand that the higher you get up on the 
ladder [the] harder [the] fall. So when you are up on 
the first rung and you fall, it does not hurt that bad. But 
if you are up on the 10th rung and you are falling, then 
it is tough, if you understand what I am saying, Mr. 
Speaker. Okay? 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the idea that we have cre-
ated this great success story in Bermuda has also 
caused some of our problems, with a significant 
amount of rent increases. We have not talked about 
housing in this Honourable House for at least a year 
or two, or more. I remember. I was the Minister of 
Housing. I have been the Shadow Minister of Hous-
ing. And every Friday we were talking about hous-
ing—every Friday! We have got to build more houses, 
we have got to build more houses, we have got to 
build more houses. But now that we are building more 
houses, now we are saying, Let us trim down, be-
cause it caused problems within the rental market. It 
has. 
 No one is talking about building houses any-
more, as we used to. So the solution was down to the 
Honourable Member of the . . . I remember I was sit-
ting that time against the Honourable Member (I am 
not going to call the Member’s name, but I was sitting 
on the other side), attacking the other Members on 
housing. He got his work done; he built some houses. 
And since then, the Honourable Member, the Colonel, 
has built significant profits out there, which has eased 
the . . . 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Sits in another place . . . has 
built significant houses, which has an impact. So we 
know that our success over here in Bermuda has also 
caused stress levels. It has caused families to not be 
able to (how can I say?) communicate together. They 
have been rushing around. All of this is great success. 
So we have got to find a balance! We have really got 
to find a balance of where we are. 
 I think that is what the Premier is saying. Let 
us find a balance, going forward. Because maybe 
what was happening in the past is maybe not what we 
really want, because it became a community with 21 
square miles. Maybe we could not deal with that. We 
had to bring in an influx of people from overseas to 
handle our economy. But is that the lifestyle that we 
really want? 
 So maybe we are not earning now $200 mil-
lion a year. Maybe we are earning $100 million a year. 
Maybe that, for this time, is good enough. Maybe the 
timing . . . we need to just find the time to relax and 
find out where we really want to go and ease the 
pressure that so many people were feeling in Ber-
muda. 
 Sometimes out of bad things come good 
things. I am not saying that we want an economy that 
is sliding down. I am not saying that. All I am saying is 
that we need to find a balance going forward to just 
allow Bermudians to become what they used to be, 
taking care of my brother. I was my brother’s keeper. I 
used to walk across the street or walk across to the 
next house and give my neighbour some sugar or 
some flour. Nowadays, you do not know who your 
neighbour is. 
 
An Hon. Member: And some love. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And some love. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, depending on what you 
say about the “love” part. 
 So my point is that we have built a community 
that maybe was outpacing us, Mr. Speaker, outpacing 
us. And now that we are up on this 10th [rung of the] 
ladder, and we are falling maybe down to the fourth or 
fifth [rung of the] ladder, it does hurt a little bit because 
we were up there. But like I said, those people who 
were always on the first [rung of the] ladder did not 
feel the pain and probably still do not feel the pain be-
cause they were never up that level. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said, the economy in those 
days was never shared that much within the commu-
nity. I remember. I was going to say at that time when 
we gave a condolences to Honourable Arnold Francis, 
I used to work for that law firm. But we know that in 
Bermuda there are certain law firms that get most of 

the business, despite Honourable Arnold Francis and 
Sir Edward Richards and William Francis and Ed Bai-
ley, distinguished gentlemen who have served this 
community. 

The economy was not flowing in that direction 
as it should have. But we do not want to talk about 
that. It was flowing in certain . . . pretty well to law 
firms and accounting firms and banks. They were all 
working together. One bank was working with this law 
firm; this law firm was working with this accounting 
firm. We all knew it. It did not flow like it should have. 
If it was sharing, Alan Richardson, who started his 
accounting firm, would have still had his accounting 
firm. But he was not able to break that mould because 
everybody had a grip of the economy. 

So we were not sharing. We were not doing it 
right. So let us not talk about things were that good. 
They were good for some people, Mr. Speaker, but 
they were not good for everyone. 

And if we are going to move this country for-
ward, if we are going to become the country that we 
want to be, the Premier said, Listen, we have got to sit 
down and talk, and we have got to work together on 
our Budget, on our ideas. This is where we want to go 
instead of pointing fingers and saying, Well, your capi-
tal works were hard. Yes, we know that some of those 
capital works have been lowered. But, yes, they 
should have been also lower on the United Bermuda 
Party, the incinerator plant, to name one, and the air-
port, to name a second. Well, the Honourable Mem-
ber, Grant Gibbons, would argue about the last thing. I 
am not getting into that one. 

But there are things out there that we could all 
point fingers at. The question is, Where do we go from 
here? not, What happened yesterday? I am willing to 
talk about the steps, and even the baby steps. To 
what the Premier says . . . I read. The Honourable 
Member said . . . She is talking about resetting the 
dial. She says, resetting the dial goes further than 
Government, but it also speaks to each and every one 
of us in Bermuda. Each and every one us—that is, we 
are being inclusive. We are being inclusive.  

Our differences are dwarfed by our common 
purpose. What is our common purpose? That we all 
benefit. Then let us sit down and talk about that. So 
when the economy is booming again, then each one 
of us who . . . I could start my own accounting practice 
out there. And the Honourable Member, Shawn 
Crockwell, should be able to start his own law firm 
instead of going to work for a law firm, so he can 
benefit. 

Let us talk about those common purposes of 
what we are trying to achieve if we are trying to make 
Bermuda a better place. 

The Honourable Member Minister of Finance 
and Premier says: “All of us have a role to play. And 
the Government will work tirelessly with all, all who 
have the best interests of Bermuda and her people at 
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heart. The country’s long-term prosperity requires the 
participation of all in the economy.” 
 We have not really had a hard discussion 
about the economy, other than we know that numbers 
have fallen and that the expenditures have gone up. 
Yes, we accept those realities. But let us have a little 
discussion around the kitchen table and talk about 
how, if we are going to move the economy forward, 
we are all going to benefit. If you want to have that 
discussion, I will be at the table. But if you are having 
a discussion just for yourself to benefit, I am not com-
ing. 
 This is where we need to be going, producing 
a Bermuda for this generation and for the generations 
to come. So those who are being born into this world 
right now, at the age of whatever (and my grand-
daughter who is not born), know that they have a fu-
ture that they can come in and not necessarily benefit 
because of who they know, but because of who they 
are. Let us talk some real things around here and 
build an economy talking about where we are. 

And I heard my honourable colleague. Hon-
ourable Member, I am sure you will talk about being 
pro-labour and also being pro-business, instead of 
one class being this side is pro-business and that side 
is pro-labour. (And, no, I am not going to take a story.) 
I want pro-everything. We want to make sure that 
Bermuda—everything. We know that with capital 
growth, the ship rises up with it—the ship. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We know that. We cannot 
give the financial services $28 million this year. We 
cannot give that if we are not able to pull the revenue 
that we want. But yet, we also want to wean those 
individuals off that $28 million and get it back down to 
where it was. I remember when I used to sit in another 
place. And when they first talked about financial assis-
tance in the Budget, I believed at the time it was 
wrong. Three million—that was like, “Oh, boy, $3 mil-
lion.” Now we’re up to $28 million, $29 million. We’re 
going in the wrong direction. 
 We have to make sure that every Bermudian 
who wants to work is working! We have got to re-
focus, re-tool, re-educate; tell our young people to 
have a purpose in life. I went to a particular Ministry 
the other day, and I saw a young lady. I said, “Wow!” I 
said to myself, “What are you doing here? What are 
you doing here?” That is what I said to myself: “What 
are you doing here?” I was Minister of Housing, Minis-
ter of Health and Social Services. And I had the 
grandmother, the mother and the daughter on finan-
cial assistance, breeding a culture!  

We will not be able to work like that in Ber-
muda—not this small place. We have got to break that 
curse. We have got to break that mentality. We have 
got to break that circle. She said, “My grandmother is 

on financial assistance! I am proud of that! I am going 
to go get the same thing.”  

No! We have got to talk about what we tell our 
young people. 
 I agree with Dame Jennifer Smith. We have 
got to tell our young people that they can do whatever. 
They are the best. But I am tired of hearing each one 
of us up here saying that education is bad. I had a 
young lady who just graduated—not graduated. As a 
matter of fact, she has. She went to public school, but 
she was in England studying medicine. And, Mr. 
Speaker, they let her leave early. She doesn’t have to 
go back until December to get her certificate. She 
does not have to finish—a year off—because she did 
excellent. She came out of the public school. 
 Let us tell the stories of the good things that 
are happening in this community, the good things that 
are happening for our young people. Show some 
people that are making some strides in this commu-
nity, so people can stop focusing and saying, Well, I 
want to be like that guy on the front page with the 
handcuffs behind his back (or his front). We should 
pass a law that that should be on the obituary page. 
Anybody who knows . . . Do you follow me? Pass a 
law that put anybody in handcuffs on the obituary 
page. That means they are moving out. Put any good 
things on the front page so people can read the good 
side every morning instead of waking up with some 
sad, bad news. 
 Members, I am getting tired of seeing, just 
hearing . . . It could get depressing. So I am saying, 
Mr. Speaker, if we are going to make this community 
better, if we are going to make this community better, 
we are going to have to work together. And I say it, 
not only on this side, but I am saying it on the outside 
where I sit now and proud to be a Member of the Pro-
gressive Labour Party. I am sure the other Members 
are not proud. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I said my former colleagues 
are not proud of me sitting on the other side; they are 
not. Because they expected me to win Hamilton West 
for them. I won, but not this time. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am sorry. Did I say some-
thing wrong? 
 
The Speaker: Have you lost your place, Mr. Furbert? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No, it was true. They ex-
pected me to win Hamilton West for them, and I did. 
But I will not win it for them this time. And the Honour-
able Member Grant Gibbons said, Have I lost my 
marbles, my mind? Well, let him come down to Hamil-
ton West and I will see how much money he loses. 
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The Speaker: Is that a challenge?  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is a challenge. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I will challenge him right 
now. I challenge the Honourable Member right in front 
of the whole public; if he wants to run in Hamilton 
West, let him come. As a matter of fact, any Member 
from that side could run down there. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
  
The Speaker: Well, let us hear about the Budget. Let 
us hear about the Budget. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 But they know it, because I taught some of 
them how to win. 
 Mr. Speaker, the question is, Where do we go 
from here? So I am going to close on this little saying. 
It is a song that I used to sing a long time ago. (I am 
not going to sing it.) 
 I cannot remember all the words, but it says,  
 I need you. 

We need you. 
We are all a part of this big family. 
Stand with me, ah, agree with me, 
We are all a part of this family. 

And another part says, 
 Don’t harm me with the words of your mouth. 

But just love me, and we can make it together. 
 Mr. Speaker, if there are just a few words that 
I can say this afternoon, they are that we are on the 
right track. We are at a point of time in our history that 
we have to reset the dial, as the Honourable Premier 
has said, reset the dial. And if we reset that dial on 
both sides, and despite whether we want to win or 
lose . . . because if we reset the dial, guess what, Mr. 
Speaker? We all win, whatever local party we are 
standing on. As I always tell my good friend, the Hon-
ourable John Barritt, once we have done our job and 
we know that things are on the right track, and good 
legislation is in place, good Government, all these 
type of things, we can go home and put our heads up 
on that bed and relax and say, “Everything is okay.” 
Because, we reset the dial. 
 Mr. Speaker, thank you for your time. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Furbert, the Honour-
able Member from Hamilton West. 
 I thought we would go back to this side, but 
the Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, from Paget 
East has the floor. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  

The Speaker: Yes, I am just looking. 
 Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I had a little difficulty, I guess, 
following the thread of the former speaker who just 
took his seat. But he did keep asking the question of, I 
guess the group here, of Honourable Members, 
Where do we go from here?  

Mr. Speaker, I think that is precisely the ques-
tion that my honourable colleague, Mr. Richards, was 
trying to get across in his Budget Reply when he said, 
“There really is no plan here.” 
 Now, the Honourable Member who just took 
his seat kept protesting that there was a plan. But in 
point of fact, I think if you carefully study this docu-
ment, you would have a hard time finding it . . . There 
may be objectives, there may be goals in it, but there 
is no how-to-get-there. 
 In fact, on the top of page 11 in the Budget 
Statement, the Honourable Member Ms. Cox says, 
“This budget is my first as Premier and Minister of Fi-
nance and is markedly different from previous budg-
ets.” I have to say I agree with that. I do not mean to 
be glib, Mr. Speaker. It is markedly different from pre-
vious Budgets because there is a lot less substance in 
this Budget than that Honourable Member had in pre-
vious Budgets. 
 And I mean that not in a sarcastic way, but in 
a nice way. Because had the Honourable Member 
actually come to this House with what the Honourable 
Member, Ms. Cox, is proposing to do, which is to bring 
a foundation for what will be a three-year revolving 
framework . . . if the Honourable Member had actually 
come this time with a three-year plan, I think some of 
us on this side would have had at least a better sense 
that there really was more than simple good intentions 
here, that there was more substance to what we have 
before us today. 
 Because, honestly, when you start to look at 
it, there really are questions about whether there is a 
plan here, or whether there are simply objectives up 
there.  

Mr. Speaker, one of the challenges we have 
had on this side for some years now is that the Pro-
gressive Labour Party Government has had the best 
of intentions. But unfortunately, we have had ineffec-
tive leadership and an inability to actually deliver on 
those intentions and those promises. And I am not just 
talking about education, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was a little surprised, actually. I want to talk 
about a number of things, touch on a number of things 
in the 30 minutes that I have, although I hope you will 
give me a little bit of latitude as you did the Honour-
able Member Dame Jennifer. But there are a number 
of things that actually also surprised me when I 
started to read this Budget Statement. And that was 
the very first line, when the Honourable Member Ms. 
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Cox says: “There are times when Government leaders 
take pleasure in seeing their predictions come true. 
This is not one of them. A year ago, I looked at what 
was happening all around us and I forecast in my 
Budget Statement that the road to recovery would be 
long and challenging.” 

Mr. Speaker, I found that a little surprising, 
because I do want to talk about forecasting a little bit 
here. But I found that surprising because, when I went 
to last year’s Budget Statement, what I found on the 
cover of that document was “Road to Recovery.” In 
fact, on the first page of last year’s Budget Statement 
from the Honourable Member, the Honourable Mem-
ber talked about her “. . .anticipation of a return to 
positive growth in 2010, perhaps in the range of 1 per 
cent.” 

Mr. Speaker, we all know, even though we 
have not seen the data, that there is no way 2010 had 
GDP growth of a positive number at all. In fact, it went 
on to say, on the same page, “As we move from eco-
nomic crisis of 2009 to recovery in 2010, we stand on 
the cusp of a new beginning.” 

Mr. Speaker, to suggest somehow that there 
would be a long road to recovery when last year the 
Honourable Member was talking about recovery in 
2010, simply flies in the face of . . . The statements 
are completely inconsistent. I do not mean it to rub the 
Honourable Member’s nose in it at all, because, obvi-
ously, the Honourable Member felt that way this time 
last year, and we all know that is exactly what did not 
happen, in spite of warnings not only from this side of 
the House, but across the entire community. 

So what I would like to talk a little bit about is 
this issue of forecasting. But I would like to put some 
particular emphasis on what I refer to as the elephant 
in the room. And that is, Mr. Speaker, that this Pro-
gressive Labour Party Government has actually cre-
ated, not formally, but created for all practical pur-
poses, a 14th Ministry, another Ministry in addition to 
the 13 they have so far. That, Mr. Speaker, is the Min-
istry of Debt. Okay? 

They have created, for all practical purposes, 
a Ministry of Debt. It has grown faster than any other 
Ministry in the last seven years. It requires $70 million 
in this Budget to run it, to cover the interest payments. 
In the current year that we are just about to end, it 
required some $56 million. This Ministry of Debt that 
the Minister has created is now larger than eight out of 
the thirteen other Ministries, and if you include the 
sinking fund budget in that, along with the interest, it is 
actually larger than nine other Ministries, besides 
Health, Education, National Security, and Finance. I 
think we will find another couple of years down the 
road that, probably, there is a reasonable possibility it 
will surpass even the size of those other Ministries, 
which are now the largest we have. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not just a burden on our 
children and grandchildren, as people like to say. It is 
a real problem right now, and it is getting worse. The 

problem with the Ministry of Debt and the interest that 
we need to pay to run it is that we are obligated to pay 
it. We do not have any choice. We can cut back. We 
can cut back on the Ministry of Education. We can cut 
back on the Police. But when it comes to the Ministry 
of Debt, that interest payment has to be paid. It comes 
before all other Ministries in priority; otherwise, Mr. 
Speaker, we default. 

When we default, we have some very serious 
issues on our hands. So that 14th Ministry that that 
Honourable Member has effectively created is the 
most important Ministry. It gets paid first; it gets fed 
first. Otherwise, we will have serious problems. 

Now, I understand, and I believe that the 
Honourable Member, the Minister of Finance, has fi-
nally woken up to the issue of the debt and the inter-
est. I say that because there was some interesting 
flip-flop, which I think my honourable colleague, Mr. 
Richards, referred to, and that was the flip-flop on the 
payroll tax last year. What was interesting about that 
flip-flop on payroll tax is how the Honourable Member 
actually justified it. The Minister of Finance said on 
page 6 of the Budget Statement: 

“[T]he payroll tax increase was required last 
year given the Government’s expenditure plans. With-
out it, we would have risked a ratings downgrade 
which would have driven up the cost of borrowing in 
Bermuda and potentially damaged our reputation as 
an international business centre.” 

What this means is that the Minister of Fi-
nance is incredibly sensitive to the rating agencies. 
And when they say, Jump, she says, How high? 
Okay? 

What that means, Mr. Speaker, is that as that 
Ministry of Debt gets even larger in subsequent 
years—and it will because we are still running a deficit 
on current account and a deficit overall—that we will 
have the tail wagging the dog. 

Now, I do not understand why that Honour-
able Member (because that Honourable Member is an 
intelligent person) thinks the rating agencies are stu-
pid. I cannot imagine how they would somehow feel 
that if you increased payroll tax one year to show 
them that you could raise taxes and then reverse it the 
second year they would not say, What is going on 
here? You really were not able justify that increase in 
payroll tax. 

It sort of smacks a little bit of the former leader 
over there, which is, We had to mislead you, Mr. 
Speaker. And the rating agencies are not stupid. And I 
do not think you can say, We will raise it one year, 
reverse it the next, and they will not say, Hang on a 
second here. We need to have a clear sense of what 
is going on. 

 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Speaker, point of order. Point 
of order. 
 
The Speaker: There is a point of order. 
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 Take your seat. 
 Madam Premier has the floor. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think there is a lot of misspeak and double-
speak. And that is okay because they have a political 
agenda. 
 But I think if you want to be correct and if you 
want to be accurate, what should be noted is not so 
much just playing games with rating agencies. You do 
not increase payroll tax and also increase expendi-
ture. And when you decrease the payroll tax, then you 
see that there has also been a correlative decrease in 
expenditure. So I think you are losing, by not having 
that Honourable Member note that it is not just in-
creasing the expenditure as you roll back the payroll 
tax. That is the correlative difference. And that is im-
portant to note, as opposed to just indicating some-
thing which is misspeak. 

And I think that Honourable Member . . . It is 
okay to be caustic because we are . . . That is fine. 
But let us get it right. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier. 
 Carry on, Dr. Gibbons. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:  Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I am obliged to that Honourable Member. I 
was actually looking forward to getting on to the ques-
tion of how we got where we are. Clearly, expenditure 
is one of those issues. So I will be happy to spend a 
little bit of time on that as well. 
 But the problem, Mr. Speaker, is that when 
you get into a situation, particularly when you are run-
ning deficits, where your debt has increased dramati-
cally, which it has—in fact, it has gone up more than 
seven times since that Honourable Member became 
Minister of Finance. When your debt goes up that 
much and when you are running deficits, basically 
there comes a point—and other countries have gotten 
into this—where you get into sort of almost a death 
spiral. Because when the interest on that debt gets to 
a very significant level and you have to basically run 
deficits, it is a losing proposition. You go downhill very 
quickly from that point. 
 I am not suggesting, Mr. Speaker, we are 
there yet. But we have now run deficits three years in 
a row. The Honourable Member is budgeting a deficit 
on current account for the fourth year in a row, the 
2011–2012 Budget. And what that means is, you can-
not pay back the debt on that basis. You simply can-
not do it. So it continues to rise. The interest rate con-
tinues to rise. And occasionally, countries have gotten 
into what is almost referred to as a “death spiral” as a 
consequence of that. As somebody said earlier, it be-
comes unsustainable. 

 The Bahamas was a good example of that a 
number of years ago. The debt just went through the 
roof. The interest payments went through the roof. 
And, as we know, from my honourable colleague, Mr. 
Richards, at a certain point interest levels are likely to 
rise. And not all of the Government’s debt is fixed, and 
not all of it is going to last to 2025. It is going to have 
to be refinanced. So what it means is a relatively low 
interest rate now may have to be refinanced at a 
much higher rate, particularly if the rating agencies 
decide that they did not like that flip-flop on payroll tax. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, there are a number of issues 
here that I think are important. That is, with this issue 
of debt, it has become particularly concerning, primar-
ily because of the extraordinary rate at which it has 
grown. In the last year, from 2008–2009 to 2009–
2010, it has actually almost doubled on a gross basis, 
from $562 million up to $1.34 billion. I guess the ques-
tion that we have here is . . . that is such an extraordi-
nary rate of growth that clearly it is out of control. 
 I think the other issue that is concerning, 
again because of this issue of the Ministry of Debt, is 
when you look at the interest payments, comparing 
the year we are budgeting now, which is $70 million, 
and you look back to 2004–2005, when the Honour-
able Member, Ms. Cox, became Minister of Finance. It 
has actually gone up over nine times. It was $8.3 mil-
lion in interest rate back in 2004–2005; it is now being 
projected to be some $70 million, and that is an esti-
mate. We do not even know if that is in fact the case. 
So there are some very serious issues here. 

I think the other thing is—and I do not want to 
spend a lot of time on this—we on this side were also 
very concerned about this issue of redefining what 
constituted debt, taking out the guarantees. Now, we 
understand that the Honourable Member just raised 
the statutory debt ceiling to $1.25 billion—that is, “bil-
lion”—last year. So the Honourable Member probably 
did not want to have to raise it again this year be-
cause the Honourable Member would have. But the 
Honourable Member actually ended up taking out the 
guarantees. 

Now, for a long time, I think we on this side of 
the House have understood that a guarantee is an 
obligation. If something defaults, you have to pay it. 
But it struck me as I was going through these num-
bers that maybe what the Honourable Member is also 
trying to avoid is the guarantee on the hospital, be-
cause there is going to be an implicit, if not formal, 
guarantee there for the $300 million under the PPP, at 
least. The auditor would have put that on the books. 
So it is not just the Bank of Butterfield guarantee, 
which looks like it is reasonably safe at this point; but 
there is the $300 million-plus from the PPP, which 
should also have gone on our books. So in the next 
couple of years, we would have seen probably an ad-
ditional increase in that statutory borrowing limit. 

So the question, Mr. Speaker, is, How did we 
get here? The simple answer is—and I think a lot of 
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Honourable Members understand that—the PLP Gov-
ernment and this Finance Minister grossly overspent 
over the last few years and had to borrow big-time to 
cover the deficit—spending more than they have. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the majority of house-
holds in Bermuda—because we are a fairly conserva-
tive country—understand a very simple principle. If 
you do not live within your means, then sooner or later 
there are financial consequences. We are now dealing 
with the financial consequences. And the chances 
are, they are probably going to get a lot worse. 

What this Government would like you to be-
lieve is that these financial consequences are primar-
ily a result of the global recession. It is the old song, 
“Not Me, Shaggy.” The global recession clearly has 
had an impact. But the problem is that the impact was 
grossly exacerbated by the poor financial stewardship 
under the Finance Minister, Minister Cox. The prob-
lem started long before the global recession took 
place, and you can see the pattern going back to 
2004–2005, way before 2008 when the global reces-
sion really started to kick in. 

I think it is pretty simple. The Government 
failed to understand what was coming. It failed to ad-
just. It failed to plan and failed to correct the course in 
either a timely or meaningful way to avoid the oncom-
ing train. I think what a number of us felt when we saw 
this Budget was, This would have been a good 
Budget had it been three years ago. 

The interesting thing, Mr. Speaker, is when 
you read the introduction to this Budget Statement 
here, you find the Honourable Member talking about 
what is happening in other countries. And a number of 
things stuck out here; for example, on page 1, it says: 
“As uncertainty and turmoil threaten the world’s estab-
lished and emerging economies alike, the Govern-
ments of many of the largest nations, all struggling to 
recover from the recession, unveiled drastic measures 
to reduce runaway deficits.” 
 Mr. Speaker, that was a year or two ago. 
Okay? At the bottom here, the Honourable Member is 
saying, the message from Europe was clear and con-
sistent. “[D]eficit reduction is a necessary precondition 
for sustained economic stability.” 

Mr. Speaker, we have been running a deficit 
here—an unprecedented deficit—on current account 
spending for the last three years. We are budgeting 
another deficit spending on current account for the 
coming year. How can you talk about what other 
countries are doing and suggest somehow this is all 
being imposed upon us, when you are not even fol-
lowing what other countries started to do a number of 
years ago? 
 That is what I mean when I say, had this 
Budget actually occurred in its current form three 
years ago, as my Honourable Member, Mr. Richards, 
has suggested over the last couple of years, then the 
Government would be in a lot better shape. 

 So what has the Government done? Well, I 
think it is the excessive spending which has really put 
them into difficulty. The gross overspending, as Mr. 
Crockwell, the Honourable Member, said, on capital 
projects like Berkeley, the cruise ship terminal, TCD—
the list goes on—consistent overspending on current 
account; that is, the day-to-day Government ex-
penses. And in fact, the interesting thing—and Mr. 
Burchall in a column today in the Sun also touched on 
this. But the interesting thing is, the current Finance 
Minister, Ms. Cox, in the last six years has never once 
stayed within her own current account budget. In other 
words, the Minister sets a budget at the beginning of 
the year for what the current account is going to be 
spent, and never once has that Honourable Member, 
in the last six years, stayed within her own budget. 
 Now, I think it would be fair to say that this did 
not happen—and I know it did not happen—under the 
three Finance Ministers before Minister Cox. There 
was also this issue of forecasting on the revenue side 
which, when exacerbated by the downturn, left the 
Government with much less revenue than they ex-
pected. The party was over, and the music stopped. 
The result, as we have seen, has been an unprece-
dented three years of deficits on current account, and 
we are now budgeting for a fourth year. 
 The worst part about this, Mr. Speaker, is it 
would not be so bad if this was all we were dealing 
with. But in fact, what we have found is that the finan-
cial statements, at least the ones we have seen for 
the last three years, have also been qualified. Now, 
for those who are listening, qualified does not mean 
good. It basically means that, due to a lack of financial 
control, the Auditors General could not satisfy them-
selves (and there are two of them here in this case) 
that the accounts were fair and accurate. There was a 
problem with the financial statements themselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, you were a Member back in the 
early 1990s when we had to deal with another reces-
sion. Admittedly, it was not as severe. It was probably 
going to be as long as this one, because it lasted al-
most three to four years. But at that point, the Minister 
of Finance, Dr. Saul, stuck to his current account 
budget every year. He did not run a deficit in any of 
those years. And also, he had the foresight at that 
point to put in place sinking fund and controls on the 
statutory debt limit; that was going to be, by policy, 10 
per cent of GDP. We have long since blown through 
that, Mr. Speaker, with the current Government over 
there. But he also put in a statutory limit, which at that 
point, I think, was $185 million. We have gone from 
$185 million up to $1.25 billion. 
 Mr. Speaker, obviously, we have got some 
very serious issues on our hands here. I think it is fair 
to say that, as my honourable colleague, Mr. Rich-
ards, said, there is no joy in this particular Budget 
Statement for those who are looking for a way out of 
this particular problem that we are in right now. 
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My honourable colleague, Mr. Richards, set 
out in the last third of this Statement a whole series of 
suggestions with some detail and with some sub-
stance as to how we need to restructure our economy, 
how we need to cut red tape, and how we need to be 
much more welcoming of the customers, which is the 
basis upon which Bermuda has survived for a long 
time, from the start with agricultural products way 
back in the eighteenth, nineteenth centuries, to the 
start of tourism, to international business. It has been 
satisfying customers, and it has been making life eas-
ier for them. 
 As he put it—and I think the Honourable 
Member who speaks for Finance on the Government 
side would say—there is an opportunity here. But it is 
not just rearranging the deck chairs on the Titanic. It is 
to have a serious look at some of these issues and to 
really start to come to grips with some of the major 
changes that we need to do. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of resetting 
the dial. This is a question of cleaning house. I think 
the Government can take that in two different ways. 
But certainly, as the Honourable Member has said on 
a number of occasions, the Minister of Finance, this 
will not be a quick fix.  

Mr. Speaker, I think the quick fix here actually 
would be a change of Government, if I may, to be very 
political. But clearly, this country has a lot of work to 
do. I am not sure that the current Government—who 
got us into this dreadful mess in the first place— is 
going to be able to get us out. I am not saying that 
they are not intelligent; I am not saying that they do 
not have the best of intentions. But the record so far is 
certainly not very promising. 
 I would like to touch on a couple of other ar-
eas, if I may. One of the things that I found sort of in-
teresting here was this whole issue of this compari-
son. It is an odd table. It is in the back of the Budget 
Statement itself. It is this comparison of how much the 
PLP Government was spending (let me find it, Mr. 
Speaker). It is how much they are spending now on . . 
. It is on page 27 of the Budget Statement. It is entitled 
“What the Government Has Done for You Lately,” 
okay? And they point out that in the 2010–2011 
Budget, they have spent $304 million on various 
items, many of which are what I think they would call 
“social agenda items,” although I am not sure the Fi-
nancial Intelligence Agency would come under that. 
But maybe that is what they think. And they compare 
that with what was spent back in 1997–1998. 
 I think the interesting issue here is . . . I think 
most people are smart enough to see through this 
because, clearly, what was spent in 1997–1998 was 
14 years ago. A dollar was worth a lot more in those 
days than it is now. Also, when you start to look down 
this list, you find out that it is pretty selective, and in-
deed there are some mistakes on it as well. Obvi-
ously, these mistakes are not on the Government’s 
side; they are on the United Bermuda Party’s side.  

For example, Bermuda College Operating 
Grant of $3.8 million in 1997–1998; in fact, it was 
$10.2 million back in those days. You start to look at 
some of these other areas as well. I have not gone 
through all of them. But the whole thing strikes you as 
sort of a fraudulent exercise in trying to brag about 
how much money they have taken from taxpayers. 
 But the bottom line here, Mr. Speaker, is, you 
have to ask, Given all the money that they have actu-
ally spent, are we better off now than we were back in 
1997–1998? Are we better off now than we were five 
years ago?  

There has been some polling recently, Mr. 
Speaker, that says people feel they are not better off 
now. This Government has spent millions, billions of 
dollars. They have wasted millions and millions of dol-
lars. And what have we got to show for it? Do we have 
more crime now than we did back in 1997–1998? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:  Are seniors more 
secure now than they were back in 1997–1998?   
 
Some Hon. Members: No. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Is education better 
or are our students better off than they were back in 
1997–1998? 
 
Some Hon. Members: No. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons:  And yet the Gov-
ernment is bragging about how much more money 
they have spent to deliver even less in the way of ap-
propriate services here. 
 So, I think the question here really is, What is 
the purpose of all this? When you start to read more 
carefully some of these items and you start to try and 
get a sense of some of these points that are being 
made here, it just . . . I think the Honourable Member 
could have done a lot better. I mean that in the nicest 
possible way, because I think that Honourable Mem-
ber is very capable.  

But, clearly, what we are dealing with here is 
a huge problem. The Government has in many re-
spects been responsible for it. It has been exacer-
bated, yes, by the global recession. But a lot of the 
missteps, the lack of planning, the overspending, and 
the other problems the Government has essentially 
foisted upon itself are responsible in many respects 
for the very serious situation that we find ourselves in 
now. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will end, because I think I am 
probably coming up towards the end of my time. But I 
am going to end with the very end of this Budget 
Statement here. I think this is almost symptomatic of 
what we are finding here. It is a quote from President 
John F. Kennedy. He stated: “The time to repair the 
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roof is when the sun is shining.” The Honourable 
Member Paula Cox goes on to say, “What he did not 
say was that if you wait too long for it to stop raining, a 
leaky roof will be the least of your problems.” 
 Mr. Speaker, I think back to Lefroy House af-
ter Hurricane Fabian. There was a huge hole in Lefroy 
House after Hurricane Fabian. It sat there and it sat 
there and it sat there.  The last time I looked, the re-
furbishment on Lefroy House was something on the 
order of $19 million. Mr. Speaker, the Government 
has not obviously learned from its own mistakes. And 
the problem here is that they have not been fixing the 
leaky roof over the last . . . Go back as long as you 
want, but they have not been fixing the leaky roof. And 
that is the reason that we are in the mess that we are 
in today. 
 Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
M. Bean. The Honourable Member from [Southamp-
ton West Central] has the floor. 
 Members would be aware that this is his 
maiden speech. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon to you, honourable colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, as you just alluded to, this is my 
maiden speech. So I will preface my remarks by ask-
ing that the words of my mouth and the meditation of 
my heart be acceptable in thy sight and in the sight of 
the people also. 
 Mr. Speaker, certainly everyone with ears to 
hear and eyes to see recognises that today we, as a 
country, are facing the most difficult economic, social, 
and cultural circumstances that we have faced in dec-
ades. Quite literally, as Marcus Garvey once said, “A 
people will only know themselves when their back is 
up against the wall.” Mr. Speaker, clearly, today our 
backs are up against the wall. 
 Although I have heard remarks from our Op-
position bench, which obviously had the intention of 
scoring political points, I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
would find it irresponsible on my part to use this op-
portunity as a council of despair. In fact, in the Budget 
Reply by the Shadow Minister of Finance, a few points 
stood out. One was that in the midst of this adversity 
there is an opportunity for us to right the ship and to 
put it back on the direction which would carry us to the 
destiny intended for our people. 
 Mr. Speaker, after the Budget Statement was 
read by our Honourable Premier, and Minister of Fi-
nance, at the conclusion I went over to the Premier 
and I said to her, “Madam Premier, I am pleased with 
the Budget Statement. I am pleased with the ap-
proach that you have now set our Government on.” 
 Mr. Speaker, even by naming it (what was it?) 
“Resetting the Dial” . . . As a pilot, Mr. Speaker, I cor-

related or tried to apply it within my own training. 
When a pilot is flying and he sees the thunderstorm, 
he has options. But a wise pilot does not try to fly over 
the thunderstorm. He does not try to fly under the 
thunderstorm. He flies around it, Mr. Speaker. That 
means that your planned course of action sometimes 
requires a shift. It requires an alternate route. 
 So when our Premier said that we are reset-
ting the dial, I applied that to the point of resetting my 
heading indicator. Yes, Mr. Speaker, some will say 
that over the last 12 years we may have gone off 
course. But, the Shadow Minister of Finance also re-
vealed that the red tape and the bureaucracy of this 
country actually had its origins in what he termed as 
“the oligarchy.” Certainly, the burden and responsibil-
ity for where we are today must be shared. And any-
one who tries to shirk that responsibility because they 
find themselves on the other side of this Honourable 
Chamber is really deceiving no one but themselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, resetting the dial not only means 
that the Premier is shifting the country in the next di-
rection, even if it is a shift of three to five degrees, it is 
a shift nevertheless. But what permeates, what is the 
vibration that really stands out from the Budget 
Statement, is a principle of gradualism. When adjust-
ments have to be made, you have a choice as lead-
ers. It could be gradual, or it could be radical. 
 Some on the Opposition side (I have listened 
intently) are suggesting that we should take some 
radical change like severe job cuts within the civil ser-
vice. But, do you know what? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, someone has said it, and 
it has not come from my party. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I should not be hearing anybody else. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: And first of all, since this is my 
maiden speech— 
 
The Speaker: Just speak to the Speaker. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause Lord knows I am the youngest, but I am going 
to have little tolerance for heckling. This is disrespect-
ful, and it really reveals a desire to flee from rational 
thought and reason. 
 Mr. Speaker, the reason why gradualism is 
the direction is the vibe that is within our Budget 
Statement. Our Premier is conscious that economics 
is not just about mathematical formulas. I too . . . I 
mean, Honourable Member Crockwell mentioned that 
he had a B-minus in math. Well, I might have had a C 
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in math. I am not too sharp in that. I, too, was strong 
in the social sciences. 

But I will tell you what. Economics is a social 
science. It is not an applied science. It is not about 
mathematical formulas. In fact, economics is about 
the study of human action and behaviour. You do not 
have to be a PhD or a rocket scientist to understand 
basic economic principles. 

So, when people get up and talk and say, 
Well, this is so erudite and the people do not under-
stand . . . really, really, they are talking in a very con-
descending manner to the people that they profess to 
serve, and they are taking them for granted as if they 
do not have common sense. 

But if we as leaders can break it down, this 
economic science, these principles, then maybe all of 
us in this country could get on board and understand 
the direction that our leader is seeking to take us. In 
fact . . . In fact, I am going to say it. I said it to the 
Honourable Member, the Shadow Minister of Finance, 
after his Budget Reply, because I have no time for 
partiality today. I said, “Shadow Minister, I thought 
your Reply was brilliant.”  

In fact, I see a lot of synergy. In my mind, I 
see a lot of synergy of what the Premier said. But be-
cause of politics—politics!—the reason and rationale 
behind our decisions going forward gets clouded. But I 
do not really see too much of a difference. 

In fact, as I go forward, I am going to present 
some ideas that up until this point some might have 
felt were not akin to the tradition of the Progressive 
Labour Party. And some would say it might even 
sound like the United Bermuda Party. But I say that, 
because I have to quote this in context, Mr. Speaker. 
Allow me, Mr. Speaker, to quote it in context: From 
1609 up until 1998, whether it was slavery, colonial-
ism, segregation, desegregation, even the formation 
of the United Bermuda Party, it is an era that I de-
scribe as a corporate welfare society where corpora-
tism, big business, worked with the coercion of Gov-
ernment to benefit themselves. 

Mr. Speaker, as has already been stated, as a 
result of pursuing such a corporatist approach, the 
United Bermuda Party of old neglected the majority of 
the people in this country. When I say the majority, let 
me make it clear: the majority of black people in this 
country. Because, make no mistake, I did say “coloni-
alism” and “slavery,” so race cannot be separated 
from it. But I am not raising race to divide; I am raising 
race because at the end of my discussion you are go-
ing to realise that there is an opportunity for us to 
make this vexatious issue finally be settled, if we look 
at it clearly and without emotion. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the Shadow Minister de-
scribed that period as “the oligarchy.” I call it “corpo-
rate welfare.” As a reaction, you had the formation of 
various institutions, inclusive of the Progressive La-
bour Party, that, as a reaction to the neglect of the 

people, decided to pursue labour policies. And out of 
that came the mantra of social justice. 

But now, fast forward to 1998, Mr. Speaker, 
and the Progressive Labour Party assumed Govern-
ment. So the mantra of social justice, your reaction to 
the problem now required adjustment. So, social jus-
tice as a reaction then became, in some ways and in 
some policies, social welfare. That is why you see in 
the Budget Statement that we have a desire to 
change this mindset from welfare to work-fare be-
cause it is obvious what is in common between the 
PLP of old and the UBP of old.  

Corporate welfare and social welfare is wel-
fare, Mr. Speaker. And welfare is dependency. And 
antithesis to dependency, Mr. Speaker, is freedom. 
Let me make that clear: The antithesis to welfare—
whether in the corporate state, which leads to fascism 
in its extreme, or the social welfare state, which leads 
to communism in the extreme—is freedom. 

So, let me make it clear, having put that in its 
context, that the ideas that I am going to present for 
the last 15 minutes of my maiden speech might ap-
pear to come across similar to some of the ideas that 
you will find on both sides of the House. But I make 
the distinction that freedom is certainly different in 
every which way from any form of dependency and 
welfare. 

See, for the majority of the people, especially 
for the people who are seeking to improve their stan-
dard of living, when we took power and pursued cer-
tain policies, Mr. Speaker, as a result of being the re-
action to that original problem, we actually replaced 
one form of dependency with another. We replaced 
the dependency on the oligarchy with dependency on 
the State. And you find that, over the last few years 
when it comes to economic empowerment, many in 
the public perceive economic empowerment with gov-
ernment contracts.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes. Keep that to yourself. 
Okay?  

Now, these government contracts, again, did 
not originate with the PLP. That is a practice that 
originated in times gone by, as our Shadow Minister of 
Finance alluded to in his response. Because welfare 
societies require various degrees of coercion and in-
tervention, Mr. Speaker, it goes without saying that 
any desire for a peaceful, stable society will forever 
remain an illusion. It cannot be attained unless free-
dom reigns. 

Now, why do I say freedom versus depend-
ency? Because when it comes to economics, eco-
nomics, as defined by the great economist from the 
Austrian School, Ludwig von Mises, is the production 
of wealth under the division of labour. You cannot 
have a division of labour, Mr. Speaker, unless you 
have a free society. You cannot show me division of 
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labour in Cuba. You cannot show me division of la-
bour in North Korea. Mr. Speaker, where there is divi-
sion of labour, you have free market principles. 

In fact, any policy that emanates from any 
person that does not have freedom and free market 
principles behind it can be considered anti-
economic—anti-economic. And if you need me to 
show you an example, again, look to North Korea. 
You do not see anybody flocking there to do business. 
You do not see too many tourists. And you certainly 
do not see a standard of living that allows people to 
have pride of self, to have freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have to understand and 
learn quickly is that the more a society has extended 
the principles of freedom, the more you will see pros-
perity and peace. The two are synonymous with one 
another. We cannot progress with peace without free-
dom. 

So allow me, Mr. Speaker, now to speak on 
some items which, now that I am an elected Member 
of Parliament, I feel freely to speak on. It certainly is 
time for us to free up. Let us not forget that our inter-
national business community is derived from what I 
will call 160-year-old British commercial interests. That 
is where our bread has been buttered foundationally. 
That is where our bread has been buttered—British 
commercial interests. Our offshore law firms, the fact 
that we are (well, they say not to use “offshore ha-
vens” anymore) a “free market jurisdiction” is a result 
of British commercial activity. 

Even our insurance market, which we depend 
so much on, I will suggest has its origins from Lloyd’s 
of London, which was created to support and under-
write the activity of British commercial interests. I 
would say that, Mr. Speaker, to just remind us that it is 
what it is. That is what has brought Bermuda to the 
point we are today in terms of our economic structure. 
There is nothing that I can do to change it, but accept 
it. 

If, Mr. Speaker, we are to get our country 
back on course, in addition to the ideas I have heard 
from both sides, which I accept and I appreciate, allow 
me now to describe some steps that we can take, all 
within the spirit set by our Premier and Minister of Fi-
nance, of gradualism—of gradualism. You see again, 
Madam Premier, the Honourable Member, realises 
that economics, not being about numbers and math 
[but] about people, requires a balance. So even 
though we have to make a shift, we still have to have 
consideration for our people. 

In so doing, I look forward to the day when we 
can finally . . . and it is going to take year-by-year, 
day-by-day steps to get to these goals. Some might 
see and take it to be controversial. But I ask us, be-
fore we get emotionally attached, to apply our minds 
to reason and rational thought. If we are mature, if we 
are leaders, then we definitely need to have some 
mature discussions and think outside of the box. 

The first step that I would like for us to under-
take going forward in the spirit of gradualism is reduc-
ing the size of government. We must reduce the size 
of government. That might even mean gradually (and I 
emphasise “gradually”) moving to privatising some 
government services. It might mean looking at priva-
tising some transportation services. It might mean 
looking gradually to even privatising education. I am 
putting the thought out there, not for emotional reac-
tions, but to think of it very maturely. Let us weigh the 
costs and benefits of the alternatives. 

Although we have presented dialogue or ini-
tiative to receive dialogue from the Bermuda Ministry 
of Health, we can, in short, look into privatising our 
health care system. That alone, Mr. Speaker, over a 
gradual period, will reduce the size of government, it 
will reduce the size of its budget, and will permit us to 
take other steps that will allow us on the forward side 
to facilitate and promote business without bringing 
greater budget deficits. 

Another step that we have to focus on and 
remember—even in the midst of this immense crime 
wave that we are experiencing—is that Government’s 
primary responsibility is to protect the privacy of per-
sons and of private property. Outside of that, outside 
of protecting people from the real criminal, is respect-
ing the personal self or private property. As the Gov-
ernment we should do all that we can to resist interfer-
ing in the lives of our citizens. 
 
[Pause] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I am pausing because I am lis-
tening. This is my maiden speech. 
 Another point that we need to work on, which 
we have already stated with the Statement that we are 
going to transform from welfare to work-fare, is the 
elimination of the welfare state. Outside of the eco-
nomic considerations, if we love our people the way 
we profess we love our people—and I am talking 
about everyone—then we will want to treat people as 
they treat us. We will want them to have the ability to 
know themselves and stand on their own two feet as 
human beings and have pride of self. 
 So to eliminate the welfare state means elimi-
nating the welfare mentality. It is absolutely essential. 
 The next step, which has already been spo-
ken of and has been made clear by our Premier and 
Minister of Finance, is that we must facilitate busi-
ness. I am going to touch on that in a second, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Lastly, I am going to offer a suggestion not 
only to our Government, not only to the Bermuda 
Monetary Authority, but to the private citizens of this 
country, which should actually allow you to pinpoint 
just the basis of my economic philosophy. That is, if 
you can, start accumulating precious metals—gold 
and silver, if you can—as a hedge against inflation 
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and a way to mitigate against the risk of currency de-
valuation. 
 In fact, Mr. Speaker, 10 years ago I was in 
Ethiopia, and gold cost $225 an ounce. Today it is 
worth almost $1,500 an ounce. What that reveals is 
not just the fact that gold has high demand; it reveals 
that fiat currency, paper money, is being devalued. 
That is a major concern for me that I do not think 
many in this country, even on the Opposition side, 
even with your high-sounding fiscal prudent principles 
. . . I still do not hear it. That is the point, that we are 
tied to the United States economy. We are tied to the 
US dollar. But yet, the Federal Reserve over succes-
sive years has pursued a policy of quantitative easing. 

Now, for those in the public who do not know 
what quantitative easing is, it is basically someone 
going to a computer and pressing “print” and printing 
money—or, sorry, printing paper. It is called fiat cur-
rency. It is backed by absolutely nothing but the prom-
ise of a Government which they call, to my under-
standing, “legal tender.” 

And that whole concept, which springs from 
central banking and has been encouraged by the 
economic philosophies of John Maynard Keynes 
(which, it seems, many on both sides of the political 
spectrum adhere to), has led us to the point of me 
asking the question, What if? What if the US dollar 
goes through a period of rapid devaluation? 

We could speak all that we like on what we 
want to do in this country in terms of re-triggering our 
economy. But what if? What if? You cannot tell me it 
is not a possibility because every time you print more 
money you devalue your currency. So, what if? What 
do we do as a country? What is the scenario, or what 
is the approach that we must take just in case the US 
dollar loses its value? 

And that is why, beyond hedging one’s sav-
ings and protecting one’s wealth to acquiring gold and 
silver—not ET, not certificates and paper backing it, 
but the real thing. Beyond it, it is essential for us to 
start acquiring gold at a national level, because over 
the long term I have a feeling that if we want true 
budget balances or balance surpluses, if we want to 
get rid of inflationary tendencies and the business cy-
cle and what-not, we might have to return to that old 
relic of a system called the gold standard, but in a 
twenty-first century form. 

Now, if you think I am crazy, that is fine. But I 
will bet you that very few will be able to refute it. Why? 
Because what I am presenting is actually an out-of-
the-box alternative which is meant to strengthen the 
vision of my leader. 

How can we facilitate business? Well, the first 
issue that we really have to address going forward is 
this concept that really emanated out of that corporate 
welfare, social welfare dynamic of a zero-sum gain 
where winner takes all, where all relations in our soci-
ety are based on antagonism and mistrust and, natu-
rally, the desire and need to have special interest 

groups who take, take, and take, whether on the left 
or the right. They take for the benefit of their own spe-
cial interests and at the net loss of the entire society. 

We have been taught on our side of the fence 
(which I hope is slowly being removed) that capital, 
the businessman, is actually the enemy of labour. He 
is the evil foe of the worker. Nothing—nothing, Mr. 
Speaker,—can be further from the truth. If we are a 
labour Government, if we desire to help our people—
which I know every single one of my colleagues has 
that intention—then we must instruct, inform and edu-
cate our people that we serve, the working class, that 
the reality is, if we are pro-worker and pro-labour, that 
we must be pro-business. Unless we feel that em-
ployment must be solely at the discretion of the State 
or the Government. But we know that true economic 
growth and development comes through the private 
sector. It comes through the private sector. So unless 
government is going to hire everybody, which I pray 
we do not even consider, then we need to do all that 
we can to enhance the private sector. 

I am not just talking about international busi-
ness or tourism, either. Again, because that thought is 
a reflection of the negligence of days gone by. But 
freedom, free market principles in the economy, has 
to be applied across the board. Let me repeat that one 
more time because I feel that I have a few minutes 
left: If we truly want to support labour, then we must 
support business. The private sector is the only true 
means for the production of wealth and sustainable 
employment.  

We already know that Government does not 
profess to make a profit or a loss because Govern-
ment, the State, really has no way to economically 
calculate anyway. That is not just my Government; 
that is governments, period, because they are not 
driven by the profit motive which is driven by the price 
mechanism. So our focus in terms of economic devel-
opment and growth must be on the private sector. I 
am saying that . . . Really, really, Mr. Speaker, it is 
something that the Shadow Minister has said, but he 
was really just repeating what our Minister of Finance 
said. That has been our stated intention. 

So now, what can we do? What steps can we 
take to facilitate business? We know of the rollback of 
the payroll tax from 16 per cent to 14 per cent. And 
many will be grateful. But again, in the spirit of gradu-
alism, and in the context of limiting the size of gov-
ernment, reducing the cost of government might per-
mit us to gradually reduce the rate of payroll tax even 
further, maybe down to 10 per cent.  

Now, some would say, Well, that’s our reve-
nue source. Well, let us reduce our expenses first, 
which allows us to reduce our revenue source. But by 
reducing the payroll tax everyone will understand how 
that benefits job creation and entrepreneurship. 

We, even in the spirit of freeing up . . . And 
this might seem controversial to some. But again, I am 
asking you to set your emotions aside. We really need 
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to take a look at the work permit regime. We really do, 
especially as it applies to professionals within interna-
tional businesses. I think that the case has been made 
on both sides as to the potential benefits of it. And, 
yes, there are some social implications, some political 
implications in pursuing such a policy. But again, in 
the spirit of competitiveness, I think it is a path that we 
need to continue to pursue. Loosen up, free up.  

If we are going to facilitate business as a 
Government, our responsibility is not to tell you what 
you cannot do; our responsibility is to tell you what 
you . . . or ask you want you want to do, and go ahead 
and do it. 

Another point that I think is very important for 
us to consider is providing permanent residency to 
high net-worth individuals, foreign. I do not care who 
called for it. It matters not to me who the messenger 
is. But we should look at permitting high net-worth 
individuals who desire to come to Bermuda to perma-
nently reside in Bermuda. 

Why? Because if they reside here, they will 
more than likely bring most of their wealth here, too. 
And they will spend, and they will contribute to our 
society. No, they will not have the right to vote. No, it 
will not change the political dynamic or demographic. 
But for places like Tucker’s Town and the Mid Ocean 
Club and all these fractional developments, Mr. 
Speaker . . . Let me put it this way: If I had the money 
to go and get one of those houses, then I would just 
go and get it. But I do not have the money, so I really 
do not care. 

My point is this: If someone wants to come 
and do it, then allow them! Do not have this percep-
tion because a high net-worth individual wants to 
come and buy a residence at Tucker’s Point or some-
where in this country—that you just out cannot af-
ford—that they are actually taking something from 
you; because they are not! And in fact, if we look at all 
of our competitors to the south—which for some rea-
son we have this warped concept that we are better 
than, except when it comes to economic realities—
they allow foreigners to come and reside in their coun-
tries. And the added benefit is that once they reside 
you will get added investment. People feel a part. So, 
we should take a look at including permanent resi-
dency for high net-worth individuals. 
 Let me move on, Mr. Speaker, as I wind up, to 
the other major area of our economy, and that is tour-
ism. I think that I have said enough that if the press 
wants to make a big deal over it they can plant it on 
their front page. But I am praying that all of us, again, 
are maturing and allowing me to think outside of the 
box. 

Tourism: We know, as the Shadow Minister 
mentioned, that we require foreign exchange. And 
there are very few sources of foreign exchange that 
can be had in this country, except IB and tourism. So 
let us look at tourism as a potential foreign exchange 
earner. The one that I would like to mention first is 

gaming. I know that our Government’s current policy 
is not to pursue it, and I respect it. I really do. 
 
An Hon. Member: At this time. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: At this time.  

But going forward, I see no reason why we 
cannot even have Crown and Anchor-themed casinos. 
Crown and Anchor. I am sure we all know what that is. 
You put five on the crown, it turns, you get five back. If 
it does not, you lose it. It is part of our culture. So why 
can we not extend this to our visitors? Certainly it will 
bring foreign exchange.  
 Mr. Speaker, let me declare my interest. I do 
not like to gamble. I am not that type of person. But, 
speaking from the concept of being the House, and 
Bermuda is the House, yeah, let us look at it. Let us 
look at it. Because ideals, moral or otherwise, have no 
place when food, clothing and shelter is the primary 
concern and issue of our people. And this might be 
the most controversial. You know what I am going to 
say. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Be nice now. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: But I think I am mature enough 
to say it. We might even form a Tourism and Foreign 
Exchange. And it sounds extreme, it sounds extreme, 
but we might even want to look at introducing some 
type or form of legalised coffee shops in the line of 
Amsterdam. Now, I know that sounds extreme for 
some, but relax your vibes. Okay? Relax your vibes. 
That might be the extreme case. And, of course, there 
are political and social issues that have to be dealt 
with surrounding that.  

But, at the least, Mr. Speaker, at the least, at 
the least, we need to stop—if we can stop—when our 
cruise ships come to port, sending our customs offi-
cers up on board the cruise ships and going into pri-
vate cabins and arresting people because they have 
0.1 of a gram of cannabis, or something. I understand 
if these cruise ship visitors want to come off the ship 
and they want to come through customs, now they are 
crossing the border. But if I paid a ticket to come on 
my cruise and part of my cruise experience, outside of 
midnight brunch, or the shows, or the casinos, the 
drinking . . . some people might want to go on their 
balcony and enjoy the things that they enjoy. That is 
the reality.  

And if you think it is not, then why do you think 
so many people get pulled before our Magistrates 
Courts and fined $1,500 that, more than likely, they do 
not have because they are on a cruise? 

I will tell you this: do you want to know what 
impact such a policy like that has? The impact, Mr. 
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Speaker, is that that cruise visitor goes and tells his 
friends. Right? And rest assured, they are cruise visi-
tors, and they do cruise; it is just that next time they 
are not going to come cruising to Bermuda. They will 
go to the other destinations in the South.  

Even Barbados, which some say is the most 
British of the Caribbean countries, does not carry on 
like that; in fact, Bermuda is the only jurisdiction that 
does it. Where you actually go on the ship, and go into 
somebody’s cabin and arrest them for something that 
they feel is good for them to shape their visit experi-
ence.  

Now, I know it sounds extreme, but if we are 
mature, and we want to make sure we have food on 
our table, and we want to increase tourism, then that 
is one idea that we need to seriously consider. 

Likewise, I am thankful to the Minister of Tour-
ism and her initiative for local entertainment. Local 
entertainment—absolutely essential for various rea-
sons. But may I suggest this? If we want to bring more 
energy to our nightlife, then let us look at extending 
the shut-off time for clubs past three o’clock. We could 
be one of the only jurisdictions on earth [where] three 
o’clock is time to go home. Even most of us who were 
college students know full well that when you were in 
college you left home at one in the morning and got in 
at sunrise. Tell me you did not. But, so what? Now it is 
good and fair for anybody else. See, that is the hypo-
critical conservatism that is really holding our tourism 
industry down. 
 And last, but not least, on tourism. This con-
servatism really prevents people from being entrepre-
neurs in this country, you know. But yet, Mr. Speaker, 
I was at Somerset the other day, and the young men 
on the street stopped me and they said, “Hey Marc, 
hey. We realise that with this new ship schedule 
there’s going to be at least two ships, six days a week, 
up at Dockyard. And that is about 6,000 people a day. 
Look, we’re going to tap into that.”  

And I said, “Well, brother, that sounds good. 
What’s your idea?”  

“Well, we want to set up a little”—I am not go-
ing to go into the details, because that is proprietary 
information. But they want to set up a little something 
which can offer some food and snacks, or whatever, 
in a beach environment. And they realised that there 
is demand for it because during the summer months 
they would set up at Daniel’s Head and many of the 
tourists that would come to Fantasea Dive (or what-
ever the place was called) will walk across to locals in 
our local section with the music and get the barbeque, 
and most of the tourists stopped there. They say, 
Whatcha doing? Whatcha got? And so the people re-
alised, Hey, what we have innately is what people are 
looking for. 

In fact, when they travel to the Caribbean that 
is what people are looking for—cultural experiences. 
But yet, the way we think, as soon as you see some 
young men setting up a shack or doing something and 

trying to tap into the tourism and make some foreign 
exchange, they are going to have someone come up 
and say, No. We can’t do it. You can’t do this. You 
can’t do that. You can’t put up this thing down on Long 
Bay. You can’t do this.  

Well, well. Now we shall understand who 
really are anti-economic people, straight up. 

Let me make it clear. I am a naturalist. I am 
the son of a farmer/fisherman. I love the trees, birds. I 
love nature too. But I love human beings more. In fact, 
nature has no intrinsic value. Its value is what human 
beings do with it. That is its whole purpose. Did not 
the Bible say the earth was the Lord’s that He formed 
himself and He made man and endowed us with rea-
son to conquer and rule creation? So why should we 
look to restrict people who through innovation and 
creativity are looking to provide a service that will en-
hance our tourism product? Special interest and self-
ishness, that is why. Anti-economic. 

I hope going forward when you see people out 
at Somerset trudging from Dockyard to Daniel’s Head, 
trying to put up a stand or doing their thing, and trying 
to make the money—encourage them. Not in the 
leastwise say, What are you doing? and You can’t! 
That is not the way we want to present our product. 
Who told you that? Who told you that? For every visi-
tor who comes off the ship and says, Ew, I don’t like 
that. There is a visitor who says, Ew, I do. And that is 
about expanding our market.  

In closing, Mr. Speaker (and I think that you 
allowed me to go overtime, and I am grateful), in 
terms of our domestic economy, because we speak 
about our IB, we speak about tourism, but we have a 
domestic economy that we have to cater to. Entrepre-
neurship, which has been one of the most important 
initiatives that the Honourable Minister of Finance . . . 
I mean, you all say that she should take blame for this 
and this, and that and this. I have not heard you give 
her any credit for the Economic Empowerment Zone. I 
have not heard you give her any credit for driving en-
trepreneurship. So what is it? Political point scoring?  

 
An Hon. Member: It is a lack of funding. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Something. Something. But not 
worthy of consideration, because you are biased.  

But we are pushing entrepreneurship. And the 
reason why we need to push entrepreneurship is be-
cause as we transition out of this welfare state into a 
free society, Mr. Speaker, we have had obvious injus-
tices in this country. We have economic disparities in 
this country that Dr. Eva Hudson has made clear is 
one of the major issues in terms of social peace in this 
country.  

Well, this is my statement to my people: If we 
want to obtain a higher standard of living, then we will 
want to cooperate with each other and others to be 
competitive. Do not look to the State for any handoffs. 
Do for yourself. Do for yourself. All the Government 
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can do is help you help yourself. Well, I think that we 
are making a promise that if we cannot help you we 
are not going to hurt you. But the initiative has to 
come from you yourself. Cooperate, because the thing 
about wealth, right, and the thing about economic re-
covery is that it is not about consumer spending, Mr. 
Speaker. Wealth is about saving and capital accumu-
lation. So tell our people, show our people, put 25 per 
cent of your earnings aside and combine it with oth-
ers, invest it in a productive activity and see the in-
crease of your wealth.  

In other words, wealth is not just to be derived 
from wages; wealth can be derived from interest and 
dividends too. And there is nothing stopping anyone in 
this country from participating as, 1) a labourer; 2) a 
shareholder, equity holder; or 3) a creditor. Nothing 
but ourselves. Nobody in the UBP is trying to stop us. 
Nobody down on Front Street is trying to stop us. And 
no one in this Government is trying to stop us. The 
only person that will stop you in a free society is your-
self.  
 By cooperating to compete we will reduce 
some of the tension in this country, where you think 
someone owes you something just because of the 
past. In fact, let me add this real quick. I read in the 
paper where some group is saying that the next group 
needs to apologise, offer a formal apology for the leg-
acy and whatnot and whatnot. Listen, I am the young-
est person in my party, right, and for our good and 
bad I embrace the entire legacy. Okay? We do not 
need an apology. We do not need symbolism. We do 
not need tokenism.  
 
An Hon. Member: I agree with you. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: What we need is freedom. 
When you see us doing for self, if you do not want to 
participate and help us, then step aside. But do not 
watch us. And that principle has to apply across the 
board to everybody. Free up. 
 
An Hon. Member: Sorry we insulted you.  
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, well. The welfare de-
pendency state or the dependency from the oligarchy 
to the State is one of the reasons that Bermuda is one 
of the few countries in the history of humanity that has 
the majority of its population not desirous of Sover-
eignty, especially the 18 to 30 demographic. The only 
nation that I think in the history of humanity that re-
jects Sovereignty and doing for self. And that is the 
result of a dependent mindset that we, that all of us, 
all of us, have encouraged.  
 Lastly (well, not lastly. I feel free to speak, Mr. 
Speaker), cooperating in order to compete increases 
the level of economic prosperity and development in 
this country. Domestically, we have to enhance more 
competitiveness. And do you know what will happen? 
That will strengthen us as a country to compete 

against our competitors. If we cooperate first, to be-
come competitive, to then compete, do you know what 
we are going to find? What you will find in the Baha-
mas today, social cooperation based on the harmony 
of interests. 
 I think that is all our goals—social cooperation 
and harmony. But that only comes through competi-
tiveness. Do you know why? Because a man respects 
you when you respect yourself. And it can be no other 
way.  
 And so, in closing, I mentioned free markets. I 
mentioned our free society. And I know, and I am con-
fident, that our leader and Premier and Minister of Fi-
nance has us on the right path. 
 
[Applause] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Even if it is not as radical and 
rapid as others may like, she has greater considera-
tions, which I find is a sign of wisdom and prudence. 

But last summer, after the Corporation of 
Hamilton issue, I asked a question to my colleagues. I 
said, Listen, are there any other areas, are there any 
other initiatives that we as a Government have to un-
dertake under the premise of social justice? Anything 
else? We changed the boundaries, we eliminated the 
Corporation of Hamilton and that oligarchy special 
interest group rule, is there anything else? And I have 
not received a response in the affirmative yet.  

There is nothing else under social justice that 
we need to deal with. If that is the case, then I ask us 
on both sides of this House to turn our swords into 
ploughshares. To turn our swords into ploughshares, 
and cooperate in order to compete. You will find more 
harmony. You will find a in our society, if we but con-
sider that the time has changed. That welfare state of 
the UBP and PLP has brought us to the end of the 
road. We are on two corners of the same box and it is 
time for it to be relegated to the pages of history. And 
in order to do that, we have to improve and enhance 
the way we think. You cannot offer what you do not 
possess. So if we desire freedom, we must believe 
and live free. 

Free market principles are easy to speak of, 
but the reality is, if we are seeking to create a free 
society that is economically prosperous, Mr. Speaker, 
then it will have to be legislated. And that is why I 
have taken time to express my thoughts in this Hon-
ourable House. Because the responsibility is going to 
lie at the feet of every single person that has been 
elected or appointed in this Honourable Legislature. 
And that means that it is going to require rational, rea-
sonable thought. Rational means long term. It is the 
absence of emotions.  

So, in closing, I will say this: I appreciate eve-
ryone listening to my maiden speech. And I hope and 
pray that the way you have conducted yourselves 
now, you will conduct yourselves going forward. I 
really do take exception . . . I have been here for three 
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sittings. And I know in the past, and in another place, I 
might have exhibited behaviour that was unbecoming 
of leadership. But, Mr. Speaker, heckling (is that the 
term, where one person is speaking and another per-
son is shouting across the room?) . . . heckling has no 
place in a free society, no place in a hallowed Cham-
ber like Parliament.  

For my part, I am not going to participate in it. 
Because when you heckle, what comes across to me 
is that you have fear. You are afraid of what the other 
person is saying.  

 
An Hon. Member: Uh-huh. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: You are afraid of what the other 
person is saying. That shows insecurity and immatur-
ity.  

If this is the Honourable House and we have 
titles of “Honourable,” then I think that we need to 
conduct ourselves with honour. And that means allow-
ing one voice to speak, which is the basis of true 
communication. If we submit ourselves to that higher 
order and discipline, Mr. Speaker, I think that we will 
be able to navigate safely the challenges that we are 
facing today. 
 Mr. Speaker, I thank you and the Honourable 
Members for your time and consideration.  
 
[Applause] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Bean, the Honourable 
Member from [Southampton West Central] who has 
just finished making his maiden speech. Perhaps one 
of the longest ones I have witnessed.  
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker:  Any further speakers?  
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. J. Barritt, from Devonshire South Cen-
tral.  
 Mr. Barritt, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I think, just 
to add to your remarks, I think we can all say there is 
a new voice in the House of Assembly.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: I do not say that just because he is 
newly elected, and he is now in his fourth sitting, but 
because of the content of what he had to say as well. 
It represents a new voice up here. For many of us, on 
many points it might be safely regarded as a breath of 
fresh air.  

That is not to say, Mr. Speaker, that I agree 
with everything he said. But there is much of what he 
said in his approach, which I rather liked. And that 
one, I suspect, surprised Members in terms of my atti-
tude as to how we should conduct ourselves here. I 

will just say this, Mr. Speaker. There is heckling and 
there are interpolations. And I, like anybody else— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: No. I, like anybody else, like a good 
sense of humour and a good interpolation. And I think 
it is all in how you do it, Mr. Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: And what is in a man’s heart, or a 
person’s heart, when they say what they say. And a 
good laugh and a good pause is sometimes a helpful 
thing.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Particularly, in a long speech, Mr. 
Speaker.  

I think the Honourable Member is right. I do 
not want to stand here and take on what he had to 
say, Mr. Speaker. I think, sometimes, that is where we 
go wrong a lot of times. I do want to deal with some of 
the points that he made because they are part of the 
presentation that I wanted to make. And, to that ex-
tent, I will acknowledge what he had to say. And I will 
come to that, Mr. Speaker.  
 I want to start with the title of this Budget 
Statement. And, indeed, I think it is one that was used 
even before the Budget Statement with the 100 Day 
Report. And that is this expression “Resetting the 
Dial.” Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no quarrel with using 
those sorts of terms in trying to get your message 
across, but I think it is fair to say, and to ask the ques-
tion, Why are we resetting the dial, Mr. Speaker? For 
what purpose are we resetting the dial? And it is im-
portant to do that, I think, particularly in this economic 
debate as we try to understand what Government is 
proposing to do and where we think Government may 
be going wrong. 

I think it is fair to say that when you look at 
both the Budget Statement and the Budget Reply 
there is general agreement that we need in this coun-
try today from our Government a better, more prudent 
approach to Government finances than what we have 
had to date. Let me repeat that. I think there is 
agreement that we need a better, more prudent ap-
proach.  

I think what our Shadow was saying in his 
speech as well . . . he went further and said that not 
only must we be better and more prudent, but we 
need to be more innovative and more welcoming as 
well, with respect to stimulating our economy—and I 
will come back to that. 
 What I decry (and I share this with the Hon-
ourable Member who just spoke) is how sometimes 
we take and retreat very quickly to what I will call a 
“political partisan approach” on these things. And let 
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me just say, Mr. Speaker, and I am not going to stay 
long on this, but when I looked at the back of the 
Budget Statement and I saw the table that said . . . 
Well, allow me, Mr. Speaker. I will refer to it. I do not 
think the page is numbered. 
 
The Speaker: What has Government done for you? 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, it is.  

Page 27 of the Budget Statement: “What the 
Government has done for you lately.” And there was 
an attempt there—and I regard it as a rather clever, 
and I mean that in the pejorative negative sense, Mr. 
Speaker, let me be clear. I do not want to pull any 
punches there—of [comparing] what money was 
spent then and now. 

And, as my Honourable colleague pointed out, 
it is very selective in choosing things that did not even 
exist in the day of the United Bermuda Party or the 
Government at that time, in 1997/1998, and compar-
ing the expenditure in 2010/2011, or proposed expen-
diture. And let me just say this in reply to that. My 
Honourable colleague went through and itemised 
some of the things. The thing that struck me when I 
looked at that was . . . well, first of all, it does not take 
a rocket scientist to spend more money than you 
have. And that is part of the difficulty we are in, Mr. 
Speaker.  

Secondly, what this failed to do was update it 
for inflation purposes or to look at it as a percentage 
of the budget at that time, which makes for a realistic 
comparison—if you are actually interested in doing a 
realistic, honest comparison—of then and now. But 
what it left off, Mr. Speaker, what it left off is the debt.  

It might have said at the end (if you were do-
ing that kind of comparison), This is what the debt was 
in 1997/1998 when we came to power. And this is 
what your projected debt is for 2010/2011. And you 
would see a billion dollar difference, and counting. A 
billion dollar difference! And that, Mr. Speaker, is the 
difficulty we are in today in Bermuda.  

Indeed, I remember in July that the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Terry Lister, spoke on the motion to 
adjourn here. At that time (and that was some two 
years ago, three years this July) he thought the debt 
then was frightening. And I said that if he thought it 
was frightening then, it must be a nightmare today. It 
must be a nightmare. 

Now I will be accused of making political 
points. But it is not just a political point I want to make 
when I say that, Mr. Speaker. It is this debt; it is this 
mountainous debt that we have today that has tied our 
Government’s hands. It has tied their hands in how 
they can deal with what we face here today. It has 
tied, too, our hands and our children’s hands, and 
their hands as well, Mr. Speaker. It is an enormous 
sum that we have. As a result, there is not a lot that 
one can do, because you are boxed in. You are in a 

box when you have a debt like that. Indeed, we are 
going to take more on this year. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, what the country, I think, is 
looking out for, not only in politics but in Government 
finances, is leadership, not gamesmanship. And I 
think they are looking for solutions and not partisan-
ship. On that score, there are some words in the 
Budget Statement that I totally and wholeheartedly 
embrace, about how we can start to make the budget 
process more open and inclusive and participatory so 
that the people of this country can get involved and 
have an opportunity to, (a) understand what their 
Government is doing and how their money is being 
spent; and then (b) to have the opportunity to have 
input and possibly influence on what Government is 
proposing to do or not do. 

What we have to do, Mr. Speaker (and I go on 
about this all the time), is create more vehicles for this 
to happen, both in the House and in the community. 
Mr. Speaker, the one example we have had men-
tioned in the Budget Reply, and I think it is one that is 
worthwhile to mention, is the creation of this Joint Se-
lect Committee to investigate the causes of crime and 
what can be done. And we have seen the type of 
working together that occurs between members of 
different parties. And I think it is going to be . . . even 
to this point, it has been to the good, from the com-
ments that we hear from the people who come to see 
us and make submissions. They appreciate it. They 
like to see this.  

The proof, of course, will still be in the eating 
of the pudding, and that is the production of the report. 
But I am hopeful. In fact, to the extent that I have a 
hand in it, Mr. Speaker, we will come up, I believe, 
with something that all of us will be able to take note 
of—particularly the Government—as we look for solu-
tions. 

But in order for there to be this inclusion, this 
participation, we have to create more vehicles for it to 
happen in a meaningful way. Sometimes I feel in this 
House, Mr. Speaker, that what mechanisms and 
means that we do have are simply blunt instruments 
that encourage nothing more than adversarial rela-
tionships for the purpose of making political points.  

It need not be that way, Mr. Speaker. And I 
look forward next week to debate on the estimates to 
see how that changes, or not. Not only under the “re-
setting of the dial,” Mr. Speaker, and the new ap-
proach that we have been told we were going to have, 
but also under the new Standing Orders, Mr. Speaker.  

Now, I said with respect to this debt, and the 
current economic situation, there was not a lot I 
thought that the Government could do in those the 
circumstances. I would really like to see them avoid 
taking on more debt. So what happens? We see cuts, 
Mr. Speaker. Cuts, certainly in the current account to 
the tune of $90 million, I believe. And we have been 
told that there are going to be $60 million cuts in capi-
tal projects. Of course, that means that the capital pro-
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jects that the Government wanted to do, they will not 
do—projects to the tune of $60 million. So in that 
sense, the real cut is the $90 million to various pro-
grammes. 

It is fair to say, Mr. Speaker, and it needs to 
be said, as far as I am concerned, that this is an ap-
proach that should have been taken years ago in 
terms of reducing Government expenditure or holding 
it more tightly than has been the case to date. And 
certainly, my colleague, Mr. Richards, suggested that 
strongly three years ago in his Budget Reply.  
 Everybody understands that. You try and save 
for the rainy day that you know will come. It always 
comes to us. Everybody that runs a household knows 
that. Yes, you know that old expression, You can 
hope for the best, but always plan for the worst. You 
try and strike something in the middle, so that when 
that rainy day comes, you will have some money to 
spend. You will be able to go back, or go to the well, 
particularly now that we need something to stimulate 
the economy, because that is where we are. 

We are not unique in that sense, Mr. Speaker. 
There are other governments throughout the world, 
the western world, who are grappling with this very 
problem—how to stimulate their economy. And, of 
course, some are doing it through deficit spending. 
Some have got themselves in the position where they 
could afford to do deficit spending, which is not, I am 
going to suggest to you, Mr. Speaker—and has been 
suggested by the Opposition Shadow—the position 
we are in here in Bermuda. 

The difficulty with cuts as well, Mr. Speaker, is 
that they do not stimulate the economy. On the con-
trary; they almost put us into a position (which the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Bean, touched upon), which 
is, if we are really going to start to change the culture 
here in Bermuda and how we approach Government 
(and I am a firm believer in this), sometimes the peo-
ple best able to tackle some of our social problems 
are people who are out there in the trenches already. I 
think, for instance, of the Salvation Army. They can 
probably do a better job than any government agency 
or any of us could do because they understand, they 
know the problem. So their grant ought to be in-
creased as you cut back on Government services, not 
decreased.  

And I dare say that might be true for a number 
of helping agencies out there that are private. Yes, 
they have to be monitored. I am not talking about giv-
ing away the money; but that might be a better way to 
go. And I will come back to this, Mr. Speaker.  

What the mantra today is, Well, we all have to 
do more with less. Well, there are a number of people 
in the community that have been doing more with less 
for a long time now—not just this year, but last year, 
and maybe even the year before that, when we saw 
what was happening and it was happening to them. 
But more with less, in encouraging people to make do 
with less than more, is really inviting people to follow 

you. If you want them to listen to you, you want them 
to be able to follow your example. And that means 
that you need a track record that supports and in-
spires, you know; that supports what you are urging 
and inspires confidence that you are going to do what 
you say you are going to do. 

Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me to look back, 
there were a number of statements in the Budget 
Statement, which the Finance Minister and Premier 
gave last Friday, with which we could all agree. But I 
have to tell you, there are statements I have heard, 
that we have heard, before. And people may wonder 
whether or not they can be believed. No one is going 
to accuse (certainly not me) the Finance Minister, the 
Premier or anybody else in Government of deliber-
ately misleading, or pointing out intentional statements 
to mislead. But you are judged, I think, by what you 
said before and what you practised after you said 
what you had to say. 

Mr. Speaker, let me, for instance, go to the 
Budget Statement of 2006/2007. And I remember 
reading there, and I am quoting it now, “The Ministry 
of Finance will also implement more rigorous ac-
countability mechanisms and measures to improve 
the control and deployment of Government funds 
through agreed policy priorities, and to help assess 
the quality of programme outputs and outcomes. 
Value for money will be the overarching rule.” 

Would, Mr. Speaker—would, Mr. Speaker—
that have been the case since 2006/2007. But we 
have heard it here today, again (not here today, but in 
the Budget Statement), that this is the intention of the 
new Government in resetting the dial, to start to put in 
more rigorous mechanisms. And one would rightly 
ask, Well, what happened over the last five years?  

I looked at the Budget Statement of 
2008/2009. And this, Mr. Speaker, is one that, had it 
been followed, and it had been followed up, might 
have put us in a better position today than we are. 
And I quote, “Government intends to encourage and 
to promote the importance of personal savings. An 
understanding of the value of savings promotes a 
greater sense of confidence and independence that 
you can run your own affairs. Thus, education about 
financial empowerment can be a real help in highlight-
ing the importance of managing one’s own money on 
a daily basis. The importance of planning for the fu-
ture and how to cope when one encounters hardship.” 
 Very, very good advice. Sound advice, Mr. 
Speaker. Unfortunately, I do not recall it ever being 
followed up on, it ever being sustained, or ever being 
adopted by the Government, Mr. Speaker.  

I remember, too, and the Opposition Shadow 
touched upon this, in 2009/2010 we were promised 
that at the start of that budget cycle there had been a 
general direction to Ministries to seek a 10.5 per cent 
reduction from the 2008/2009 approved budget, so 
Government could accommodate new programmes 



642 25 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

without tax increases. It never happened, Mr. 
Speaker. Never happened.  

Then last year there were these promises: 
“There was a concerted effort across all Ministries to 
keep the purse strings tight while trying to address the 
heightened demand for public services in these diffi-
cult times.” It never happened. It appears that some-
how that was lost, forgotten, it never happened.  
 Then promise number two, which I also 
wanted to highlight, was this, Mr. Speaker. If you will 
give me a moment, I have it marked here. I will quote: 
“Sustainable public finance requires that we make 
every effort to live within our means and although the 
public may not wish to pay more for the increased 
public services they desire, it is incumbent that we 
have a tax model that does not perpetuate spending 
without an increase in the revenue stream. Anything 
less would not add up or be a sensible and prudent 
approach.” 
 Words with which I entirely agree, Mr. 
Speaker; but it never happened!  

We find out, as we look at the revised esti-
mates in this year’s budget for last year, that Govern-
ment is way off track in terms of current expenditure 
and revenue. And no one, apparently, put the brakes 
on at any stage. And that, Mr. Speaker, is why we find 
ourselves in the position we are in today, having to 
“reset the dial.” And it is important to understand that. 

What the Honourable Member who speaks for 
Finance on this side had to say, is this: That when he 
looked through the Budget Statement, as indeed we 
all did, he could find no real plan aimed at stimulating 
the economy, to get the economy going again so that 
we could increase Government revenue without nec-
essarily increasing Government taxes. Now, Govern-
ment did say that in rolling back the payroll tax they 
hoped that that would help or stimulate in a way. But 
we have all seen recent articles in the Bermuda Sun 
as well as the Royal Gazette, sort of calculating out 
what effect this will have. And it is not a great savings, 
Mr. Speaker, that will be passed on to a lot of these 
firms.  

I think the figures of the retail outlets were 
$30,000, $40,000, Mr. Speaker. And I fear that those 
monies that are saved will probably be enough just to 
keep them operating with the current staff and help 
pay for increases that they find in overheads and im-
ported goods, Mr. Speaker, that it will not actually cre-
ate new jobs; that the amount is so small that it will 
not work that way.  
 What we are really wrestling with, what we are 
really grappling with, and the Opposition Shadow was 
in pains to point out, is the job loss that we have had 
in the economy as businesses wind down. And one of 
the things that I think is worth pointing out as you look 
at the National Economic Report of Bermuda for 2010, 
under Employment, on page 6, when we look at 
where there has been the greatest loss of jobs (and 
this, of course, would be for the year 2009/2010) . . . 

Yes, Mr. Speaker. So, it is not right on the money, but 
it is as close as we can get, apparently. 

Obviously, the construction sector was the 
one that recorded the highest number of jobs lost, and 
they dropped by 443. That happened because there 
was just less construction work, and most people un-
derstand that. Hotels, as well. [With] fewer and fewer 
tourists and more hotels closing, there was a loss of 
287 jobs. And the next highest amount of job losses . . 
. and this is instructive; this is the one that I think we 
need to focus on. The number of positions in the busi-
ness services sector shrank by 3.8 per cent. So there 
was a drop then, Mr. Speaker, of jobs in the industries 
that were actually doing the best. That tells us some-
thing. And the Honourable Member who speaks for 
Finance spoke to that in terms of what we have to do.  

If the industries that are doing the best are 
downsizing and having fewer jobs, is there something 
more that we can do?  

The answer to the question is, yes. Especially, 
what more can we do to make sure that we do not 
lose more of those jobs, that those businesses that 
are doing well continue to feel comfortable here and 
feel that they can grow in Bermuda?  
 I think, Mr. Speaker, that his suggestion of a 
SAGE Commission is a very, very, very good one. 
That, Mr. Speaker, gives people out in the field whose 
only interests were economic or business interests an 
opportunity to participate and come up with some 
strong recommendations about how we can improve, 
how we welcome business to our shores, whether it 
be international business or tourism, or any other 
business. There may be other opportunities out there. 
And what we have to do, I think, as the Honourable 
Member said, is to make ourselves more welcoming. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: It does not mean that we have to 
give up everything, Mr. Speaker, all our regulations or, 
indeed, our work permits.  

And that is why I said I was grateful that the 
Honourable Member who spoke . . . it does not mean 
that we have to abandon work permits. Not at all. We 
just have to do all we can to streamline it and make it 
more welcoming, Mr. Speaker, while at the same time, 
making sure that Bermudians who are qualified do get 
the jobs for which they are qualified. 
 But as we look through all those Budget 
Statements and previous promises, Mr. Speaker, we 
know that what we have been beset with . . . the Hon-
ourable Member gave a great quote that Warren Buf-
fett said: “When the tide goes out, we see who has 
been swimming naked.” And as the tide has gone out 
on the economy here, we have seen some of the 
problems.  

The problem is, Mr. Speaker, we get to see 
them sometimes long after the fact, when things that 
ought to have been corrected, could have been cor-
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rected sooner. And I am thinking here of the litany of 
reports that we get from the Auditor General, Mr. 
Speaker, the most recent of which was the Transport 
Control Department and a contract where he had the 
director of TCD saying publicly that they have a con-
tract to do it for X millions of dollars, and we could do 
it cheaper. A million dollars cheaper! And that is an 
extraordinary admission, Mr. Speaker; an extraordi-
nary state of affairs that ought not to have been al-
lowed. 

We see too in tourism the litany of projects 
there, which the current Government seems to be 
abandoning with some haste. I do not say that I dis-
agree with them either. GlobalHue is no longer going 
to be the advertising agency. We are going to scrap 
the music festival. I think the love festival, whatever 
that was, at Valentine’s Day, is gone. And we all re-
member “faith-based” tourism, and the $400,000 there 
that was (you know, Bermudians have another ex-
pression, but I will just say) thrown up against the wall, 
Mr. Speaker.  

But all of this comes to light so far after the 
fact. And when you think of the millions of dollars that 
have been lost, you have to wonder. We ought to be 
reforming the system so this stuff gets caught much 
earlier. And you should not have to rely just on inter-
nal audits, or Ministers. The system works best when 
you have these outside, independent checks. And we 
will come onto this debate on Monday, Mr. Speaker, 
when we do the budget for the Auditor General.  

We certainly need to reform things, Mr. 
Speaker. The Premier struck the right note in her 
Budget Statement, as Minister of Finance, about the 
need to make the budget process more participatory 
and more open. Indeed, I hope that happens. For in-
stance, for people to have meaningful participation, 
they have to have access to the Estimates. Last year I 
remember a constituent who said he could not get a 
copy. He wanted a copy so he could see an area that 
interested him about how Government was spending 
money. He could not get one.  

We have to get cracking. That big book, Mr. 
Speaker. You know? The one with Estimates. 

 
The Speaker: Yes, I know what you are talking about.  
 
Mr. John Barritt: And maybe we can get it online. I 
do not know if it is online. I have not heard that it is.  
 
The Speaker: Oh, you would not get it online. I doubt 
that.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, it is a big document. But you 
cannot have meaningful participation if you do not 
give people the information. And that is something we 
need to do, Mr. Speaker.  

When you look at the money that has been 
lost . . . you know, it is fair to say when you look at all 
those Auditor General reports, that it looks like the 
spending, while given a figure, Mr. Speaker (and you 
have heard the Opposition Shadow tell you all the 
supplementary estimates and the amount of over-
spends that still need supplementary estimates to 
come to this House), you have to figure, to now, the 
approach seems to be not less with more, but it 
seems to be like, well, this is more or less how we do 
things. And it often turns out to be more rather than 
less, Mr. Speaker. And that simply is not good enough 
and that is why we are in the trouble we are. 

Now, one of the things I wanted to touch upon 
as well . . . and the Honourable Member, Mr. Bean, 
touched upon this in his maiden speech. And I was 
rather pleased to hear his approach. I think one of the 
problems we do have in this country, and it is not 
unique to Bermuda either, but it is one that has been 
encouraged by Government, I think, is the sense of 
entitlement (I call it) that has developed, Mr. Speaker. 
The sense of entitlement that Government has to do 
it, Government must do it, and people feel that they do 
not have to do it for themselves. And I think that is 
part of what gets us into trouble. 

For the last, certainly, five years with the 
money that has been spent, the Government has fed 
that beast, Mr. Speaker, has encouraged that culture, 
has helped that attitude to develop and we need to 
turn that around. The Honourable Member, Mr. Bean, 
touched upon it. We have today, by any measuring 
stick you want to use for any other government, Mr. 
Speaker, a bloated Government. We have gotten our-
selves into a fix where more than half the current 
revenue gets spent on salaries. And I have already 
touched upon that. That is not necessarily a good 
thing, because there are some of these helping agen-
cies out there who can do the job better because they 
are in the trenches on a daily basis and have a history 
of doing that. But we find ourselves trapped. 

The Minister of Finance told people frankly 
and openly, Look, if I start cutting people from the civil 
service, I think I am going to have people out of work 
and they are going to be showing up for financial as-
sistance. That is what you said frankly and openly. 
And so she felt, the Minister of Finance and Premier, 
felt her hands were tied. But I have to tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, there are some people out there already out 
of work to whom this has happened in the private en-
terprise. 

But Governments do not work like private en-
terprise. And I am not advocating, Mr. Speaker, that 
we start cutting—sorry, firing—civil servants or making 
redundant. But we have got to take a serious look and 
make a serious commitment to holding the line, to roll-
ing back through attrition or any other means that is 
possible, Mr. Speaker. Indeed, the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Bean, touched upon this. He talked about one 
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of the ways you could do it is to start to look to priva-
tise as well.  

Mr. Speaker, I look at the Bermuda General 
Post Office. And I know you will not permit me (as I do 
not have a written statement) to start talking about the 
General Post Office here this evening, as I am not the 
Minister responsible. But let me say this, Mr. 
Speaker— 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Ask a question. Yes, let us wait until 
that comes up. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, no, no, no. Just in a general 
comment. 
 
The Speaker: Well, okay. All right. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Because we are talking about gen-
eral policy about how to save, if I may adopt Dame 
Jennifer’s defence. 

Mr. Speaker, it is on this point of privatising. 
The Post Office, I look from year to year, is losing 
great sums of money.  

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: No, but it is getting wider and wider 
and wider. And we have got to ask the question, is 
there a better way. Is there a better way, not only of 
running the post office, but of delivering mail? Some 
people might say, Yes, there is. Have you heard of e-
mail? And that is part of the problem. The world has 
changed. 

The Post Office may be becoming, in terms of 
whatever services it provides, I cannot say obsolete, 
but getting close to it. It is going the way of the Dodo 
bird. And at some point we have got to put a stop to it 
if it is bleeding millions and millions of dollars from the 
public purse. These are extraordinary times which 
require extraordinary solutions, and it has got to be 
done. 

Those are the kind of hard looks that you 
would like to see. You know, just as you would like to 
see a hard look in tourism. That is an important indus-
try. It is a big Ministry in terms of Government expen-
diture. And yet, we are hearing about things that are 
not going to happen. But what is the plan? And maybe 
we will hear that when we come onto the estimates.  

I certainly am one, Mr. Speaker, who will be 
paying close attention when we go into the debate of 
the estimates because then we are actually going to 
hear how Government is intending to spend money on 
a line-by-line basis. At least that is what I am expect-
ing to hear—that is what I am hoping to hear—plus 
the analysis of why this cut was made as opposed to 
a cut over here. And why they were made and how, in 
fact, it is presumed that we will get more for less. That 

is going to be the guts of the debate as we go through 
and look through each item line by line.  

I think that is one that the public . . . it can be 
long and laborious, Mr. Speaker, as you know—eight 
hours a day for seven days, two weeks and a day. But 
it is an important debate to have and I hope we do not 
have this long reading of ministerial briefs, Mr. 
Speaker, and little opportunity to have an exchange; 
or one that says, line by line, Look, this is what this is 
made up of. This is why it is reduced. This is why it is 
increased. So we start to get some detail so we can 
understand what Government is doing. And not just 
we . . . when I say “we,” I am talking about the general 
public. 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The general public, Mr. Speaker. 
That is my idea of what an estimates debate is to be. 

 
The Speaker: That starts next week.  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, it starts next week. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: And then, Mr. Speaker, because the 
other thing that people will want us to focus in on, or 
expect us to focus in on, are any of the frills and ex-
cesses that people think that we somehow now come 
to enjoy in Government. And there are some areas, as 
painful as it may be.  

The Finance Minister and Premier has talked 
about the need for “shared sacrifices.” Leadership 
sometimes means that you take the first step and 
people follow where you lead. And we talked about 
salary on this side, salary reduction to show people, 
(a) how serious the situation is; (b) how seriously we 
take it; and (c) the effect it will have. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, you and I both know (and 
we will debate this next week when we do the [esti-
mates]) that it is not a great sum of money, necessar-
ily, that we are talking about. But it is the importance 
of the symbolic gesture. The same could be said with 
respect to the use of GP cars and gasoline. You 
know, I have no idea what the Government’s bill must 
be for gasoline to run these vehicles, but I imagine it is 
quite high . . . but some attempt to start cutting back 
and trimming there, on credit cards, just like we have 
done.  

The Government has got the message now 
on consultants, you know, and travel that needs to be 
done. We have got to see whether we can pare it 
back even more to get us through these tough times. 
Even though it may be symbolic, it is important, Mr. 
Speaker. And I will bet you that all those dollars, as 
they say, start to add up in the right direction. And it 
could mean a job for somebody. It could mean a slight 
increase in pensions for seniors who are hurting.  
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I mean, these are the things . . . these are real 
people. A Government—and we—is measured by the 
people who are less fortunate, and [by] what we actu-
ally do for them, Mr. Speaker.  

Let me just say that, you know, I would have 
liked to have seen in the Budget Speech, Mr. 
Speaker, some indication of how Government could 
help people who are facing the challenges that they 
are today, that are not just always about money, Mr. 
Speaker, giving money to a programme or cutting 
back money in a particular area. 

Let me give you two “for instances,” Mr. 
Speaker. I read with interest what I would call the 
plaintiff plea of someone who wrote a letter to the edi-
tor not too long ago, a week or so ago, talking about 
the banks having raised their interest rates on mort-
gages. This person was astounded, confounded even, 
that this was happening at a time when people were 
having less income, there were fewer apartments be-
ing rented, and they felt that every day was one of 
anxiety for them for fear that they will be foreclosed 
on, or their rate would increase beyond what they 
could manage. 

I would like to know what Government could 
do, or is prepared to do, to comfort, to assist people in 
that type of situation. That is one of the programmes I 
would very much like to see. I do not know whether 
we could get it developed under the Consumer Affairs 
Bureau, but some agency in Government—we do not 
have to create a new one, please, I am not suggesting 
that—could take that on as a priority, as a meaningful 
programme of assistance at a time like this. And I am 
not talking about assisting them necessarily to pay 
their mortgage, but assisting them in dealing with the 
banks, assisting them in understanding what they are 
dealing with at the banks, and Government might 
even be able to use its influence (I do not know 
whether we would get to legislation, Mr. Speaker) to 
try and keep those interest rates at a level and give 
people reassurance, even if only temporary at this 
time, Mr. Acting Speaker (now that the speaker has 
retired from the chair. The Acting Speaker, Wayne 
Furbert, is in the chair.) Even if it is temporary. But 
something to let people know that we care, that the 
Government cares; that the Government acknowl-
edges and understands how difficult this is for some 
people. And it really is. 
 
[Hon. Wayne L. Furbert in the Chair] 

  
Mr. John Barritt: I mean, the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Richards, who speaks for Finance on this side, 
talked about this. The public private debt, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, is one that I am sure is quite large and may 
be reaching a point where it ought to be one of grave 
concern. He gave us charts in there that showed what 
it is like. It used to be that we got them in the National 
Economic Review. But for some reason, they have 
been dropped. They ought not to be. Maybe it has 

something to do with the BMA now being an “inde-
pendent body” and we are not pulling these stats to-
gether. But it is an important statistic to have.  

I read that comment from a previous budget 
statement about the need to save, and to put money 
aside for a rainy day—as Government was encourag-
ing people to do three years ago, even though they 
did not do it themselves. But this is the type of assis-
tance and direction that people need on the ground, if 
we can make it available to them. 

And another one that I talked about on the 
floor of the House, before we went down at Christmas, 
was an interest disclosure law that they have put in 
the States. I am not advocating more regulation. What 
I am saying is that there are a lot of people who do not 
always appreciate . . . I am not being condescending, 
and I am not being disrespectful and I certainly do not 
mean to be insulting, but people do not appreciate 
what happens when you keep using a credit card and 
the interest you pay when you only make minimum 
payments every month; that they really, if it keeps go-
ing on that way, are creating a rod for their backs.  

Similarly, for people who let bills slide over 30 
days to 60 days. A lot of companies put interest on 
them right away. People ought to know what that is, 
so at least they understand and it does not catch them 
by surprise. A lot of people do not ask. If people do 
not ask, people do not tell, which is a sorry state of 
affairs. And the same could be said with any other 
mortgage or loan. 

I marvel . . . to give you an example, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker. This is one that the English have a great 
expression for. They say, “I was gobsmacked, when I 
saw this.” And I have to say, I was stunned and I have 
used that term “gobsmacked.” I was reading an article 
in which people were actually being encouraged by 
one of our banking institutions to take out a loan to 
pay for a big wedding. And I thought to myself, Well, 
doesn’t that say it all? And I am not harking back to 
the past of what used to be, but we really have got to 
have an appreciation here. When you set out to be 
married, the last thing you want to do is start out in 
debt, in a deep hole. If you cannot afford a big wed-
ding, do not have one.  

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: And cut your cloth accordingly.  

In fact, if you have the money you would be 
better off saving it for a deposit for your house. You 
know, I have had, I will not call it heckling; I have had 
an interpolation.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: And that Honourable Member, Mr. 
De Silva, can speak for himself.  

But what I am saying is that there are some 
people who can afford a big wedding and who want to 
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do that. But not everybody can. But even if you can, I 
am saying that in these times rather than take out a 
loan it would be far better, far better, to save that 
money and use it for a down payment on a house.  
 This is what we have to change. We have to. 
And it is going to be hard work. It is not going to be 
easy because you are fighting a big trend with all the 
advertisements that come at people, and everybody 
wants to live now and pay later. And we all know that 
there are some people, particularly lower incomes, 
who do this because they want to feel good. They 
want to look good compared to everybody else. But 
we have to work at this and we have to put in place 
programmes and perhaps, in some cases, legislation 
to assist them to start turning this around. 

And one of the places where it starts, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker, is at the top, as well. And I have said that 
already. Government can show some leadership there 
by taking some painful licks themselves in places 
where it hurts.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: No, no, no. It is not in marriage, it 
was something I spoke about earlier when you were 
not in the House. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I have not left this House. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Okay. Well, in any event, it was— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I have been here longer 
than most. I have to use the bathroom a little more 
often than those [inaudible].  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I have paused to give the Honour-
able Member, Mr. De Silva, an opportunity to explain 
himself. And he said he left the House momentarily on 
matters of urgent, private importance.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, I did not leave the 
House.  
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: The Chamber. I am sorry.  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is for another session.  
 
Mr. John Barritt: All right, Mr. Acting Speaker, I am 
being sidetracked and I do not think I need to be. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 

Mr. John Barritt: But I do want to correct myself. If 
the Honourable Member was not here . . . he obvi-
ously heard what I had to say, but he just misinter-
preted what I am saying at the moment, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

Mr. Acting Speaker, I just want to say (just to 
conclude) that we find ourselves in this box today with 
the challenges that we have because of the debt that 
we have accumulated, the economy that we have, 
and the difficulty we have (a) in engaging in deficit 
financing to stimulate, and (b) even raising taxes to 
raise money to stimulate. 

And we have to appreciate that Government 
is not the solution. Government is very often the prob-
lem of these situations. And less definitely could be 
more if we see—and this is what we will be looking 
for—the plan that shows that this is actually going to 
work. Because, as I say, that is not going to stimulate 
the economy. That is the plan we are looking for—
how we are actually going to stimulate the economy. 

 And what we find here today, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, in many respects, is that the chickens have 
come to roost. And, you know, we have got to find a 
way to (a) turn it around and stop the kind of spending 
in excess that we have had to this point and improve 
the systems so that stuff gets caught a lot earlier and 
ferreted out and turned around, and (b) work on these 
ways to stimulate the economy because that is the 
only answer to the problem 

I do think there has to be a more concerted ef-
fort between parties, across parties, with the commu-
nity. And Government is the only one that can make 
this happen in a meaningful way by helping to create 
the vehicles so that it does happen, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. And there are ways that this can be done 
and I look forward to Government doing something 
meaningful in this way so that we can turn the situa-
tion, the economy, and the situation in which we find 
ourselves, we can turn them both around. 
 Thank you, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Barritt.  
 The chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Zane De Silva, Minister of Health. 
 Mr. De Silva, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, it gives me great pleasure 
to stand and hopefully contribute to this Budget de-
bate. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I would like to refer to the 
reply by the Shadow Minister of Finance. 
 
An Hon. Member: What reply?  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And my colleague asked 
me, What reply? And I happen to agree with him. I 
have only a few short comments on his reply, Mr. Act-
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ing Speaker, and I refer to page 15, when he speaks 
to the Budget.  

He talked about the economic situation in 
Bermuda and he referred to our problems, as we all 
know, we refer to it as the global recession. And the 
Honourable Member, the Shadow Minister for Fi-
nance, said that, and I quote, “This is nothing but a 
cop out.”  

Well, Mr. Acting Speaker, you know, I did not 
like that at all. No, I did not.  

I guess, Mr. Acting Speaker, the majority of 
countries in the world must be copping out. They all 
must be copping out, Mr. Acting Speaker. You know, it 
deserves no more statement than that, as far as that 
cheap shot of a comment goes, Mr. Acting Speaker. I 
just cannot understand the rationale behind that 
comment. 

But, Mr. Acting Speaker, that Honourable 
Member also talked about tourism in his way forward. 
And when I looked at some of the things he had to 
say, what particularly caught my eye, in tourism, and I 
quote, “. . . we have had plenty of interest but no new 
hotel properties in many years.” Well, considering the 
economic climate that we are in, and we have been in 
it for several years, I do believe that Tucker’s Point 
Club has built a brand-new five-star hotel, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. Newstead, for all its trials and tribulations, 
Mr. Acting Speaker, built a hotel, new. Demolished the 
old structure and rebuilt it, refurbished it. And, you 
know, they have had some challenges.  

The Reefs Hotel, Mr. Acting Speaker. The 
Grand Atlantic is under construction. So I do not 
know, where the Honourable Member has been living. 
I know he did say he was going to leave Bermuda in 
the pre 1998 election. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Maybe he was away. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Maybe the Honourable, 
maybe he was away during this construction.  

Also, Mr. Acting Speaker, Cambridge 
Beaches Hotel. The Princesses, both Hamilton and 
Southampton have invested millions of dollars upgrad-
ing their product. Not a brand-new structure, but cer-
tainly you get the feeling it is new. I frequent those two 
hotels often, Mr. Acting Speaker, and I am very 
pleased with their product, as I am sure our tourists 
are. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, Coco Reef has put $10 
million in their hotel over the last several years, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, $10 million dollars. Nine Beaches, 
Mr. Acting Speaker, you are well aware that we are in 
the process of starting a development up there and 
that is going to start this year. We have Park Hyatt, we 

have been given the undertaking that, November this 
year, they will break ground, Mr. Acting Speaker.  

We also know that Coral Beach has on the 
cards that they are going to get started soon, maybe a 
little later than the others, but we are talking to poten-
tial developers, Mr. Acting Speaker. And one particu-
lar hotel owner, whom I had a conversation with, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, guess what he told me. 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: He told me that last year, 
2010, was the absolute best year that he has ever had 
in the hotel business in Bermuda. And he has been in 
business for 22 years, Mr. Acting Speaker. Not hear-
say, from the horse’s mouth, his best-ever year since 
he has been in the hotel business. 

So, yes, we have some difficulties, as every 
other country does in the world, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
but I think, you know, I think we are on a good track. 

The Honourable Shadow Minister said that 
they proposed, the UBP, the creation of a Spending 
and Government Efficiency Commission whose pur-
pose would be to streamline Government processes, 
improve delivery of services, make Government more 
efficient, more cost-effective, more transparent, and 
examine ways to make Government more user-
friendly and accountable.  

Did they copy and paste this from our Finance 
Minister’s Budget, Mr. Acting Speaker? Because, as 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Marc Bean, said earlier, 
there was not much difference. I think there was a lot 
of difference, by the way, but this is one, I think, where 
they copied and pasted.  

But the important point, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
was when they followed those four proposals, and I 
will quote, “The experience with such commissions in 
the United States is that they work best when their 
members are comprised not of civil servants but 
rather a combination of experienced public and private 
members.” Would they happen to be talking about 
consultants? 

Now let’s read that again, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
“The experience with such commissions in the United 
States is that they work best when their members are 
comprised not of civil servants but rather a combina-
tion of experienced public and private members.” Now 
this is not the same Opposition Party that slams us 
every week and every time we have a session about 
hiring the consultants is it, Mr. Acting Speaker? You 
know, they continue to confuse me when it comes to 
consultants and we will talk a little bit about that in a 
few minutes, Mr. Acting Speaker. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, you will be aware that this 
Government produced a document which we call Re-
setting the Dial! One Hundred Days. And the only 
thing I want to say about this document, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, is that our Premier, and I will quote, “I have 
met with representatives from the financial institutions, 
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our hotel owners, the Bermuda Hotel Association, the 
Association of Bermuda Insurers and Reinsurers, and 
Bermuda First.” She also has had meetings with the 
Bermuda Industrial Union. She also met with the 
BPSU, by the way.  

You know, and I mention that out of this 
document because it is such a beautiful document, it 
shows you what we have been doing. We have been 
very busy, you know, Mr. Acting Speaker. But the rea-
son I pointed out that particular item is because it 
shows that our Premier and this Government are talk-
ing to all stakeholders in Bermuda about our current 
situation. So do not be fooled in thinking that whilst we 
plan for our country’s future that people in this country 
that operate businesses, employ people, the unions . . 
. we are having conversations, and will continue to 
have those conversations, Mr. Acting Speaker. 

Now, if I want go to a document that I rather 
like, Mr. Acting Speaker, it is, yes, it is the document 
that the Honourable— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—no, it is not Health, not 
yet, that is coming, that is coming.  
 Yes, but it is the actual Budget that our es-
teemed Premier produced.  

And Mr. Acting Speaker, on page 2 of her re-
port, and I will quote, “Increasing employment is the 
only sustainable solution to reducing poverty and ine-
quality.” Very important. 

And I have heard Members Opposite and, in 
fact, the Honourable Member who just took his seat, 
Mr. Barritt, talked about reports and mathematics and 
equations that the daily newspapers have been doing. 
And I have heard many comments, both in this House 
and outside, from Members that I do not think quite 
get it, talking about the $50 million that we, as a Gov-
ernment, will not be collecting because of the payroll 
tax relief that we gave. And are saying, What is that all 
about? And we have heard some people say that it is 
only benefiting the employers.  

Well, do you know what, Mr. Acting Speaker? 
Honourable Members Opposite have talked about 
how all the employers in this country are hurting and 
what we have to do to help them. So, you know, we 
catch flack when do, we catch flack when we do not. 

 
The Acting Speaker: Uh-huh. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It is a theme that is con-
tinuous from the other side.  

But, you know, I look at it this way, if I am a 
business owner and I am spending, that 2 per cent 
could be $60,[000], $70,[000], $80,000. It might be as 
little as $15,[000] or $20,[000] but what that might do 
as an employer, it might say, you know what, Hey, this 
is nice. Maybe I will continue to employ that fellow 
over there, because now I am going to have a little 

relief, and I just might be able to stimulate my own 
business by giving him work and, therefore, make a 
little profit off that particular fellow and what he does 
for this company. 
 And so you see, Mr. Acting Speaker, when 
you look at what we are doing to stimulate the econ-
omy that is a biggie in my book, it is very important.  
 I think another important point in the Premier’s 
report is this. “In sharp contrast to the severe correc-
tive measures forced on many of the world’s leading 
economies, the Government of Bermuda is endeav-
ouring to avoid having to cut public sector jobs.”  

Now, you know, a lot of people may have just 
glossed over that, but that is very important. “Endeav-
ouring to avoid having to cut public sector jobs.” And 
what she has done is spend time with the leaders of 
the unions. And we know that the unions have been 
very cooperative— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—and they have talked to 
our leaders, they have talked to the Ministers, and we 
are working together. Because what we could do, you 
could take a line out of the Opposition’s book, take a 
page out of the book, Mr. Acting Speaker. Say, Okay, 
it is easy. We can bring down our deficit. We can cut 
costs. Just fire a lot of people. No, no, no. Not this 
Government. No, sir. We sit down and we talk to the 
stakeholders of the country. Okay?  

And I think that the unions deserve a lot of 
credit for working with this Government. They know 
that we are struggling, like many other countries, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, many countries are suffering. And 
they deserve a lot of credit for working with us.  
 One other comment that the Honourable 
Premier made in her presentation, and I will read that 
because I like it. She referred earlier to “paving the 
way forward.” And she wanted to expand on that. And 
the words that I liked, is she said, “If it is true that ad-
versity is the mother of invention, if crises can be a 
potent catalyst for change, then Bermuda faces an 
opportunity for renewed growth.” 
 Now Members Opposite quoted the great 
Warren Buffett earlier, Mr. Acting Speaker. Well, let 
me tell you something about Mr. Warren Buffett and 
what he said. You see, Mr. Warren Buffett also has 
another saying, “When everyone is buying stocks 
around the world, he pulls back.” And when everyone 
else is running scared, when the sky is falling, the 
world is, you know, falling apart, do you know what 
Mr. Warren Buffett does? He goes on and says, “Now 
it is time for me to invest.” That is from Warren Buffett 
himself.  
 So I use that example, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
because this is the time, and Marc Bean, the Honour-
able Member, alluded to it earlier when he said, This 
is the time for our young Bermudians. And some of 
our older ones too. Seize the opportunity. Entrepre-
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neurship is right there at your fingertips. Seize it and 
make an opportunity for yourself. Just do it. 

And on that note, I would like to mention the 
Green family. You may know that our Honourable 
Premier broke ground and, I do not know, she might 
get a little experience, you know, she should have had 
a backhoe digging that hole down at Waterloo the 
other day. She had a shovel and, you know, and I 
thought— 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—and I thought she had 
experience by now because she certainly handled the 
shovel pretty good down at the hospital a couple of 
weeks ago. But we will get her in a backhoe before 
long and I am sure she will do all right. 
 But it was good to see that the Green family 
has taken a page out of Warren Buffett’s book. And 
they are building, as you may know, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, a $100 million office block and accommoda-
tion development, Mr. Acting Speaker. They are tak-
ing a page out of his book, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 I will move on because some of the things in 
the Premier’s presentation, I think we do not spend 
enough time highlighting. One particular item that I 
really think that we do not get, Mr. Acting Speaker, is 
this one. And if anyone gets a copy of the Honourable 
Premier’s Budget Statement, they can find it on page 
9. And, Mr. Acting Speaker, this is what I am talking 
about. “[T]he Government allocated over $304 million 
in funding inclusive of grants and tax concessions to 
social, educational, medical and environmental pro-
grammes.” This, Mr. Acting Speaker, is three times 
the level that was being provided in 1997. 

Now, the Honourable Members Opposite, you 
know, gave us some other statistics from 1997. Well, 
think about that for a moment. Three times the 
amount, $304 million. And if you turn over to page 10, 
in the last 10 years, this Government has spent in ex-
cess, now listen to me carefully, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
$2.3 billion on grants and social programmes. And do 
you know who they benefit, Mr. Acting Speaker? The 
people of Bermuda. 
 
An Hon. Member: Amen. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now let us say that again. 
$2.3 billion. Not million—billion, in 10 years, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

Why do we have a deficit? This Government, 
this Government, has invested $2.3 billion in social 
programmes and grants for our people, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. Two point three billion dollars divided by 10. 
Okay? That is what we have done for our people, Mr. 
Acting Speaker.  

And also ask our Bermudian people that used 
LCCA, St. John’s ambulance, PALS. I think we have 
all been touched by PALS. Fantastic group. Age Con-

cern, Admiralty House, The Sexual Assault Response 
Team, Public Health Scholarships. That is where a lot 
of this money goes, Mr. Acting Speaker. I have an-
other page here, but I think I have said enough with 
regard to where that particular funding goes, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Acting Speaker, I would just like to 
touch on some of the Members Opposite and one of 
my own Members, and I would like to run through 
some of the things they said and I will comment on 
them. 
 The Honourable Member, Mr. John Barritt, 
said there is a billion dollar difference between now 
and 1998. A billion dollars difference in our deficit. 
Well, I will go through some of the other things that we 
have done with some of the deficit that we have ac-
cumulated too, but just keep that figure in mind. A bil-
lion dollar difference. The Honourable Member, Mr. 
Barritt, said we should have done what we are doing 
with this Budget years ago. He also said that we 
should save for rainy day. What really sparked my 
interest is when he said we should do something to 
show we care. Mr. Acting Speaker,— 
 
An Hon. Member: He could not have said that. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—Oh, the Honourable 
Member, my colleague, Mr. Lister, is asking, He could 
not have said that. I could not believe that he said it. 
And, you know, we will keep that in the back pocket 
for now because we will get to it.  
 The other Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, 
quoted, “Government got us in this dreadful mess.” 
Well, geez, I did not realise we had that effect on the 
world. Did we cause the world economic mess as 
well, Mr. Acting Speaker? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Did every other govern-
ment around the world cause their economic . . . you 
know, to say that this Government caused this dread-
ful mess, is highly irresponsible— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: He did not say that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—highly irresponsible, Mr. 
Acting Speaker.  

And then the Honourable Member, Dr. Gib-
bons, also said, “Are we better off today?” And he 
started rattling off a few things, are we better off, and 
what really sparked me was, “Are our seniors better 
off?” Now, you do not want me to go down that line. 
Now I am going touch on a few of those. I am just giv-
ing you some of the highlights, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
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and then I am going to show you where the world has 
been.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Crockwell, the Honour-
able Member, talked about a reversal of payroll tax. 
Mr. Acting Speaker, as Governments . . . well, the 
Honourable Member probably, you know, does not 
have much experience, so I can understand. But, you 
know, when he talked about the reversal of payroll 
tax, as Governments, Mr. Acting Speaker, we will in-
crease the tax today, five years later we may de-
crease it. We may decrease it today and in five years 
time we increase it. Because it depends on where in 
you are in your particular time in life with regard to the 
running of your country.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Taxes go up and down all 
the time, Mr. Acting Speaker. They go up all the time.  

You know, the Members Opposite, you know, 
we take the tax up 2 per cent, there is an uproar. 
What are you doing? You are discouraging business 
and on, and on, and on. We take it down, and now 
they are complaining about that.  
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Acting Speaker, you 
know, and I also, and I quote, the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Trevor Moniz, I have not seen him all day, 
maybe he is coming. 
 
[inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But, the Honourable Mem-
ber quoted— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: He has been here all day. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—quoted this week, and he 
had a complaint about the tourism Minister, and said 
that she should travel more. Now can you believe that 
the Honourable Member said that she should travel 
more? You know, I mean . . . I remember the former 
Tourism Minister, every week they were saying— 
 
The Acting Speaker: Travels too much. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—that he needs to stop 
travelling. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now one minute— 

 
An Hon. Member: He was never here, that is why. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—one minute they are say-
ing we should not travel, the next minute they are say-
ing they do not travel enough.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: You are taking it out of context. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You know, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, the other side . . . I guess, you know, when 
you run out of important things to talk about, you 
know, constructive things,  I think maybe folks tend to 
talk about the first thing that they think about.  
 One thing that my Honourable colleague, Mr. 
Marc Bean, mentioned, giving PRC, which is Perma-
nent Residency Certificate, to high net-worth individu-
als. Great idea. And I am with my colleague on this 
one. And I think, if I remember correctly, a former 
United Bermuda Party Premier touted the same sce-
nario, not long ago.  

I mention that, Mr. Acting Speaker, because 
you know, not long ago in this House, a couple of 
weeks ago, we changed the law. For those folks that 
have time-sharing in Bermuda, the law stated that 
they could only stay here for 90 days. And we 
changed it to encourage them to stay longer.  

And what did we get from the other side? I 
thought the roof was going to go off of this place. You 
see, so we try to create stimulus in our country, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, and the other side . . . sometimes you 
wonder where the mindset is.  

You would have thought that a change in the 
law which allows people to come to Bermuda, non-
Bermudians, to come to Bermuda and spend longer 
than 90 days would be highly embraced. But no, we 
heard all the push-back. We heard all the negative 
comments. When is a tourist not a tourist. When does 
a tourist become . . . you know, all these things, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. So I hope . . . and it is a tough one, I 
know, but I hope the Opposition sooner or later starts 
agreeing more with these initiatives like this, that in-
crease our visitors to stay in Bermuda longer. And, 
therefore, spend some of their dollars with our people, 
Mr. Acting Speaker.  

I would just like to say . . . and, I think, the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Wayne Furbert, mentioned it 
best. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Did he now? What did he say? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. I was looking down 
there, but you are up in the Chair, aren’t you, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker? But I think that the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Wayne Furbert, said it best when he said that the 
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PLP Government has done more in 12 years for the 
people of this country than the United Bermuda Party 
done in 30. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Absolute rubbish. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And, you know, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, the Honourable Member, Mrs. Patricia 
Gordon, says it is rubbish. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It is rubbish. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, let me just touch on a 
few things. Remember what I said earlier. The Hon-
ourable Mr. Barritt said that there is a billion dollar dif-
ference between the deficit now then there was in 
1998. Dr. Gibbons says, “Are our senior better off to-
day than they were?”  

Now, let me just mention a few things that we 
have done with some of our people’s money over the 
last 12, 13 years, Mr. Acting Speaker.  
 Yes, I am going to take you through it. And let 
us start with the Lois Browne-Evans Building, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker. That is now occupied.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, sir. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yep. Fantastic job by a 
group of dedicated Bermudians, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
We now have a building in which we as Government 
will occupy. And do you know what that is going to 
do? That is going to save the people— 
 
An Hon. Member: Millions. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—millions of dollars per 
year. Now add that up over 20 years, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. So this is where some of our money is go-
ing, on things like that.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, FutureCare. Yes, Fu-
tureCare costs us a few dollars. But look what it has 
done for our people that were in need, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

FutureCare, some Members Opposite, have 
continuously shot it down, saying it is no good, no 
good, no good. And I challenge them constantly—did 
so before I was Health Minister—show us your plan 
and what you are going to do for the seniors in this 
country. And I have not seen anything yet.  

And I gave an undertaking, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, that if the Opposition can come up with the 
better, more economical plan to look after our seniors, 
we will take a really good look at it. And do you know 

what? If it makes economic sense and is better and it 
saves the country more money to look after our sen-
iors, then we will do it. We will have a good look at it 
and let us chase it through. No problem, no problem 
with that. But I am yet to see it. I am yet to see it, Mr. 
Acting Speaker.  
 We built a new Urgent Care Centre down in 
the east end. I understand that the Urgent Care Cen-
tre, that people love it. I hear that people are going 
from all parts of the Island just to go down. They love 
it, Mr. Acting Speaker. That is where our money is 
going, Mr. Acting Speaker.  
 We have struck deals with the airlines with 
regard to air lift. You know, we seem to forget that 
WestJet, JetBlue, the Miami daily flight, do you know, 
now we have, and the Honourable Minister said Air-
Tran, which will be coming soon, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
Do you know what all this competition does? It puts 
dollars in our people’s pockets, Mr. Acting Speaker. I 
remember a time if I had to go to Canada, you could 
not get a plane ticket for under $750. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: My son went to Canada a 
couple of weeks ago and he said he paid $180. And I 
said, you have got to be joking. No, $180.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
these are the types of initiatives that this Government 
has done that has put money back in the pockets of 
the people, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 The Grand Slam of Golf, yes. It costs us over, 
I think, the next two years we got it for $1.5 million a 
year. That is where this money is going. What is it for? 
I do not have to say any more. If Tiger Woods hap-
pens to win the major this year, we will have to de-
clare a holiday, I think. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, sir.  

So, you know, and it is things like that, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, and I am flipping through the page, I 
am just giving you a couple of highlights. Because if I 
read out all of these, I would certainly use all my time 
and I would have to ask my colleagues, all of them, to 
give up their time because it would be not enough 
time. 
 But the Sylvia Richardson Care Facility, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, another seniors initiative. Fantastic, 
first-class, senior citizen’s home, Mr. Acting Speaker.  
 Now, let us talk about Heritage Wharf for a 
moment. Yes, Heritage Wharf, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
You know, we caught a lot of flack about the cost of 
Heritage Wharf. But, Mr. Acting Speaker, remember, 
the Auditors General will do their job. And we will deal 
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with that report when it comes, because I think you 
will find that, sure, we have overruns. But, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, I declare my interest. I am involved in that 
industry. Well, I used to be, that is for sure. Not much 
these days.  

But, Mr. Acting Speaker, very rarely do you 
build anything in this country, let alone worldwide, 
where you do not have overruns, changes, variations, 
unforeseen circumstances, Mr. Acting Speaker. It 
happens every day, every job. 

And do not try to get any ladies involved, be-
cause you know, when the wives start getting involved 
. . . you are building a house? Hey, I do not like that 
light. I want you to change that door. I do not like . . . 
you know. Hey, these things happen.  

So what I am saying, Mr. Acting Speaker, is 
this, is that money we spent at Heritage, and it is 
beautiful, if you have been up to Dockyard, it is a 
beautiful place to visit. Fifteen years ago it was— 
 
An Hon. Member: It was a ghost town. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It was like a ghost town 
and like you were going back in time. It is a beautiful 
place.  

Not only that, but look at the money that that 
wharf generates. It will pay for itself before you know 
it, Mr. Acting Speaker. Before you know it, it will pay 
for itself. The taxi drivers, the mini buses, anybody 
that has a form of transportation does well up there 
during the season, Mr. Acting Speaker.  

In fact, we have so many visitors that are 
coming through that dockyard and are on the cruise 
ships that they are doing work at Horseshoe Bay right 
now because there are so many visitors that we had 
to realign the road and the bus stops and the en-
trance, and where everybody has to gather to go 
down to the beaches, Mr. Acting Speaker.  
 That is what this Government does with the 
money that we receive to take care of our people, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Let us not forget, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker, the seniors at the Rockaway facility. An-
other fantastic facility, Mr. Acting Speaker. Good peo-
ple, yes. 
 Now, our Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, 
says, “Are our seniors better off?” We eliminated land 
tax for seniors— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—they do not pay for their 
passport fees anymore, Mr. Acting Speaker; they do 
not pay for the licenses of their cars anymore, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker. The debt tax on the primary homestead. 
And you may say, Well, you know, how does that 

help? You know who that helps? That helps the sen-
iors’ children. Some of our children who inherited our 
houses had to sell them because they could not afford 
to pay the tax.  
 
An Hon. Member: That’s criminal! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay?  

That is what we do for our people, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

Day Care Allowance. Look at the amount of 
families that we have helped with Day Care Allow-
ance, Mr. Acting Speaker; the amount of families that 
have benefited from that launching of our Day Care 
Allowance.  

The new Transport Control Facility. Of course, 
the Opposition has had a lot of fun with that lately. But 
you know what, Mr. Acting Speaker, let us talk about 
that facility. You remember once upon a time . . . and 
you know, Mr. Acting Speaker, I think you used to be 
the Minister of Transport for another group of— 
 
An Hon. Member: Former Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. A former Minister.  

And, Mr. Acting Speaker, I am sure you are 
aware of the complaints. Every week someone was 
making a complaint— 
 
An Hon. Member: A terrible experience. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—oh, yeah, an absolute 
terrible experience. Yes, it was. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Terrible experience to go 
to TCD. You would pick a number and you would be 
there for three hours. Man, I, you know. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It seems like a lifetime ago. 
But do you know what that has done, Mr. Acting 
Speaker? That has afforded our people convenience. 
You get in, you get out. You have more time to, 
maybe, spend with your children, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The facility is first class.  

Now, let us talk about the staff. I think the staff 
are very happy at work these days at the Transport 
Control Department, very happy. It was a dungeon 
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before. So that is what we have done with all of . . . 
that is where we get this deficit from.  

Sorry to have to go into all these details, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, but when the Opposition says that 10 
years, or 11 years ago, I think the Honourable Mr. 
Barritt said, 1998, the deficit was a billion dollars 
more. Well, they have done nothing for the people of 
this country! It’s easy to have no deficit when you do 
not do anything. That is easy. Anybody can do that. 
But this Government has done a lot for our people, 
our infrastructure, our roads . . . We had our Minister 
of Works and Engineering then covering . . . 6 ½ kilo-
metres of asphalting was done a year.  
 
An Hon. Member: He could have done more too... 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, let us talk about the 
Bermuda College and the free education at Bermuda 
College, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is the type of things 
that we do. Free transportation on the buses for our 
school children, Mr. Acting Speaker. A lot of our peo-
ple do not have cars to take the kids to school. A lot of 
them have to go on the bus and have to pink up that 
dollar, couple of dollars every week— 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It adds up at the end of the 
year, you know, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes.  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Adds up. And you know, 
that is what we are doing. Yes, it costs us to do that. 
But look who is benefiting from it—the people of this 
country, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
An Hon. Member: Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, yes 
indeed, yes indeed.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, there is a lot of talk about 
contracts. Well, you know what this Government does 
when it comes to contracts, we put all the contracts in 
the newspaper. We gazette them every week, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker. We have been doing that for several 
years now, Mr. Acting Speaker. Do not recall, do not 
recall— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—do not recall the Opposi-
tion . . . well, when they were Government, the United 

Bermuda Party, ever taking that initiative, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. Transparency.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, let me talk about another 
item that we put a lot of money into and we are bene-
fiting the people of this country.  

Let us talk about reverse osmosis plants, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. We have put one in, as you know, up 
at Prospect that produces, I believe, the Honourable 
Minister will confirm, I am sure, I am pretty sure it is a 
million gallons extra for the people of this Island. And 
the trench that is currently being dug, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, that Bermuda Waterworks is doing in con-
junction with . . . our esteemed Deputy Premier came 
up with that idea. That is going to produce three mil-
lion gallons of water per year for our people, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Three million. So you have 
three million up in the West, you have another million 
down here in Central, that is what . . . it costs money, 
Mr. Acting Speaker. But, do you know what? Our 
people that do not have the luxury of huge tanks and 
have to spend money and wait for trucks in the 
droughts. They have to wait three, four days for water. 
Now, guess what? Convenience. And not only con-
venience, but cost. Look at the savings that our peo-
ple will have when they are able to access that type of 
water for their day-to-day use.  
 Working for the people! Yes, sir.  

Now, Mr. Acting Speaker, you probably think I 
am running out of examples of where we spent the 
people’s money. 
 
The Acting Speaker: No. No. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But like I said, I am not 
going to talk about all of them, Mr. Acting Speaker. I 
am just going to highlight some of them.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, the other thing that I think 
is important is the tax treaties, the TIEAs, Tax Infor-
mation Exchange Agreements, that we have done, 
Mr. Acting Speaker. And I think we are up to about 22, 
23 at the moment. Those are the types of initiatives 
that our Premier . . . and we are way ahead, we are 
on the, I think they call it the—  
 
An Hon. Member: White List. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—White List, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

So, you know, with all the money laundering, 
and all these types of things that happen in the world 
today, and that the world looks at, says, Look, what 
are you doing to protect money laundering? What are 
you doing to protect your people in your country? 
Well, we have signed 22 Tax Information Exchange 
Agreements to date—22 or 23.  
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 Mr. Acting Speaker, I think it would be remiss 
of me if I did not touch on some of the exciting things 
that are happening in the country. Now, all the things I 
just outlined are certainly exciting, but I am the Health 
Minister and I think we have to, you know, highlight 
some of the things that we are doing in Health.  
 And, Mr. Acting Speaker, I have to talk about 
two things in particular. One is the Health in Review 
Report that we produced—the first of its kind in Ber-
muda, Mr. Acting Speaker. The first time ever we 
have had these types of statistics that are available. 
And this has helped shape the ways in which we are 
going to look after our people in the future.  

The Health in Review was used in consulta-
tion with the Bermuda Health Council, also the Minis-
try of Health Department, Mr. Acting Speaker. And let 
me say this, we have produced, as you know, the Na-
tional Health Plan. Exciting times, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
and a time when we may be having some economic 
difficulties, we are also, you know, we are multi-
pronged. We are going to hit from all angles.  
 At the end of the day, Mr. Acting Speaker, this 
Consultation Paper, now . . . let us get this straight, 
because, you know, word gets out and it is not quite 
right. It is a Consultation Paper. I can tell you that over 
the next 65 to 70 days we, in the Ministry of Health, 
will consult with all the stakeholders in Bermuda, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. And I will go into more detail next 
week, but I just thought I would highlight that because 
it is exciting times, Mr. Acting Speaker, as far as the 
National Health Plan goes. 

And, you know, the early indications are that 
the insurance company physicians, who we are going 
to meet next week . . . and we are going to meet eve-
ryone, Mr. Acting Speaker. We have a mixed box of 
tricks in Bermuda, you know, with the Health system, 
as you are probably well aware. But we are going to 
get all the stakeholders at the table and it is going to 
be interesting times.  

We had the 1970 Health Act that served us 
well for 40 years, but it is time for a change. And the 
two pillars, equity and sustainability . . . it is just excit-
ing to hear those two words. And, of course, it fears 
some. The insurance companies were a little worried. 
The Employers’ Council and the Chamber of Com-
merce, I met with them both yesterday. I think they 
see where we are coming from now. They were a little 
worried because they heard about sustainability and, 
you know, how we are going to pay for it. The “how” is 
coming.  

And, of course, my Honourable colleague, 
Mrs. Jackson, will be very interested to see how these 
consultations go over the next 60, 65 days. And I am 
sure she will participate in a few because she will be 
getting the invitation, along with her colleagues, by the 
way. We will not leave her colleagues out of that pic-
ture.  

And, Mr. Acting Speaker, I want to finish with 
a quote by Mr. John Wesley.  

Do you know him Cousin Derrick?  
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. All right.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And the point is, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, that I think is very important, it says: Do all 
the good you can, by all the means you can,— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—and all the ways you 
can,— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Mm-hmm. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—and all the places you 
can,— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Mm-hmm. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:—at all the times you can, 
to all the people you can,— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ahh. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —as long as ever you can. 
 So Mr. Acting Speaker, if we hold that phrase 
during the next two weeks, and us going forward 
whilst we chart these choppy waters, we will be okay, 
Mr. Acting Speaker. 

Thank you, very much. 
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear! 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter, Zane De Silva.  
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber, Louise Jackson. 
 Mrs. Jackson, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Acting 
Speaker.  

I am going to change my format this evening. I 
will get back to my script, but I have to start off, really, 
because I certainly cannot let this pass, that the Minis-
ter, the Honourable Member, Zane De Silva, is at-
tempting to rewrite history.  
 First of all, for the last 30 years, of the 30 
years of the United Bermuda Party’s reign, we did not 
have unemployment, we had over employment. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: There were more jobs than 
there were people to fill them.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
An Hon. Member: So did everybody else in the world. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I want to remind the Mem-
bers that this was the first, second, third, richest coun-
try in the world.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And this is CIA records, 
polls, that this country was at the top of the world—the 
richest country in the world—under the United Ber-
muda Party.  

It had a high standard of education— 
 
The Acting Speaker: Well, define “wealth.” 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In fact, it created most of 
the Members of Parliament who are sitting here in this 
House, that is, just about all of them.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: We had virtually no home-
lessness, virtually no one living in the street, now we 
have hundreds of homeless people, who are sleeping 
out . . . hundreds. The Salvation Army has given out a 
quote of way over 300 homeless people in Bermuda. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And this is under a PLP 
Government.  

Now, Mr. Acting Speaker, I would not expect 
the Members on the other side to be quiet and listen, 
nor would I expect you to ask them to be quiet, so I 
will continue to talk and remind the— 
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—remind the country, the 
people who are listening, that under this Government 
we have poverty,— 
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—homelessness, and edu-
cation— 
 
[Gavel] 
 

Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, thank you.  
An educational system that is now graduating 

virtually 50 per cent of the children from secondary 
school and we are in the middle of a terrible situation 
here with many people, as you know, losing their 
homes, people who are in dire straits— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—so I do not want to . . . I 
am going to get back to my script, but I have to say 
that the Honourable Member’s caricature of what 
Bermuda was like is so untrue. In those days, Mem-
bers of Parliament were paid, in the beginning, 10 
shillings a sitting. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And what are they paid 
now? Bloated salaries, Ministers. And, of course, we 
have asked, as the Shadow Minister of Finance 
asked, that these salaries be rolled back. And that 
includes Members of Parliament also. In those days 
Ministers and Members of Parliament drove their own 
cars. They certainly did not have huge cars and the 
expense that goes along with it. 

But I do not want to digress— 
 

[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—I just want to make sure 
that history is not rewritten by this Government.  
 Now our Shadow Minister, Bob Richards, in 
his reply to the Budget, he stated that, “We have an 
opportunity to turn lip service to the virtues of trans-
parency into reality” (and this is the best part) “by 
opening up the opaque quangos of the Bermuda 
Monetary Authority and the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
to public scrutiny so the people of Bermuda can see 
how taxpayers’ money is being spent.” And I want to 
spend a few minutes on that.  
 We have asked through parliamentary ques-
tions, through questions on the Motion to Adjourn, 
questions on Ministerial Statements, and many of 
these questions are never answered. They are stone-
walled or they are given a nonsensical answer.  

Now, the many capital projects that have run 
over budget with this Government, and I do not have 
to give you all the examples (you know, the Berkeley, 
the Heritage Wharf), but I am going to speak about 
one that has to do with my Shadow Ministry, and that 
is Fairview Court at MWI. 
 This is a project that three years ago was 
started and it stopped because, as they had in the 
Royal Gazette, and I will read the headline, “Alleged 
$1 Million Fraud at MWI Lands Three People in Jail.” 
It led to their arrest. We have been asking questions 
about how much Fairview Court cost. It was $6 mil-
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lion. We never got an answer as to the final cost on 
Fairview Court. 
 
An Hon. Member: How much? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: We have asked questions 
about the fraud, what happened. In fact, nobody will 
give us an answer.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: I did not hear what she said. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The Minister is saying that 
he did not hear what I said. I said that it was stated 
that the cost was about $6 million. It was budgeted for 
$4 million. 
 Now the Bermuda Hospitals Board made this 
comment and, again, we are talking about tax payer’s 
money. They said, “We expect the highest level of due 
diligence with our projects and internal controls have 
increased even further since this case came to light. 
We will not shy away from full investigative, full disclo-
sure, and have zero tolerance where there is a proven 
violation of policy.”  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Acting Speaker, they 
have not answered Parliamentary Questions, they 
have not answered questions on the Motion to Ad-
journ, they have not answered the questions at all. 
We, this country, still does not know what the final 
cost is. And that is just one—that is just one instance. 
And I only have a half hour, although I am hoping that 
I will be given the same opportunity as my counter-
part, by having 45 minutes.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Now further, to the “open-
ing of opaque quangos,” of which the Bermuda Hospi-
tals Board certainly is. Other questions have been 
asked that are not answered. 

There seems to be a matter of bloated, total 
compensation, that is, salaries with other bonuses and 
perks by the senior executives at the hospital. No one, 
again, has come back with an answer. We have 
asked repeatedly, What are the salaries? What is the 
total compensation of the CEO, of the Bermuda Hos-
pitals Board, Chief of Staff, the COO—no answers. 
Figures have been thrown out, but no one says any-
thing.  

But it is all right because we know that some-
thing is happening in that hospital now that will clear it 
all up. The answers are coming. They might not want 
to give us answers, but there is somebody who is giv-
ing us answers. Going in there to— 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—investigate what is going 
on.  
 
[Crosstalk and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is not just the salaries. I 
think it is the fact that taxpayers . . . again, we have so 
many things that this money could be spent on, and I 
have mentioned a few—the vulnerable people, the 
homeless, and the rest of it.  
 You have executives who have come into of-
fice and who are perhaps making double what a for-
mer CEO, or a former Chief of Staff was making.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: People who are given . . . 
again, we have heard this before, but people who are 
given housing, places like Turtle Point, people who 
are given two cars to drive. This is the kind of thing 
that people look at, particularly if they are working in 
the same institution and they have been asked to take 
a 2 per cent increase on their salaries.  
 Can you imagine, you are working in an insti-
tution, you are asked to take a 2 per cent increase, 
and there are people who are getting 25 and 15 per 
cent bonuses and making hundreds and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. 
 I am going to switch over now to seniors and 
the fact that the Minister, Honourable Zane De Silva, 
talked about, “Are seniors better off now?” 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: De Silva. Did I? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Zane De Silva. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Carry on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Are they better off than they 
are now? I know that there are seniors home who are 
listening to this with total disbelief.  

Now, even the Premier herself stood up and 
said in the town meeting, several evenings ago, that 
pensions and health care are two of the biggest prob-
lems that this country faces. The Premier said it.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yet, you cannot eat fine 
lodging on reading about a Health Plan that is coming 
down the road somewhere.  

It is what is happening today. Pensions have 
not been adjusted. They have not had the proper re-
form, they have not been recalibrated. These pen-
sions are not keeping up with the cost of living. And it 
is true, if you are a senior, you certainly know this. 
Now in sync with this, a senior has to pay for health 
insurance. And we are going to talk about FutureCare 
again. The Minister said that this was a wonderful 
thing. The idea was a wonderful thing, but the way it 
was put together was a disaster. Here you have peo-
ple paying $300 if they are 65-years old, and other 
people who are 66, 67, 68, 69 who could not get into 
the programme at all. That had to be against their 
human rights.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Now, the point is, you then 
have people who are 70 years of age who are paying 
$600—twice as much for the same benefits. That is 
unfair, as I have said, it is really against people’s hu-
man rights. And to tell them, Oh, it is going to be fixed 
in April, April 1st, is nonsense. 

You have all kinds of situations that arise from 
health insurance for seniors. They pay their health 
insurance. Let us say that they pay the $600 for Fu-
tureCare, if they are 70 or over. They then are getting 
perhaps a pension of, maybe, a thousand dollars. And 
that is some of the higher pensions. There are pen-
sions that are lower, $500, $600 a month. So you 
have to feed yourself, you have to pay rent, you have 
to, perhaps, have electricity I should hope, a tele-
phone, and this is certainly a horrible way to have to 
live. Where do you find the money?  

And I have got a senior’s budget and I am go-
ing to read it a moment to show you just how that 
works out, but I will do that later on.  
 
An Hon. Member: Do you want to save that for next 
week? 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, no. 

Where do you find the money? And I have got 
a senior’s budget and I am going to read it a moment 
to show you just how that works out, but I will do that 
later on.  
 
An Hon. Member: Do you want to save that for next 
week? 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, no. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Seniors are so much worse 
off than they were in the last 12 years. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That it is not even true. 
Who ever heard of a homeless senior in Bermuda?  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: There used to be, maybe, 
one or two people who were homeless that everybody 
knew. They would go up and do something at Christ-
mas so that they could go up to the jail to get a good 
dinner. We all know who I am talking about. Now, I 
drove home the other night, actually, drove home from 
the town meeting that this Government had. And all 
along Front Street, under those verandas there, where 
the British/American building is, all along there where 
Supermart is, there were people in those verandas in 
the cold and the wet at night, sleeping outside. And 
most of them were elderly people. And you are going 
to tell me that they are better off now? I do not think 
so. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And do not tell me that they 
want to be out there. It is ridiculous. 
 Now, you want to know what we would do? I 
have said it over and over again. The United Bermuda 
Party would re-calibrate FutureCare. First of all, the 
country cannot afford to do it the way they are doing it. 
We have been down that road. We know what it is 
going to cost. In a few years it will be a billion dollars 
just for FutureCare. It is unsustainable. It is unfair. I do 
not know what else I can say about it. It is a disaster. 
All right?  

Mr. Acting Speaker, I notice that the Minister 
talked about rest homes and I do congratulate this 
Government, as I have done often, on the fact that the 
Sylvia Richardson Home is one of the best homes I 
have ever seen. It is excellent. I have nothing but 
praise for it.  

However, on the other hand, you have Lefroy 
House up there where you had the people languishing 
in a situation that was almost intolerable. I see that 
Government has given money, a few million dollars, to 
do something about Lefroy House. But the worst part 
about it, and again not mentioned—but I mention it 
every time I stand up to speak—and that is that we 
need legislation for rest homes. There are private rest 
homes that are being run that are deplorable. Some-
times it becomes public, many times it does not.  
 Mr. Acting Speaker, if you had a relative your-
self in one of these homes you would be disgusted. 
There are people who are paying $5,000, $6,000, and 
$7,000 a month in some of these rest homes. And do 
you know what they are getting for dinner? A peanut-
butter and jelly sandwich!  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This is a fact.  
Now, I have gone to the Chief Medical Officer 

to complain about situation, to have some of these 
homes inspected. I am afraid I was given the answer, 
“There is not much we can do about it, because there 
is no legislation.”  
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Minis-
ter. Point of order. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, I love the 
Honourable Member, Aunt Louise. I really do. But, you 
know, when we stand up here and say such words as 
people are paying $7,000 a month for rest homes and 
they are only getting a peanut-butter sandwich for 
dinner, it sounds untrue.  
 I think that something has to be substantiated 
and investigated. We just should not hear this on the 
floor—  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Acting Speaker, I can 
substantiate it. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Mrs. Jackson, I believe Mr. 
Burgess has the floor. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yeah, you know, be-
cause if that is true, then I am very concerned. This 
Government is very concerned about it.  

And just to hear it right here . . . and I would 
love to have those specs, right. But I think before we 
do things like that, because it casts some type of 
negative effect on the good homes, if I can say that, 
because if there is such a home that is doing what you 
say they are doing, Aunt Louise, than I am appalled.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: So, you know, we 
need to recommend [inaudible]. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Mr. Acting Speaker, I will 
state here and I will substantiate this right now by say-
ing that I have been in contact with Dr. John Cann 
before Christmas, it would have been in October, and 
asked him to investigate this one specific home. 
 
An Hon. Member: He does not need to. It is all right 
to have a peanut-butter sandwich.  
 

Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I also asked him to investi-
gate several other homes. 
 
An Hon. Member: I eat peanut-butter sandwiches 
three times a week. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And he— 
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Members, please. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And he said he would in-
vestigate and he did. He investigated and he got back 
to me. It was after Christmas. And he said that these 
things are not able to be— 
 
An Hon. Member: True. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: No, he said there is no leg-
islation. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: There are no regulations. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: There are no regulations. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Speak to the Chair. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yes. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Do not worry about the distrac-
tions.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This is the Chief Medical 
Officer. And we both lamented about the fact that 
there is no regulations for this. These homes, there 
are homes— 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Just a point of order, 
again, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes, what is your point of order, 
Minister? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading]  

 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, there are regula-
tions that govern senior homes. And I would consider 
feeding a senior a peanut-butter sandwich for dinner 
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an abuse, which is covered by the legislation. So it is 
there. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Minister Burgess. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I would think that the . . . I 
have residential homes legislation in my briefcase and 
it is not there. There is nothing regulated as to the 
amount of food.  

There are other things which I will not men-
tion. I do not want to stay on this. But I certainly will 
speak to the Honourable Member, Derrick Burgess, 
when this is over and let him know where these 
homes are, because it is more than one. 
 Now, I want to talk about promises that this 
Government has made. One of the promises made 
was the fact that they were going to put an Urgent 
Care Centre in the West End. Now I am not saying 
that that is or was a good idea at the time. At the time, 
there was money and I suppose the Premier at the 
time thought it might be a good idea. 

The reason was that, as you know, probably, 
there are no services in the West End, Southampton, 
Somerset, all the way up to Dockyard. The only emer-
gency unit that we have is the fire department there in 
Southampton. So anyone having a heart attack or any 
serious illness has to wait for the ambulance to come 
from Paget which, of course, to get to Dockyard can 
be quite a long time. The people are concerned and 
they want something.  

Of course, the other thing that happens is that 
if the fire department goes for an emergency then the 
fire is not being covered, if there is a fire in the area.  
 So this is a promise not kept. People are con-
cerned about it, as they should be. And I have brought 
it up because they often ask me about it. It is a prob-
lem. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Who? Who? 
 
An Hon. Member: People. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: To have an ambulance of 
some sort for the West End. 

Now, I am going to go back to medical things. 
And that is, again, back to this, Are seniors better off? 
I am going to talk about medical services for them. 
They now, as you well know, are covered well if they 
have to go into the hospital, but if they do not, then we 
have lost the one thing that they did have, which was 
the medical clinic. And, as you well know, the United 
Bermuda Party have often talked about the fact that 
there should be a clinic dedicated to seniors. We have 
been saying this for years as part of our platform.  
 Where do they go? They cannot go, as I have 
mentioned many times before, to a doctor because 

they cannot afford the upfront fees; the same thing for 
a dentist.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Acting Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. I am 
listening. I am listening to you. Carry on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It is obvious that something 
that I say— 
 
An Hon. Member: Treading on some toes. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—treads on some toes. 
They do not want to hear it, and they do not want 
anybody else to hear it. 
 
An Hon. Member: We are listening. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: But guess what? The peo-
ple of Bermuda can hear me. And I am telling you now 
that this Government has failed seniors as far as 
medical services are concerned. That closing of the 
medical clinic was a blow. And, again— 
 
[Crosstalk and inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: Shh, shh. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—again, the possibility of 
seniors having to give up going to the doctor or to the 
dentist because they cannot pay upfront fees is not a 
good thing to have to think about. 
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Now, the other problem that 
we have here in Bermuda which was brought up, by 
the way, by the Bermuda Health Council, is the fact 
that Bermuda shows the greatest level of inequality 
when it comes to health care. Because, you know, we 
are the second most expensive country as far as 
health care is concerned, up behind the United States. 
In other words, the rich can take care of their medical 
needs but the poor in Bermuda, of course, have to just 
not be attended to. 
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Which leads me now to 
overseas treatments. And this, again, is something 
that we really need to address. FutureCare is sup-
posed to— 

Mr. Acting Speaker, I do not know, I cannot 
hear myself. They obviously— 
 
The Acting Speaker: I can hear you, Mrs. Jackson. 
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Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Thank you. All right.  

As I said, there is a strong, I guess, correla-
tion between the fact that the rich are able to have 
overseas treatment. They are able to ascertain or get 
treatment in the first place from doctors and dentists, 
and the poor cannot. 
 Now, this Government has not solved that 
problem. Poor people are not being medically treated 
as they should be. And that, again, is a fact. 
 Going on. Financial assistance. This is one of 
the things that was slashed in this budget. I cannot 
see how you can slash the financial assistance 
budget, yet retain your salaries as Government Minis-
ters making well over a $100,000.  
 
An Hon. Member: One hundred sixty. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: So a $160,000, whatever it 
is. And then you can then slash people on financial 
assistance? These would be people who have lost 
their jobs because you have run a government that, 
obviously, could not keep the engines running of this 
country. So they have lost their jobs. Some of them 
are losing their houses. Again, we have the homeless. 
People who cannot afford to go to doctors. And you 
slash something like that. Why would you pick on the 
vulnerable people, the seniors and the poor? Because 
that is who financial assistance people are.  
 Again, slashing the Salvation Army. How can 
you do that? These are the people taking care of who 
you should be taking care of in the first place. You are 
the Government. 
 
An Hon. Member: They are not all seniors. You know 
that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And these are, if there are 
homeless children out there, there are people living in 
cars, in their cars, husband, wife, two children.  
 
An Hon. Member: In a car? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In one car. Who have had 
their home foreclosed on and they cannot get financial 
assistance, for whatever reason.  
 
An Hon. Member: Because they do not have an ad-
dress. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: These are, and how can 
you sleep at night? That people are out there like that 
and you are making salaries, driving around in great 
big cars, bloated salaries. I am sorry, but this, to my 
mind, is criminal. Thank you. 
 The other thing that really bothers me as far 
as financing and seniors is the lack of statistics. This 
country really, this Government, has not really done 
due diligence as to what is happening as far as sen-

iors are concerned, as far as numbers. And I am talk-
ing about the impact of the increase in seniors. The 
fact . . . as you well know, we have talked about this 
before. What is going to happen in the next 10 years 
when there is an explosion of seniors? You are not 
taking care of them now. And talking about giving sen-
iors their licence, car licensing for free . . . first of all, if 
a senior can afford to drive a car, they can afford to 
pay for their own car licence.  
 
An Hon. Member: So you are saying take it away 
from them? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And people—why not? 
Give that money to the people who cannot afford a 
car, the poor people. If you can afford a car, common 
sense tells you that you should be able to afford to 
pay the licence. Do not tell me, Oh, this is a wonderful 
Government, they did this.  

In fact, I will tell you, Mr. Acting Speaker, why 
that happened. The Premier of the day gave out this. 
He said, I will give you free licences. He meant— 
 
An Hon. Member: It was only $20. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: It was only $20. He was 
embarrassed.  

Well, I had to stand up and tell the people of 
Bermuda, Do you know what the Premier has just 
given you? He has just given you your free license 
which costs you $22, I think it was. So he was embar-
rassed. And he then came back and said, Well, I will 
pay for car licensing.  
 
An Hon. Member: Did we make a mistake with that 
too? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: So now let me tell you. 
 
The Acting Speaker: The Honourable Mrs. Jackson, 
are you claiming . . . are you blaming the former Pre-
mier for that? Are you responsible for it? Indirectly? 
When you challenged him? Is that it? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I challenged him, but I cer-
tainly did not, I just said— 
 
An Hon. Member: You challenged the $22. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—I said— 
 
The Acting Speaker: You challenged the $22?  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I challenged the $22. 
 
The Acting Speaker: All right. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I said, Thank you, very 
much. I could give you my speech. I remember it well. 
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Thank you, very much Mr. Premier. You have given 
us something like $6 a month for our licence. Or 
whatever it is, you can divide— 
 
The Acting Speaker: It was increased. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yes. And when he realised 
that all he had given was $22, he then gave the car 
licences. So that is no big deal. Again— 
 
An Hon. Member: One minute you say the seniors 
are struggling, and then you say it is no big deal. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—the people need, the poor 
people need this.  

Again, slashing the Salvation Army and other 
helping organizations . . . these are the people that 
keep our homeless and poor fed. How many of you 
know the numbers of people that the Salvation Army 
feed every night? It is a substantial number of people. 
And while we are home in our warm beds, driving in 
our big cars, think about it. 
 Again, I want to stress the fact that health 
care costs are this country’s most . . . well, I would say 
one of, if not the most urgent physical problem. And 
as far as we are concerned it calls for very aggressive 
action. It has the largest slice of the pie in the budget. 
So, obviously, it is something that should be looked at 
and looked at carefully in how it is spent.  

We have hundreds of people out there who 
are uninsured as far as health is concerned. As far as 
I know, most of those people are not able to get finan-
cial assistance. These are the land rich, cash poor. 
Most of them are seniors. And, again, there is no 
catchment for them. And to tell me, Oh, we have a 
health plan . . . you cannot eat that; that is not going to 
pay for your medicine right now. These are old people 
who are living today!  

They want to know— 
 
An Hon. Member: Do you know them? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, of course. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: They want to know how 
they are going to get money for their— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Listen, I want to say to you, 
the Minister . . . he is saying, the Minister, the Hon-
ourable Member, is saying, Tell me these people. 
There are at least over 300 uninsured people.  
 
An Hon. Member: There is more than that. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: More than that. 
 

An Hon. Member: The estimate is more than that, 
Louise.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The point is that— 
 
An Hon. Member: You say you know them.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The point is— 
 
An Hon. Member: That is the point that I am com-
menting on. You said you know them. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, I—this is totally ridicu-
lous. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Speak to the Chair, Mrs. Jack-
son. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: He knows as well as I do 
that I do not “know” their names. 
 
An Hon. Member: Then don’t say that! 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: There are, I know that there 
are hundreds of uninsured  
 
An Hon. Member: Okay, that is better. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Which is what I said in the 
first place, had you been listening. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, that is right. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Both FutureCare and HIP 
need to be reworked, recalibrated. And the things that 
we are not talking about, things that many of these 
seniors do not have—eye glasses, hearing aids—
these are the things that they really cannot get. They 
do not have the money for it. If they do not have the 
money for it, these people are not able to read, they 
are not able to see the way they would like to.  
 We need long-term care insurance too. And I 
do not know whether that is going to be considered in 
the Health Plan or not. 
 
An Hon. Member: I look forward to all your recom-
mendations on that issue. I look forward to it.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I have a lot of them.  

And I am also very interested in the Wellness 
Programmes that are being done. 
 We talked about, for a little while, FutureCare 
and the cost of it. I am going to come back to that be-
cause I have just found my notes on it. And this has 
been done in the millions. In 2015, FutureCare, the 
way it is going now—I do not know what they are go-
ing to do April 1st—it would be $204 million. In 2020, it 
would $346 million. I am talking about just Future-
Care.  
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An Hon. Member: Where are you getting that from? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: In 2025, $588 million, and 
in 2030, $977 million. And will not embarrass the Min-
ister by telling him where these figures came from. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Well, I might ask you to verify 
those figures. I mean, you have given them out. Go 
ahead if you have a basis for them. You gave them, 
then I think you should share it. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, all right. These are fig-
ures that were compiled by Dr. Grant Gibbons, went 
through the Health Council— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Oooh! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—on the basis—  
  
Some Hon. Members: Oooh! Oooh! 
 
The Acting Speaker: All right. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Inaudible interjections and uproar] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Members! Members! Members!  
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: On those numbers— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—on those numbers, the 
Bermuda Health Council used them in a slide that 
they produced— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—at the Hamilton Princess 
when they had their— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Do I have much time left? 
 
The Acting Speaker: Ah, yes, continue. 
 

The Clerk: You have two minutes, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Continue. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I want to talk about the fact 
that the— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—that the Premier sug-
gested— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: When you calm down. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The Premier suggested that 
this Budget was the “new deal.” And I just want to 
read from the Budget. She said, “I believe that the 
time has come for the public sector to forge a new 
deal, one that reaches out and connects public, pri-
vate and philanthropic entities.” 
 She is talking about the new deal, connecting 
them is something that she has in mind.  

When she said the “new deal,” the one, I 
guess, she was talking about, I stand to be corrected, 
is the new deal that Franklin Delano Roosevelt, Presi-
dent of the United States, used during the Great De-
pression, in the 1930s.  
 And I do remember that Depression, as a little 
girl, and that “New Deal,” of course, was something 
that implemented great projects, the building of dams, 
the building of roads. And this Government, of course, 
naturally, cannot . . . this would not work for our pre-
sent recession here. I mean, obviously, we do not 
have the money. We all know where that is.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The point is that that is not 
a solution here. Of course, during the Great Depres-
sion, like here, there were many homeless and hungry 
people, people who really, really suffered. 
 The point I am coming to is that President 
Roosevelt gave specific goals for his New Deal. He 
was a man who sat down (as you know, he was para-
lyzed) in front of the microphone, spoke on the radio 
to the country, and he told us specifically what it was 
he was going to do with the New Deal. 

I am afraid that this Premier and this Govern-
ment have not done that. There is nothing specific that 
I can put my finger on, nothing specific that my coun-
terpart there, the Minister of Health, has specifically 
said to give anybody any relief or help during these 
times. The only thing I have heard is, Oh, well, every-
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body is going to be on FutureCare April 1st. You can-
not eat platitudes. It is not going to help you pay your 
mortgage and not have your home foreclosed on you. 

 
An Hon. Member: Now, come on. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Give me one specific thing 
that they have said that can give us any kind of help in 
this recession.  

As far as seniors and health is concerned,— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—I am afraid I have not 
heard one thing. So I am going to finish with this. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And that is that if this Minis-
ter, the Honourable Member, believes that seniors are 
better off now than they were 30 years ago, when we 
did not have— 
 
An Hon. Member: You will see in a month. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—we did not have under 
employment, we had over employment— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Can he believe? Yep. 
Twelve years ago— 
 
An Hon. Member: No, you said 30. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Oh, we can say 30. Thirty 
years ago.  
 
An Hon. Member: Thirty years ago? 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: That is right.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: From ’68 until this Govern-
ment became Government.  

And I will repeat what I said in the beginning, 
Mr. Acting Speaker. This was the richest country in 
the world. We did not have under employment, we 
had over employment. We did not have a fractured 
non-performing, underdeveloped educational system. 
We had a fine education system. And we had a hospi-
tal that people went to and were treated and were, I 
would like to say, quite happy. 

So, no . . . let me tell you, this is not anything 
at all that any senior or anybody else can look at and 
say that it is better. It is worse! 

 
An Hon. Member: Okay. All right. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yes, you have to agree. 
The Minister is saying yes, it is worse. It is worse. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, it is not. It is not. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Misquote. Misquote. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: You just said it. You did say 
it. 
 
An Hon. Member: Misquote. Misquote.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. That is 
merely an interjection. Carry on, Mrs. Jackson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
An Hon. Member: Hey, she only lives two hours 
away. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Acting Speaker: Carry on, Mrs. Jackson, carry 
on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
An Hon. Member: That is a woman for you. A wonder 
woman! 
 
An Hon. Member: It is a dress. It is a dress. 
 
The Acting Speaker: He put his foot in it. 
  
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Yes, it— 
 
The Acting Speaker: Mrs. Jackson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I just keep, I wonder— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—I wonder, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, what the people of Bermuda who do not 
have a job, who are hungry, who have lost their car, 
are thinking about their Members of Parliament who 
are thinking that this is the most hilarious thing that 
they have had happening to them today.  
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 And I want the people of Bermuda to know 
that the people on this side of the House have been 
silent.  
 
An Hon. Member: No, that is not true. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: The noise has come from 
your Government. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: They have been laughing, 
they have been joking, they have been treating this as 
though it is a joke. 
 

POINT OF ORDER  
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order. Point of 
order, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, that is unkind and untrue. 
This Party, this Government . . . we care about our 
seniors, as every other citizen in this country does. To 
give that misleading statement over the radio is unfair, 
Aunt Louise. You know better than that. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Minister. Thank you 
very much. We do not need a compete speech. I get 
your point. Thank you. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Well, one of my Members 
just said, I am a senior, they could show me a little 
more care.  
 
An Hon. Member: You are only 40-something. 
 
An Hon. Member: And respect. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And respect. And they do 
not.  

Then I would have to ask the Members on the 
other side of the House, What were you laughing at? 
What was the banter? What was the all the noise? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And why, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, did they try to drown out my words with a lot 
of laughing and talking, and shouting and heckling? Is 
it because I am getting on their one last nerve? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Or is it because they hon-
estly think this is one great big joke. I do not know. 
 
[Laughing and inaudible interjections] 

 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I will repeat again, and 
I am going to say it, again, loud and clear: When the 
United Bermuda Party had this country it was the 
richest country in the world.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I will repeat. It was the 
number one, CIA, in the world.  
 
[Inaudible interjections and uproar] 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And in the record— 
 
An Hon. Member: Define “riches.” 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—and it was per capita.  
 
An Hon. Member: Per capita income. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: Per capita income. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: Be quiet. Let her answer the ques-
tion.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I will go right down the 
list again. Fabulous educational system. It produced 
you, Mr. Acting Speaker. And I think I had something 
to do with that too. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Acting Speaker: You can take some credit for 
my . . . ah, yes.  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: As I said before, but the 
country probably could not hear for the noise. We had 
a hospital we were proud of.  
 
An Hon. Member: We still are. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: I’m still proud of the hospi-
tal too, but this hospital has problems— 
 
An Hon. Member: It needs some help. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson:—and I will not get into that 
tonight.  
 
An Hon. Member: We had a lot more problems six 
years ago. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And again, I repeat, we had 
a country of people who were happy. We had a boom-
ing tourism.  
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[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This was a country that 
people wanted to be a part of, it was wonderful. But 
now what do we have? Crime. 
 
An Hon. Member: People still want to be a part of 
Bermuda. 
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: And I will stop at this. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Louise A. Jackson: This is something that I just 
could not let history be rewritten by the Honourable 
Minister over there. 
 Now I will say this, that I am hoping we can all 
work together to get this country back on track. And I 
am quite willing to work with the Government, and 
anyone else who will see us getting back to where we 
used to be. Back in the day. The good old United 
Bermuda Party days. 
 Thank you, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you very much, Honour-
able Member, Mrs. Jackson.  
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Budget Reply?  
 I recognise the Honourable Walter Roban. 
 
An Hon. Member: Be nice, Walter. Be nice to us, 
Walter. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. 
 I rise tonight to make my humble contribution 
to this debate, the economic debate, the general de-
bate around our Budget. I would like to firstly say that I 
do believe that the Statement made last week by the 
Premier was an excellent budgetary statement. Yes, 
Resetting the Dial is the theme. And the purpose is 
successfully bringing our country out of the economic 
challenges that are facing it, like many other coun-
tries, and putting us on a footing that will ensure long-
term prosperity. 
 I do believe that the ingredients have been 
clearly outlined in this Budget Statement and I look 
forward to playing my part as the days go on with out-
lining the Estimate and Expenditures for my new Min-
istry of Environment Planning and Infrastructure Strat-
egy. A budget of $14.2 million has been awarded to 
that Ministry. There are about seven departments. 
And our team is looking forward to dealing with the 
opportunities that are ahead.  

They are many things that are happening that 
we have been talking about throughout the country 
with our Ministries and I look forward to continuing 
that discussion with the Bermudian people as we go 
along. But, Mr. Acting Speaker, before I get into the 

general discussion of the debate, I kind of have to go 
down a little bit, down into some of the doldrums that 
were communicated to us earlier this morning.  

I listened to the 34-page dissertation that we 
were given, and I noticed a number of things. Many of 
the statements were familiar because they followed 
the themes that the Honourable, loyal Opposition 
have followed in years past. And I was particularly 
moved in a negative way and I, you know, I have to 
bring this to the attention of the House because I was 
disturbed by this statement, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 And it is on page 2 of the reply by the Opposi-
tion. And this is perhaps the only time I am going to 
refer to the Opposition’s statements because, frankly, 
for me to spend any time on this document is not do-
ing service to my role in this House or the role of the 
people who I sit with on this side. 
 And there was a statement, and it is the first 
sentence, it is on page 2. It is, “. . . we harbour doubts 
about motivations and loyalty to country.” Mr. Acting 
Speaker, I hate to think that this Government’s loyalty 
to country is being questioned. And I do recall last 
year (I think it was last year) there were some other 
unpleasant statements made in the Opposition’s 
Statement which there was a call for them to be with-
drawn because they were quite unpleasant and un-
parliamentary. I am not suggesting that we do that 
now, but I will let my colleagues give their own treat-
ment around this. 

But I was disturbed by that suggestion and, 
again, the sort of references to a former Premier and 
his motivations. The Honourable gentleman is not 
here to defend himself in this House, but it seems like, 
again, the Opposition operates, in many cases in their 
presentations to this House and the country at the 
lowest common denominator, with attacking people 
who cannot defend themselves, or making sugges-
tions that are dishonourable. And I do not believe that 
suggesting that the Government’s motivations and 
loyalty to country should be in question is a very good 
thing to suggest in this House.  

I think that is taking Opposition replies to a 
low that I have not seen, certainly in my observation of 
Bermuda politics. Very . . . you know, loyalty to coun-
try being questioned? We all take the same oath in 
this House, Mr. Acting Speaker, which I thought it was 
clear as to who we are loyal to, who we serve, and 
why we are here, all of us. And to suggest that there is 
some question of love to country is offensive. It is to 
me. I cannot speak for the rest of my colleagues, but 
this is a new low in Opposition statements, frankly.  

But as I do recall, last year, the Opposition 
made certain statements in their Budget Reply which 
had to be withdrawn because of the unpleasantness 
of them. Very unparliamentary and perhaps that is 
another tradition they are going to follow year on year, 
is making statements that are somewhat unparliamen-
tary and do not speak to any sort of collaborational 
spirit that we all come here in.  
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And Mr. Acting Speaker, this is the last refer-
ence that I will make to this statement. It is offensive 
to suggest that my loyalty to country is being ques-
tioned. Very offensive. Now, with that finished, I will 
get to some more positive information. 

 
An Hon. Member: Amen. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: And it is about the Budget 
that has been proposed by this Government, about 
the economic situation that we are in and the plans 
that have been proposed to move this country for-
ward, which I do believe have been made with a clear 
loyalty and dedication to country, Mr. Acting Speaker.  

Without a doubt, the service of the Members 
and certainly the Premier and the Finance Minister to 
this country can be unquestioned. Her loyalty to coun-
try and service to country to be questioned in any 
way, to me, is definitely offensive. 
 But, Mr. Acting Speaker, many great things 
mentioned in the Budget Reply given by the Honour-
able Premier and Finance Minister, references to how 
we were able to work with our union partners, stake-
holders, and Government, to ensure that certain priori-
ties were set going forward to bring down the expendi-
ture, and for the Premier and Finance Minister to meet 
the public pledge that she made to lower expenditure 
by $150 million—which was met. Interestingly enough, 
that was not highlighted that much in the Opposition 
reply, but I will leave their reply alone. But I do want to 
talk about positive things.  

The fact that the goal was met, is a credit to 
the work done by this Government and by the team of 
people who were tasked with doing it. Members of this 
Cabinet, along with the Members of the Civil Service, 
who got together. We all were tasked with it. And we 
met the goal as proposed in the Budget of which we 
will debate in days going forward. 
 The fact that we were able to get assistance 
from our stakeholder partners in this goal is another 
tribute as to how we try and operate. And they re-
spected that and were prepared to work with us to 
ensure that some of the priorities could be met in a 
reasonable fashion, Mr. Acting Speaker.  
 Again, many things in the Statement by the 
Honourable Premier speak to the plan that we have 
outlined—a clear reduction in spending, a rollback in 
taxes. And, Mr. Acting Speaker, it is amazing how this 
has been sort of referred to in the public arena since 
announced. Frankly, if there is one thing that I am dis-
appointed about our country, Mr. Acting Speaker, it is 
that we do not have many credible voices around 
economics and monetary policy outside of the public 
arena who speak in an environment similar to what 
you find in other larger jurisdictions.  

It is clear that most of the persons who do 
speak in the public eye have agendas. And they do 
not come frankly to the table with credible credentials I 
can respect so that I know what they are saying is 

clearly from somebody in authority in that area. And it 
seems as if the media follow them around to get their 
opinions. But there are people out there, because I 
know some of them who do have those credentials, 
but no one follows them, and no one even looks for 
them, particularly the media. 

But there are people out there who can give 
the opinions, and quite objective opinions. And, 
frankly, I would welcome more of that sort of contribu-
tion in our environment—more objective opinions 
around monetary policy, economic policy, issues of 
economics—from people who have the credible sort 
of credentials.  

But we do not have that very vibrant in Ber-
muda. I hope it improves over time, because there are 
a lot of talented and well-educated people in this 
country who could, frankly, give that. Maybe they feel 
the environment does not provide them with that free-
dom. But I do hope we get more of that going on, 
rather than some of the voices that I know have agen-
das and I cannot, frankly, say they are impartial. 

But tax policies, and I say all that because you 
know tax policies are used by Government to achieve 
certain things. So often rollbacks and pushes forward, 
or changes in tax policy are quite legitimate tools of 
Government. There is no stable sort of way that you 
necessarily deal with your taxes. You move your . . . 
you change your tax policy to fit the conditions. And 
that is what the Finance Minister has done—changed 
the tax policy, changed the application of taxes by the 
rollback to fit the conditions. 

One can argue with whether that is wise or 
not, but one cannot say that it is an illegitimate action 
around a government to do. It happens all over the 
world. You know, we hear about the debates of our 
friends to the west about their own tax policy and what 
they do, they roll back taxes or taxes being extended. 
I mean, tax policies are fluid and moving things. So 
rolling back the tax policy to ensure an additional $50 
million into the economy to provide some injection, 
added with what is proposed to be added in capital, it 
is clearly over $100 million. Potentially, it is going to 
be allowed to stay or thrust into the economy to stimu-
late, to encourage business. We all know that Gov-
ernment has its own role to play in stimulating busi-
ness. We have a vibrant private sector  

We have a vibrant private sector and, frankly, 
I do hope that they step up to the plate even more in 
getting back out there and encouraging spending. I 
hope our retailers do some more creative things to get 
people spending in their stores instead of sometimes 
whining about consumers, about what consumer be-
haviour is. How about trying to understand consumer 
behaviour and appealing to it rather than whining 
about why people go overseas to shop? How about 
changing your own business models? 

Now I must say, there are some stores in 
town that clearly are responding to that, and I am pre-
pared to name a couple of names that I believe have 
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done it. One of them, I believe, is Gibbons Company. 
One, I believe, is Cooper’s. They seem to have re-
sponded to the vacuum created by the loss of some 
other retailers and are trying to respond to consumer 
interest. 

But there is more that can be done by other 
retailers, instead of the whining and complaining we 
often hear about what is not happening or what is 
wrong. And they are getting relief. They have gotten 
relief from this Government year on year to assist 
them in ways they can. Even when, frankly, it was 
looking quite good out there they were getting levels 
of relief in certain areas, retailers, certain types of re-
tailers were.  

So, you know, the Government has had to 
contemplate its own change and its own model. There 
are people visiting here from the National School of 
Government in the UK to assist us with that, along 
with the changes that the Government is clearly mak-
ing to its expenditure policy. So maybe some of those 
businesses out there that have hung onto old, stag-
nant, archaic, business models need to go through a 
similar process to respond to the new economic con-
ditions. 

Let us face it, Mr. Acting Speaker, one of the 
clear phenomena that we have experienced over the 
last couple of years, since about 2008, is a decline in 
economic activity. Certainly, the Government cannot 
be accused of declining economic activity; in fact, we 
have been accused of having too much activity. But 
there has been a decline of economic activity in the 
general economic environment, which has contributed 
to some of the economic challenges. 

Added to what is happening internationally, 
Mr. Acting Speaker . . . and here we have a somewhat 
perfect storm which has been referred to in the Na-
tional Economic Report of Bermuda to be the most 
unique occurrence of its type since the 1930s. Well, 
interestingly enough, Mr. Acting Speaker, I certainly 
was not around in the 1930s, but I have read about it. 
I have studied it. 

 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I understand, and I will not 
presume to have first-hand experience of the 1930s. I 
would not want to deceive the House or you in that 
way, Mr. Acting Speaker. But I think I can make refer-
ence to some of the interesting economic realities that 
we share with that particular era which clearly has 
been referenced by this report. That was an era when 
the Depression—global depression, interesting 
enough—happened. 

Clearly, we have not had a global depression; 
we have had something just under it, which every-
body, all economic analyses seemingly knows. We 
have had a global recession. Unique. More compara-
ble to the recession that happened in the 1930s. And 
this decline in global economic activity obviously, af-

fected markets, affected means of production in every 
part of the globe, and that is what happened in the 
‘30s. And certainly Bermuda would have suffered, 
perhaps, even more dramatically than it has now to 
what has happened in this 21st century. 

Now, I do happen to live with a lady who was 
alive then, so she can give me some perspective on 
what was going on then. She was alive when that 
happened. And you often see in their habits the im-
pact of that era of much more scarcity in Bermuda. 
You know, the whole behaviour around certain things 
is built upon having had that experience. I mean, they 
do not speak negatively of it, but that was the eco-
nomic reality.  

This was not the wealthy country it is now in 
the 1930s. It did not have this sort of infrastructure, 
did not have a democratic government either, which 
perhaps has something to do with a lot of things. 
There certainly was not a dispersal of wealth even to 
the magnitude that it is now. But here we are with an 
interesting phenomenon which is comparable to what 
happened in the 1930s. But that, again, was in the 
background of a global situation, not in the back-
ground of government, necessarily, government in-
competence of the day, or government bad fiscal 
management of the day. It happened in the back-
ground. Well, actually, in the background was this 
huge global economic tsunami, or whatever you want 
to call it in modern terms. 

So here we are, at a very interesting eco-
nomic position as a country. But I would contend that 
the Honourable Finance Minister has proposed a plan 
that, when it comes to the Government, they are doing 
what is necessary to respond. And that is, the cuts in 
spending, somewhat around, perhaps . . . and I am 
not saying I am a mathematician like the Honourable 
Wayne Furbert or perhaps even the skill of one Dr. 
Gibbons, or some of my other colleagues in this 
House, with numbers. But, certainly, generally around 
10 per cent of the Government’s Budget or so— 

 
An Hon. Member: That’s not a good comparison. 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban:—is being rolled back. And if 
my percentage is wrong, I defer. And I am sure I will 
be corrected by somebody in the Opposition at some 
point. But here we are. That is a real response to the 
conditions that we are under in an effort to assist en-
suring that the Government can still continue to pro-
vide services to the country.  

Let us be real, you know. There is only so 
much cutting . . . despite the fact that the Opposition 
has almost suggested that the cuts are cosmetic. Cer-
tainly, I did not hear in the statement any real recogni-
tion that these cuts were credible. In fact, there seems 
to be pessimism pushed around us. But every area 
has seen cuts. Certainly my Ministry has. And I can 
speak from my general understanding of my col-
leagues; we have all had to cut. 
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Clearly, some areas need to have the contin-
ued economic injection of Government resources be-
cause these are essential services that have to be 
provided. The Government is basically a service pro-
vider. Services require people. We are not so techno-
logically advanced where robots, you know, do things 
around here. It is people. And Government must en-
sure that it has the staff and people who will provide 
the services. 

That is why the Government has gone far to 
make cuts without seeing jobs lost. Another thing [we] 
did not hear much reference to, about the lack of job 
losses. Despite the fact . . . I have heard from some 
pundits out there in the community who for a number 
of years have said that Government needs to cut jobs. 
There has even been the suggestion from one body 
out there . . . and I remember the report being tabled 
and discussed here, and I do believe that the Honour-
able Member, Grant Gibbons tabled the report. It was 
with the Employment Council report, which suggested 
that Government’s structure, as it was, as the report 
referred to, was somehow siphoning off labour from 
the labour market and essentially frustrating the, sort 
of, economic situation in the country, causing Gov-
ernment to expand expenditure and that what Gov-
ernment should be doing is actually trying to shed 
jobs. That is a general one of the analyses that I found 
from there, but it is very interesting. 

What if the Government had followed slavishly 
that particular recommendation? And it did not only 
come from that report. I do know a former President of 
the Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Everson. I remember 
him making suchlike suggestions. What if we had fol-
lowed slavishly those recommendations? Those same 
people would be out of work because where have the 
jobs been primarily lost? In the private sector? Would 
those people still be employed today? I sincerely 
doubt it. They would have been out on their feet. We 
would have had to been paying them financial assis-
tance. 

Who knows what other challenges I would 
have been faced with. We know that some of the 
banks are changing the terms of their loans, both 
commercial and consumer loans, which is potentially 
putting stress on people. Some of those same people 
who would have lost their jobs would have still been 
left with mortgages to pay, bills to pay, and these sorts 
of things. There were hundreds of people that we 
would have off-loaded. If they would have gotten a job 
in the private sector, they would have probably been 
out of a job now. And we would have had a larger job 
situation problem than we have now if we had fol-
lowed those recommendations slavishly, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. 

But this Government, clearly, has its own 
mind. And I think it is a very good mind. That mind has 
contributed to a number of things over the past 12 
years. It has contributed to an economic expansion. 
Although, clearly, we are not in that situation now, but 

for a period of time the business sector, particularly 
the international business sector, had seen an expan-
sion during the period we have been in administration. 
And I am not suggesting that we are exclusively re-
sponsible for this, but during the period that we have 
been in Government there was an unprecedented pe-
riod of expansion. Clearly, we were not carrying out 
policies that were negative to their growth. Clearly not; 
because they saw a level of expansion that they had 
not seen in any period prior. 

That may not have had to do just with any-
thing that we have done, but with the global economic 
situation, with the demand for the services that Ber-
muda provides and clearly a sign of that interesting 
phenomena for Bermuda was the attention we have 
been getting from the IMF, from OECD. They certainly 
have not been paying attention to us over the recent 
years because we are a lousy economic environment. 
Because we are very successful. We have been suc-
cessful over the years. And that success, they believe, 
has been impacting on their interests in other coun-
tries.  

Is that not incredible how a small, 22 square-
mile island, as we are, with the level of economic ac-
tivity and resources that we seemingly have been able 
to corral here in Bermuda, is having an impact on 
some of the largest economies in the world? At least 
to the point where, you know, they felt a need to, sort 
of, “give us a hard time” (if I can call it in the Ber-
mudian vernacular). 

Even our own Mother Country, somewhat 
threw us under the bus a couple of years ago, which 
is why we were confronted with this effort to sign all 
these TIEAs. And I must say our Minister of Finance 
responded in fine fashion, as I believe she has consis-
tently responded, in getting the job done and getting 
record TIEAs signed, helping to preserve our eco-
nomic interest locally and internationally. Just some of 
the key pieces that will ultimately assist us, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, with moving out of these economic chal-
lenges. 

The relationships that we are building interna-
tionally are going to do it. Working with our local 
stakeholder partners, whether it be the Chamber of 
Commerce, Business Bermuda—who we considera-
bly financed to get out there and market our island. I 
believe that their biggest contributor is not even their 
members, but actually the Government in the work 
that they do. Which I think is very good and should 
continue and they should always be a partner of the 
Government in promoting Bermuda. 

These are some of the activities as we con-
tinue to fund and support and give resources to and 
are continually working with our stakeholder partners, 
Chamber of Commerce, BIBA, ABIC, ABIR, all of 
these people as what is going to help us move out of 
the challenges. It will assist us in the work that we are 
doing under the Department of Labour and Training 
with the Bermuda College, with our education reform 



Official Hansard Report 25 February 2011 669 
 

 House of Assembly 

plans, to put ourselves in a better position so that we 
can respond to the opportunities (and I do remember 
that word being mentioned today) to what can be pos-
sible for us. Mr. Acting Speaker, I believe all the in-
gredients are laid out. 

I do believe that the Finance Minister has out-
lined a plan. Contrary to the myth that has been pro-
moted by the Opposition spokesperson today, there is 
a plan. And the Finance Minister . . . and not only that, 
there is a plan to pay down the debt. There was men-
tion [made] about how there was no plan to deal with 
the debt by a spokesman for the Opposition. Non-
sense, Mr. Acting Speaker. The Finance Minister has 
for over a year now outlined . . . in fact, I participated 
in a press conference myself where the Honourable 
Finance Minister outlined the plan to pay down the 
debt, and the Finance Minister pronounced in her 
statement that we are on track for doing that. 

Clearly, what we are doing is seen as being a 
good thing internationally, whatever it is. I mean, I do 
know what we are doing; but I am saying whatever it 
seems to be, it seen to be good. It seen to be proper; 
it is following good fiscal practice and best interna-
tional practice. And we are meeting our goals, and we 
are meeting the expectations of those who constantly 
observe us in the international arena who perhaps 
comment on our business model and how we manage 
ourselves as a Government and as a country and see 
that the way forward for Bermuda is positive. 
 That is what we need to be talking about 
more—about what is going right. Sure, there are prob-
lems. But I do not believe they are insurmountable, 
Mr. Acting Speaker. We are on the right track, and it is 
important that we reassure our citizens that we are on 
that track to managing ourselves appropriately, deal-
ing with the challenges that we are going to face, and 
the Finance Minister has outlined a clear plan to do 
that. 

The very reconfiguration of these ministries 
has been in response to that. I know with my own Min-
istry, there is an upcoming opportunity to potentially 
get a new revenue stream for Bermuda—in space. 
That can conservatively garner . . . and I must give 
credit to those who are before me, because I am not 
the one who is the architect of this. This was, I be-
lieve, started under the Honourable Michael Scott as 
the METEC Minister, perhaps even the Honourable 
Terry Lister, as well, those responsible for technology 
before me, began some of this. 

I am even prepared to give credit to the 
United Bermuda Party for securing the satellite posi-
tion many years ago, because clearly it is now reaping 
the dividends now. You do not know sometimes the 
things that you do, just like with the Health Insurance 
Act back in the 70s. It was obviously a good founda-
tion piece of legislation. 

But we have been tasked with renewing the 
model and taking advantage of the opportunities that 
have been laid, and we are doing it. There is a con-

servative estimate that the satellite spot could garner 
us, if handled properly, potentially $30 million over 10 
years, and that is at the present conservative esti-
mates. 

There are also opportunities for Bermuda to 
perhaps play a role within the space industry in the 
same way that we do for re-insurance and captive 
management—as a base for operations for those who 
wish to get into their business. That could garner us 
additional revenue, in the same way we are garnering 
as for the aircraft registry. We have a shipping registry 
secondary to none. 

These things have certainly advanced to be-
ing good revenue earners under this Government. 
And not only that, they are good reputation builders. 
And all types of jobs could be potential spin-offs for 
Bermudians in these areas, and they are, because 
there are Bermudians participating in almost all of 
these avenues of opportunity. But there is more out 
there, if we as a country remain positive, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, and pursue them. 
 So I look forward, Mr. Acting Speaker, to see-
ing us be successful with the Budget strategy that the 
Finance Minister has outlined. I do believe that the 
ingredients have been clearly planted for us to move 
steadily out of the economic challenges, and we have 
even raised the level of accountability within Govern-
ment with the Internal Audit Department which we 
have established. 

Interestingly enough . . . and I hate to, but I 
just want to make these references because they 
were made today as if to suggest that we are not 
transparent, that somehow transparency is some UBP 
mantra. Well, actions speak louder than words. Be-
cause we have only started really talking about trans-
parency since being in Opposition. But it is all about 
action, because the level of transparency that exists 
now did not exist pre-1998. But the principal point 
here to make is that it is helping everybody. It is mak-
ing better Government, it is making Government 
available to more people.  

Certainly one of the big expenditures that this 
Government has made is on promotion and market-
ing, and I mean internal marketing, marketing and 
education in Bermuda. The level of activity that we 
have with the Department of Communications now is 
monumentally more than existed prior to us being 
Government. Of course there is the CITV. But even 
the level of communications activities we as Ministers 
are required to participate in is volumes more than I 
remember ever seeing before, and that is because 
that is what is required. 

Our people and this community demand to 
know what is going on and we have responded to 
that. There are great levels of transparency, which 
have not only been built into the government model 
we have applied to this country, but just by natural. I 
mean, the level of transparency here is uncanny com-
pared to most other jurisdictions of our type. 
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The fact that somebody can come up to you 
as a Minister on the street and stop you and ask a 
question is incredible, compared to other countries. It 
shows that there is a good quality here in Bermuda 
about how we do things, and we must continue to 
promote and be positive about these things. That is 
why I am always concerned when I hear a lot of nega-
tivity out there about Bermuda. 

I keep hearing from all the Opposition . . . and 
frankly they all (or most of them) are guilty of this, of 
saying that “tourism is on life support.” I heard it today 
from an Opposition Member. Tourism is going down, 
tourism is in decline. Why are we saying that, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker? 
 
The Acting Speaker: Who said it? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Now I do not want to get into 
who; but it was a general theme, it was in this early 
statement, it came from the mouths of Opposition 
Members—tourism is dying. 
 
[Inaudible Interjection] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Acting Speaker, how 
does that help tourism? Tell me, how does that help 
tourism— 
 
The Acting Speaker: It does not. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: —how does it help the oppor-
tunities that we are trying to build in tourism for the 
hospitality industry, which I am sure my Honourable 
Colleague Minister Minors is going to eloquently 
speak about later during the Budget debate. How 
does that change or help the efforts to market Ber-
muda as a place to invest?  

We have heard a lot about how Bermuda 
needs foreign investment; of course it does. That is 
why we are trying to promote hotel development and 
hotel reinvestment as a national priority. That was the 
case prior to this administration. That is why the Park 
Hyatt is lining up, that is why the others are lining up, 
that is why the Minister of Tourism is going to talk 
about things that are happening in tourism. That is 
why the Honourable Minister has reorganised her 
board to respond to the opportunities that are out 
there. 

So why do we in this House, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, say that tourism is dying? It is like we want 
to stick the knife in tourism ourselves. Members of the 
Opposition should not be doing that, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. Certainly, the recovery that is required of 
tourism is a Bermuda-first interest. It has been the 
bedrock of our economic miracle (if you want to call it 
that) since the early 20th century. It helped develop our 
economy, develop our people coming out of the Sec-
ond World War; it was tourism. 

It was tourism, Mr. Acting Speaker, and there 
is nothing wrong with that. You always need a plan, 
we need to recalibrate. The conditions, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, which existed in tourism have changed be-
cause of the economic decline, so there needs to be a 
plan to reset by the dial for how we go forward. It does 
not mean that what we were doing before was wrong; 
it does not mean that. 

I hate to go back, but the UBP experienced 
decades of decline of tourism right up until 1998. They 
tried “Let Yourself Go,” and no one quite could let go. 
They did not develop a five-star or a serious hotel de-
velopment since the 1970s.  

What about the economic injection that that 
would have given to the country—which would have 
employed Bermudians, which would have kept Ber-
mudians in the industry—if they had removed that 
moratorium on hotel development which they stayed 
in place and contributed to the decline of the industry.  

People like the Honourable Minister, Derrick 
Burgess, who was in the industry and others on this 
side know about that. Honourable Derrick Burgess 
could speak about that, he worked in industry before 
becoming a Union leader. He knows what happened. 
We all know what happened; but we should not stand 
here and say that tourism is dying. And I constantly 
hear that from the Opposition. 

I just think it is not productive as we are trying 
to bring Bermudians back in, we are trying to cele-
brate excellence in the industry. We are trying to put 
Bermuda back in a position of competitiveness in the 
industry, because we need to. It has been the bedrock 
of everything that we have experienced in growth as a 
country, it is what attracted the international business 
here, is the hospitality framework. That infrastructure 
is what brought the businesses here, so we have to 
maintain it, if anything to help service the business 
industry that comes here and does business, but also 
to service the economic needs of our own people. It is 
essential.  
 So let us have less of that saying tourism is 
dying, at the same time spending the millions trying to 
attract millions of dollars of reinvestment. People out 
in the international environment hear that, and I am 
sure some of them are asking, Well, do they really 
want tourism here? Yes!  

We have a lot of changes to make as to how 
we deal with the industry, getting our people retrained, 
making sure that we are appealing to the right market, 
making sure the infrastructure for tourism is competi-
tive and responds to our clients’ needs. All of that has 
to go on, but that is an ongoing work. In the mean-
time, let us not bring it down. 
 I do hope that what we are planning to do in 
tourism is supported, Mr. Acting Speaker. I believe the 
Minister is keen to make sure that what we do is going 
to be successful. I do not believe generally that the 
Opposition Members think tourism has failed, but it is 
the language they use So let us just shift the lan-
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guage. I do not believe in their hearts that they believe 
that. I think it is part of the political point-scoring that 
we often get into. 

I do not have a history in my family with tour-
ism, but I appreciate the value, because most of my 
life experience has been around the international 
business scene, from my parent’s right until now. But I 
appreciate its value and its essential component to 
our environment. 

I look forward to what our Government is go-
ing to be rolling out to reinvigorate the industry and 
reinvigorate the psyche of Bermudians around the 
industry, get back that positivity which made us a suc-
cess. I believe that will trickle into everything else, it 
will trickle into all the other avenues of activity in our 
country. 

I look forward to that over the next fiscal year. 
I look forward, Mr. Acting Speaker, to ensuring that 
this Island is on a road to recovery, I look forward to 
my own Ministry’s participation in this effort to bring 
new business, to deal with the issues of telecommuni-
cations, the issues of energy, which, in itself, provides 
an economic challenge. The questions of how we deal 
with our usage of fossil fuels long into the future is 
crucial to our economic sustainability and viability if 
we can begin to steadily move our country to a more 
diverse energy platform that will help all of us eco-
nomically. 

If we can have a telecommunications platform 
that is second to none, Mr. Acting Speaker, that would 
be good for Bermuda. And we already have the foun-
dations for that. We have a reasonably competitive 
telecommunications environment. We have cables 
here, which have been already described internation-
ally as essential to not only our own economic secu-
rity, but to the economic security and even military 
security and strategic security of our friend the United 
States and perhaps to the region, and that foundation 
is here. We can capitalise on it as another opportunity 
for our country as we maintain and develop and move 
forward with that. 

The question of sustainability is crucial for an 
Island like ours. Sustainability of our marine [life], the 
protection of our fisheries, the protection of our land 
spaces, the responsible management of our land 
spaces, the responsible efforts of development are all 
things that will help with what the Finance Minister has 
proposed. And I do sincerely think that these are 
questions that the country has already said they are 
confident that this Government is managing and han-
dling.  

I do believe that, despite a few voices, there 
has been a genuine, positive reaction to this Budget, 
and I look forward to presenting with all my colleagues 
and friends in this House the Budget proposals that 
will reset the dial for our country going forward. 
 Thank you very much. 
 

The Acting Speaker: Thank you Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Walter Roban, from Pembroke East, Con-
stituency 15. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member, Patricia Gordon-Pamplin from Constituency 
23. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, I think it is incumbent 
upon me to commence my address this evening, as 
we continue the economic debate respecting the Es-
timates for the 2011/2012 financial year, by applaud-
ing the Shadow Minister of Finance. He produced this 
morning, in response to the Premier’s Budget, a posi-
tion paper that is measured, that was insightful, that 
was analytical, that was comprehensive and, above 
all, it cut to the chase. It had no fluff. He advised us 
where our challenges lie, how to identify them, how to 
quantify them, and how to address them. 

I thought it was a brilliant response, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. It was so good, in my estimation, that I 
would be so presumptuous as to suggest that we be 
prepared to lend him to the Government. He was so 
comprehensive that the challenge which existed in our 
having a look at the Premier and the Finance Minis-
ter’s Budget Statement was such that there was an 
overview. And when the criticism came to say that 
there was no plan, it is simply because, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, the Premier gave a broad brush, and then 
effectively said my Ministers will tell you the rest 

What that effectively did for us, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, was show us that there was something 
missing. Now, let me also applaud the Premier and 
Finance Minister for taking the numbers to the public. I 
believe that in the new spirit that the Honourable 
Member indicated respecting transparency, that taking 
the numbers to the people is very important. 

But before I make that congratulatory remark 
unconditional, let me tell you where I come a little un-
stuck. I believe that, historically, this Honourable 
House has been sacrosanct; it is to this House that 
budgets are brought, it is to this House that debates 
are had, and then the information is subsequently dis-
seminated (whether largely or meagrely) to the public. 

But what has happened in this instance is that 
there is a broad-brush overview, a statement that “my 
Ministers will give you the detail,” and in order for us 
as Members of this Honourable House to find out 
what constitutes the detail, we then have to go run-
ning around the countryside to town hall meetings, or 
sitting ourselves in front of a television screen to try to 
ensure that what the Ministers have to say could fit in 
with the things that we are going to recommend in the 
response. And I do not believe that that is appropriate.  

I fully applaud, as I say, information being 
taken out to the public. But I believe that the chronol-
ogy really needs to be examined. And this is not 
meant to be critical; it is meant to recognise the role 
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that this Honourable House ought to play. It is a path 
that the PLP Administration has started down, and it 
has continued. 

I would think that this would have been an op-
portunity to do things a little bit more appropriately by 
saying let us have the debate, and then let us explain 
the numbers, because I believe emanating from this 
debate are going to be good ideas. And if you have 
already gone out and put your position to the constitu-
ency, that appears more as an election platform pres-
entation than it does knowledge being disseminated to 
the public. 

I say that with this evidence in mind: I actually 
attended the town hall meeting at Number Six Shed 
the other night . . . I actually took pictures. I took pic-
tures because I think that there are things that need to 
be captured, and it is just what I do. And I am quite 
happy to share pictures with those people whom I 
took pictures of. I took pictures only of the panel, and I 
was quite happy to do that because I have archives 
that I keep for myself, and it is in that vein that I took 
pictures. If anybody wants them, they are perfectly 
welcome. There was nothing sinister about it; it is just 
what we did. 

However, what I found very interesting were 
two issues. Number one: In one of the question-and-
answer periods, one person came to microphone and 
had an observation that every time this party tries to 
do something, people shut them down. And I thought 
but this is a Government town hall meeting, and I did 
not think it was appropriate to start to focus on party.  

The second thing in that vein was, as I came 
into this Honourable Chamber today, one of the Mem-
bers of the Government, who actually was at that 
meeting the other night, said to me, “I saw you come 
in, and I think it is a mark of maturity that we can go to 
one another’s press conferences.”  

It is a mark of maturity for me as a Member of 
Parliament to go to where I have to get the information 
in order to be able to disseminate that information to 
the people whom I represent. But should I have been 
forced to do that? I would have hoped that those 
same statements that the Ministers gave were ones 
that would have been presented, because there was 
only an overview with a commitment that the Ministers 
would go over the various areas in their own Minis-
tries. 

So I say that with that in mind—I just do not 
want a contemptuous attitude to prevail when I think 
we have an opportunity to do a little bit better. 
 Now one of the things— 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: I am sorry, Mr. Acting Speaker, I 
am sorry. I must have a point of order. 
 
The Acting Speaker: The Premier wishes a point of 
order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 

Hon. Paula A. Cox: I think the Honourable Member is 
misstating the position.  

I think everybody who is a Member of Parlia-
ment in this House knows that you have the Budget 
Statement, you have the Budget Reply, and then next 
week—probably for the next three weeks, Monday, 
Wednesday, Friday—we debate the heads of expen-
diture. 

For that Honourable Member, inadvertently or 
deliberately, to mischaracterise taking it to the peo-
ple—which is the prerogative of the Government—
concurrently and coincidentally with the Budget de-
bate, to say that that is somehow an abusive process 
is totally, reprehensibly wrong. Please. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Acting Speaker: I say to the Honourable Mem-
ber that we definitely have a difference of opinion, and 
the Premier has said that it is their prerogative to take 
it to the people. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I recognise, 
and I accept, that it is a prerogative of Government. 
 
The Acting Speaker: It is. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: However, the 
Premier in her own Statement indicated that this is 
going to be a little bit different than historically.  

Historically, we have that information in the 
Budget brief; historically, we could see on a Ministry-
by-Ministry basis what was going to be done. And I 
thought that that was appropriate, because at least 
the flesh of the various Ministries was brought to this 
Honourable House, and that is my point. 

The Premier herself indicated that her ap-
proach was going to be a little different. I am not doing 
or saying anything different than that to which she 
herself has alluded, Mr. Acting Speaker. So I do not 
even understand her point of order.  

She may see it differently, but I am entitled to 
be concerned as to how I am able to disseminate in-
formation to the people who voted for me to be here. 

But, interestingly enough, by virtue of being 
able to go into the town hall meeting, and firstly, even 
before the town hall meeting, to be able to have sight 
of the television broadcast on Monday night . . . some-
times the desire to achieve a certain end may have 
unintended consequences. Because what I discov-
ered on Monday night was that with the Budget, in 
listening to the various Ministers, one Minister (the 
Honourable Member Mr. Blakeney) indicated in his 
presentation on the television that [with] the numbers 
that he has within his Ministry (notwithstanding there 
were criticisms of cutbacks) that there was a flexibility. 
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And it could be, I think the specific topic at the 
time was the BFA, which had a vote of I think 
[$]200,000 or [$]250,000 or whatever, and the Hon-
ourable Member indicated that there was flexibility in 
the numbers. It is that which gave me cause for 
pause, because it was our understanding, in the way 
the budgets have historically worked, that the num-
bers that are presented for ratification in this Honour-
able House are the numbers that there are. And to 
say that it could be [$]205,[000], it could be 
[$]250,[000] (which was the way the Honourable 
Member mentioned it), brought me back to the 
thought process that if we do not take this numbers 
seriously, it is further explanation as to how we run 
into trouble. 

Ministers have to understand that they have a 
definitive vote of money, and they have to cut their 
suit according to the cloth, or cut the cloth according 
to what the suit requires. Measure twice and cut once 
(whatever the expression is). But measure twice and 
cut once. But we cannot take an attitude that appears 
to say, Well, this is what I have. But don’t worry, we 
have some flexibility, we can shuffle the numbers 
around. 

That is the wrong message.  
The message needs to be definitive; it just 

needs to get out there that what we are going to give 
you is what has been voted, and that is it. Then we 
will not find ourselves coming back with supplemen-
taries, because we will then have learned how to live 
within our means. I think that that has got to be a pri-
mary lesson. 
 Another thing that I would like to comment on 
is that, in her wrap-up of the town hall meeting, the 
Premier made reference to the ability of Egypt to have 
a chance to, I guess, re-set, re-tool (my words, per-
haps not exactly what she said), but that the uprising 
that has occurred in the course of the last few weeks 
in Egypt has given their country and their people an 
opportunity out of the adversity that has arisen from 
their circumstance. 

I found that analogy quite interesting, because 
I know that the Premier was not suggesting that insur-
rection (the way they did in Egypt) was the way to go. 
But I think that what did come across very clearly was 
that, notwithstanding the misspending that has hap-
pened, notwithstanding the project overruns that have 
occurred, that we as a people of Bermuda are still 
passive, that we have accepted mediocrity almost as 
a new standard. We do not stand up and make de-
mands when things are not quite right. 

And I believe that, based on what happened 
in Egypt, we could at least learn a valuable lesson 
here in Bermuda that when things are not right, we 
should not blindly follow what is being told to us by 
virtue of the fact that we have a loyalty to a certain 
political position. I believe that we as a people can 
stand up and say, This is what you have told us, we 
don’t like this, and we would like for you to listen to us. 

Because the way to get excellence out of any 
government—irrespective of who is driving the bus, 
irrespective of which government is in power—the 
way to get excellence is through a demand. When the 
people demand excellence, the government has to 
respond, because that is their job. I would certainly 
like to see that happen. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, I wanted to make refer-
ence to the ‘then and now’ exhibit. A few people have 
done it, so I will not spend an awful lot of time on it, 
but I think it is important that (and this is the ‘then and 
now’ exhibit on page 27 in the Budget Statement) . . . 
it made no attempt (notwithstanding that some of the 
numbers were wrong) to give any credence to the 
time value of money. So, if I spent five million dollars 
on something 12 years ago, and I spend eight or nine 
million dollars on it this time—it does not say I am 
spending a whole lot of extra money, it just says that 
that is what it cost.  

I know, Mr. Acting Speaker, that the first car I 
purchased cost me $3,534.36, I remember the num-
ber very clearly. The last one I purchased cost me 
$42,000. But at the end of the day I still have four 
wheels with an engine. 
 
An Hon. Member: That’s right. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It is a little disin-
genuous to compare a number that is 12-years old 
without making use of the time value of money or ex-
pressing those numbers in percentage terms relative 
to the overall Budget.  

The idea of that was for people to draw a con-
clusion, which is one of the reasons why we say that 
this very clearly appears to be an election budget. It is 
like, Let me just make sure that the people of Ber-
muda do not feel particularly aggrieved, let’s just 
preen their feathers a little bit and then we can proba-
bly go to the polls.  And that is the prerogative of the 
Government.  

The manner in which it is expressed is entirely 
the prerogative of the Government; we do not have 
any issue with that. But it is an attempt to show that, 
We as the PLP Government are sensitive and caring 
and those guys, when they were in, were not. We 
heard tonight that for a significant period of time the 
UBP did nothing for Bermuda. How crazy is that? Be-
cause the Government . . . I think the Honourable 
Member, Mr. De Silva, made the comment that it is 
easy to have surpluses or a small deficit when you do 
nothing. 

Well, if you do nothing, there would be people 
from Boaz Island all the way to Top Square St. 
George’s—and I can name all the projects in be-
tween—who would have been homeless, who would 
not have had houses. So do not say that the UBP 
Government did nothing; it is absolute poppy-cock. I 
will not permit Members who, either by malice or mis-
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information or lack of knowledge, chose to rewrite his-
tory. I will not permit it. 

I also have to say that when we talk about 
what has been spent recently on all of the social pro-
grammes, I give that to the Government. But let me be 
the, I guess the bearer of gloom and doom. Every-
thing free may be free to the recipient, and, as was 
articulated, I believe, by the Honourable Member Mr. 
Bean, has got to be paid for at some point in time. So 
we cannot continue to encourage a culture of de-
pendency and a cycle that . . . I think the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Furbert, indicated earlier that he was in a 
certain office and he saw a granddaughter of a family 
who was waiting for a particular assistance. He re-
membered that in his days of government, the grand-
mother was there, the mother was there, and now the 
daughter is there. That cannot be right, and we have 
to do what is necessary to be able to break that cycle 
of dependency in order for the freedom that the Hon-
ourable Member alluded to be achieved. 

But because someone gets something for 
free, because we spend $300-and-whatever-million 
dollars, as has been mentioned in this Budget State-
ment as the “What have we done for you lately,” $304 
million . . . that $304 million—if we have given it away 
with nothing coming back in return—is part and parcel 
of what has contributed to the amount of debt that we 
have. 

I am not suggesting for a moment—and do 
not let anybody think or accuse me of so doing—that 
people who do need help ought to be overlooked. I 
am not insensitive in that regard. But what I am saying 
is that when you boast that you have given away all of 
this, one of the things that it has to be measured 
against is that the economy of 12 years ago was in a 
significantly better position.  

We had a far more robust economy. We did 
not have a whole lot of hotel concessions. There were 
no hotels on the books at the time, not since probably 
30 years ago, as I was told, with respect to Southamp-
ton Princess. But the one thing that was happening, 
notwithstanding tourism was not good, at least within 
the industry they were able to hold their own. 

So we did not have the level of unemployment 
that exists now. And that is, perhaps, no fault of the 
Government. But the fact that we now have a bigger 
social services bill should not be cause for celebra-
tion. It should be cause for concern, because we 
ought not to be coming to this Honourable House say-
ing. Look how wonderful I am by spending $304 mil-
lion on social programmes that those guys did not 
spend. That cannot be an accurate or an effective 
measure of whether a government is doing well. That 
cannot be. 
 Now, Mr. Acting Speaker, I do occasionally 
(very occasionally, and usually very late at night be-
cause of my schedule) have the opportunity to look at 
some of the blogs. And there is one blogger (I do not 
know whether male or female) who goes by Buddha 

Bunny. And Buddha Bunny asks the rhetorical ques-
tion, Where am I going, and why am I in this hand 
basket? He asks the rhetorical question, Where am I 
going, and why am I in this hand basket? 

And that is indicative of the feeling of despera-
tion that a lot of our people possess. So while the 
Government may tell its accomplishments and be ex-
cited at its advances and the things that it has done, it 
still has to recognise that there is a tremendous num-
ber of people out there who think that we are going to 
hell in a hand basket. And I believe that we have to 
recognise that. I do not know who Mr. Buddha Bunny 
is, but that is not an isolated belief. 

I can tell you that since this Budget has been 
delivered, I can tell you, Mr. Acting Speaker, that I 
have had people personally come to me and ask me, 
When you do your presentation today, will you deliver 
this message to the Government? Number one, Don’t 
play us for fools. That was number one. Number two, 
pay us our money, because we haven’t been paid for 
a period of four weeks; and don’t adopt an "I am okay 
Jack, pull up the ladder" mentality. That was a specific 
request from specific people asking me to deliver that 
message. 

So that, according to the manner in which 
people are beginning to feel, that they do not have the 
involvement with, or the benefit out of the society that 
they feel they are putting in . . . people are feeling left 
by the wayside. Let us not fool ourselves with that; 
that is very, very real. 
 Now, Mr. Acting Speaker . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: There was no 
money; these are Government employees. No money 
apparently.  

I said in my last year’s Budget that there was 
no money in the kitty, and I believe that the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Burgess, then said to me at that 
time, You can’t say that. Well, when you are planning 
a deficit, which basically means you are spending out 
more than you have, it means no money left. And 
when you are in debt, it is not like you have a savings 
account and there is something to fall back on. You 
have a deficit, you have a debt. There is no money in 
the kitty. There is no money there. And I think that we 
have to be able to understand that people are hurting.  

We look, Mr. Acting Speaker, at what was 
projected last year that our Budget (the net number) 
was scheduled to be a surplus of $29 million. When 
we looked at the revised 2010/2011 budget, we have 
gone from a surplus of $29 million (this is before debt 
and sinking fund), to a deficit of $67 million dollars. 
That means (that is the $29 million positive and the 
$67 million negative), the Government got it wrong by 
$97 million dollars. 

And that was, in part, relating to the issue re-
specting payroll tax, which was intended to bring us a 
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certain level of revenue—that it did not—and the Gov-
ernment having to acknowledge that we have just 
spent too much money. There was no rolling back; 
there was no curtailment. There was no austerity in 
place where the people of Bermuda would at least 
have had the opportunity to say, Something is wrong 
here, and there is too much money being spent; what 
is the problem? 

I think that what perhaps aggrieves people is 
the fact that when the Minister indicated (and I do not 
know the page, and I should have marked it) that 
there was an issue with respect to satisfying the rating 
agency, and that the payroll tax increase was not in-
tended to be a permanent fixture. 

Now I recognise the Government can create 
tax structures. They can roll them back when it is ap-
propriate, they can hike the tax whenever it is appro-
priate, if they think that they are going to fall short of 
revenue in order to meet basic programmes. They can 
do what they like. But on a one year basis you are 
going to say to people, I am going to put the tax up by 
2 per cent, from 14 per cent to 16 per cent (last year). 
And what did that do? It frightened the life out of some 
people who felt at that point in time they were just 
about holding their heads above water. 

But if the Finance Minister had said at the 
time that the tax increased to 16 per cent that this is a 
temporary measure for perhaps a year, then some of 
those people who packed in and folded up and threw 
in the towel might have been able to say, Let me just 
hang in there, because if this is going to be for a year, 
I can probably swing it, notwithstanding it’s causing 
difficulty. 

But the fear that crept in because of the un-
certainty—nobody knew a year ago that this was a 
temporary measure. It was like, We need more reve-
nue, this is the way to get it, and this is what we are 
going to charge you. And without disclosing that there 
was a different motivation for doing it, other than we 
have to satisfy the rating agency, then I think that we 
did a disservice to people. 

We heard the Premier in her Budget State-
ment speak of the issue of the lady at True Reflec-
tions. And I do not know, Mr. Acting Speaker, whether 
that particular business was likely to have made the 
decision to fold. I do not know. But one thing I do 
know is that as we attempt to put a human face on 
some of the challenges that we experience . . . the 
papers at least bothered to go and interview the lady 
who was at the centre of that human face. 

And her comment was, People don’t have 
money to spend, and, therefore, I can’t sustain this 
business. And the tourists that we used to have are no 
longer coming. So with that in mind, I believe that the 
lady in question made the decision that you have to 
cut your losses, drop the shovel, stop digging a 
deeper hole and get out. Now that is a shame.  

That is a shame, because even if the tax had 
remained at 14 per cent and she found herself in the 

same predicament, at least the decision for her to get 
out . . . she still would have been able to pocket the 
extra 2 per cent, and she would have had a little bit 
more when closed down her business. We cannot feel 
comfortable about that when we see casualties as a 
result of Government policies that we have not been 
sufficiently farsighted to be able to say, This could be 
the knock-on effect, this could be the impact of the 
decisions that I am making today. Those decisions 
that we are making today are decisions that effec-
tively, in some instances, have ruined peoples’ lives. 

I can put another human face on this. I heard 
the story of a contractor who had a small contracting 
business who had five people employed, who was just 
about making ends meet. The payroll tax knocked him 
over the edge. He had to lay off his workers, and what 
happened when he laid the workers off? There are 
now five construction people out of work; masons and 
labourers who are out of work. 

But, worse yet, the contractor himself, as a 
result of not having manpower, had to close his busi-
ness down because now he cannot get the contracts 
because he does not have the support to go out there 
and either bid for or effectively perform on a contract 
that he had. He could not do it, because he could not 
do it single-handedly. So, while this 16 per cent, this 
extra 2 per cent, might have been a short-term meas-
ure for the Government, it was a long-term death knell 
for that particular contractor.  

We cannot play with people’s lives. We are ru-
ining people because we do not have the testicular 
fortitude to stay here and to say we have got to tighten 
our belts. 

This is not a new presentation that I am mak-
ing, Mr. Acting Speaker. I have said since I was 
Shadow Minister of Finance that we have got to 
tighten our belts. I can tell you that with overspending 
and cost overruns and projects that have gone awry, 
and the feeling that people are going somewhere 
wondering why they are in this hand basket . . . the 
reason is that nobody can see Government taking the 
lead and saying, We need to cut back! I am doing 
things that people recognise. We have shortcomings, 
and we have to say we are all in this together.  

Oh yeah, we are all in this together. But I can 
tell you that if we had the extra $60-odd million that 
we spend extra on Berkeley Institute in the kitty, if we 
had the difference between the initial $75 million that 
the Honourable Dennis Lister indicated that the court 
building was going to cost and the $91 million that it 
actually did cost—another $18 million in the kitty. 

If we had the $40 million that we wrote off 
from the Housing Corporation because of bad debts 
four years ago—if we had that $40 million in the kitty. 
If we had all those millions there; if we had the extra 
$35 million from the cruise ship pier; if we had the ex-
tra $5 million to $15 million, the differential, on the 
TCD building; if we had all of those monies that we 
have expended unnecessarily in the kitty, then many 



676 25 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

of these businesses would not have had to suffer the 
additional tax that the Honourable Premier has had to 
levy in order to try to balance the books.  

They would not have seen the death knell be-
ing nailed into their businesses and their lives up-
ended, their children not knowing whether school fees 
were going to be able to be paid (for those who have 
children in university). 

We have to show a little bit more empathy, 
and the buck stops with the Government. You tighten 
your belt. And then when all is squeezed, you can 
say, People, we need your help. And nobody minds 
helping to carry their share of the burden, because it 
is then, and only then, that the impact of the world-
wide recession should start to hit us. Are we anaes-
thetised to what is going on? No we are not, and I am 
not saying that. 

What I am saying is that the impact of the 
worldwide recession would have been minimised if 
there was a little bit more money in the kitty. We can-
not blame everything that has happened because 
there is a recession worldwide. My honourable col-
league indicated it is not about the global recession, it 
is about how Government responds to that global re-
cession—and we did not respond well, in my opinion. 

You will know, Mr. Acting Speaker that former 
British Prime Minister Winston Churchill once said, 
and I quote, “To each man there comes in their life-
time a special moment when they are figuratively 
tapped on the shoulder and offered the chance to do a 
very special thing, unique to them and fitted to their 
talents. What a tragedy if that moment finds them un-
prepared or unqualified for that which could have 
been their finest hour.”  

And I believe— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No that is Winston 
Churchill. That is Winston Churchill.  

And I can tell you that in this instance, the 
Government collectively, Cabinet collectively, Finance 
Minister, specifically, the Premier, specifically . . . they 
did not pass that test. They did not pass that test, be-
cause the situation found them not prepared in what 
could have been their finest hour. 

Before I go on to Budget cuts, let me just 
make mention, when it comes to the issues respecting 
the construction, because we had asked a question 
the other day of the Minister to find out why it was that 
we had a Government Department . . . in the face of 
all of this hardship in the private sector why was our 
Works Department doing a wall—a private wall for a 
private individual. And we were given answers to that 

But do you not know that the attitude of the 
people of Bermuda to say, We are small contractors, 
we are hurting. We could have at least bid for the job, 
whether we got it or not. And yet we have the big 
Government Department coming and performing that 

work when we have contractors who cannot feed their 
children. And that is not being alarmist, that is being 
real. And we have got to consider things like that. I 
cannot justify it.  

Whatever the Government does, to the extent 
that it is positive, you will find that we do not just ac-
quiesce on this side of the House, we support them—
notwithstanding what the public says, that it is an us-
and-them-mentality. It is not always an us-and-them 
[mentality]. When the Government does something 
and they do it well, we tell them that they do it well. 
But when they mess up we have an obligation, by vir-
tue of our elected positions to say to the Government, 
You could have done things better. This is a sugges-
tion, this is a recommendation, and whether you follow 
it or not, at least make it food for thought. Because 
that is critical. 
 We also heard in the Budget Book about Ste-
ven. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No these are my 
notes; trust me, nobody ever tells me what to say. You 
can be assured of that. You can be absolutely as-
sured of that. You can ask brother Derrick, he will tell 
you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Nobody can, not 
even Derrick, not even him, the Honourable Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: [Laughs] Momma 
didn’t have any chance in controlling me, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. So trust me . . . nobody had any other 
chance.  

But we heard of Steven; poor, poor Steven. 
Steven, who felt vulnerable in his job, and he had to 
get up . . .  
 
The Acting Speaker: Do you want to quote your 
sources? 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, the Premier’s 
Budget Book, about Steven . . . I do not know what 
page it is, but I am certainly happy to quote it. 
 
The Acting Speaker: If you are going to quote, I think 
you should quote from the source. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay, somebody 
find the story about Steven and Annie Young, please, 
because it’s there in the Budget Book.  
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Oh, I got it—page 10 of the Minister’s State-
ment. In that Statement the Honourable Member re-
ferred to poor Steven, the junior mechanic who lives in 
Crawl and works on a construction job in Hamilton. 
Now Steven—I do not know who Steven is, but I am 
extremely empathetic with Steven. Because Steven, 
having recognised that these buses were not going to 
run, and because he had to be at work by 8:30, he left 
home at 5:30 in the morning to ensure that he was 
there, because he felt that his position on that job was 
tenuous, and he wanted to ensure that when the criti-
cism was laid and when the hammer was dropped 
that he was not going to be a casualty, because at 
least his industry would shine through in the ultimate 
analysis. 

That is the story that I wish to allude to, be-
cause what happened there? We had a situation 
where there was a wildcat bus strike, so Steven did 
not have a way to go to work. He had to walk. And we 
heard the Minister, who was absolutely resolute in 
having made the determination that the situation that 
caused that unfortunate incident was going to be re-
solved the way he wanted it resolved. As far as he 
was concerned, there was nothing that justified either 
the bus people going out on strike, or there was noth-
ing that could have justified the situation. That was the 
Minister; absolutely resolute.  

And I am not at all a union buster, because 
you will know from my history that that is my roots, so 
I am not at all a union buster. But there are times in 
life that we have to recognise that we cannot defend 
the indefensible. And in the instance, the Minister 
made his decision and it was . . . he was resolute. And 
within an hour, we saw total capitulation.  

So it makes you wonder, why do people look 
at the Members of this Honourable House and say, 
You guys are a bunch of jokers, because you make 
these types of decisions. One Minister is saying no 
way this is going to change, somebody else some-
where along the way (and I do not know who) . . . but, 
collectively, the decision was overturned, and the 
substantive Minister said that is just the official posi-
tion. That was the official position. 
 
The Acting Speaker: I was waiting for the moral to 
this story and the punch line, but I do not think you 
really— 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The moral of the 
story and the punch line relating to Steven is that 
there are many Steven’s out there. There are many 
Steven’s who, within the context of their working envi-
ronment, have an obligation to show up on time and 
they do. They have an obligation to have a positive 
work ethic, and they do. And there are situations 
where somebody rolls over and appears as spineless 
as jellyfish to make a decision that will impact Steven 
and the others like him who find themselves in that 
situation. 

We have to have backbone in this Honourable 
Chamber. That is our responsibility. And to Steven 
(whomever he is), let him know that he has the empa-
thy of every Member of my team, because we ought 
not to have found ourselves in that situation. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Acting 
Speaker, there are only one or two other comments 
that I wish to make, because I feel that many of the 
comments have actually been covered, and they have 
been covered well, by both sides of the House, and I 
am quite happy to take my seat. 

But one of the things I just wanted to highlight 
was this issue with respect to the debt. This is some-
thing that has caused, from an accounting world per-
spective, and from a realism perspective, confusion.  

We understand that the Government for its 
various reasons does not want to breach the $1.25 
billion debt ceiling. Hence, in order not to breach that, 
like Houdini, they are going to make disappear from 
the Budget Book $200 million of guarantees, another 
$500,000 of guarantees for the education, and an-
other $10 million of guarantee for, I believe, it is the 
hospital. 

But the guarantees are going to disappear. 
And by taking the guarantees away from what is 
deemed to be debt, it kind of makes the numbers kind 
of nice. It kind of folds under the umbrella. But you 
cannot wish away a problem. Debt is debt. I can tell 
you that if today we make $200 million disappear, to-
morrow we are going to be looking for another way to 
make another $10 million, or $15 million, or $20 mil-
lion disappear. 

We have to be more disciplined in the estab-
lishment of debt rather than concentrate on the man-
ner that we need to employ to make it go away. The 
best way to make debt go away is to pay it, so that the 
rest of the debt without the guarantees does not 
cause the debt with the guarantees to breach that 
debt ceiling. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, that I work in the insur-
ance industry, and I can tell you that there is an indus-
try . . . and I think the thought process behind the 
Premier’s decision in this regard was that the guaran-
tee is not actually a due amount and hence there was 
felt that there was justification to allow it to be re-
moved from the Estimates. 

Well let me just say that I work in the insur-
ance industry (and declare an interest therein) and 
there is such a thing called IBNR, which is incurred 
but not reported. Now it is not due; we do not even 
know where it is. We know nothing about it. But I can 
tell you that if I decided that this is not due because 
they have not presented me a bill, if I go the Monetary 
Authority and say to them, I am sorry, I do not have a 
bill for this so this is not due, I am taking this IBNR off 
my books, they will close me down. They would close 
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me down, because there is a necessity to recognise 
your hard liabilities as well as your contingent liabili-
ties. 

I just do not like the idea that, for expedience, 
we have kind of made it go away. It is a very, very 
dangerous slope down which we have started, and 
this is not the right way to go. We need to be tighten-
ing our belts to ensure that that level of debt ceiling is 
not likely to be breached. We need to be earning 
some revenue in order to be able to pay down some 
of that debt.  Then we can be comfortable that every-
thing will be okay as far as the presentation of the 
Budget, and that it will be in conformity with standard 
accounting practices. We just do not like to see expe-
dience coming into play when it is absolutely as a re-
sult of just poor control; totally poor control. 
 The last comment that I would like to make is 
with respect to recognising that people are falling into 
difficulties and offering them the ability . . . people who 
are maintaining instalment payments (this is on page 
7 of the Premier’s Budget Statement) that there are 
plans afoot to allow them to reduce debt to Govern-
ment by offering services of like value. 

All I would suggest is that this is an area that 
must be very, very, very carefully managed. Because 
if I owe you $1,000, Mr. Acting Speaker and I say to 
you I will work it off, I can probably give you $700 
worth, and charge you $1,000, and then we say we 
are even. We just do not want to be in that situation. 

The one thing that we recognise the necessity 
to control . . . and we heard the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Blakeney, indicate in his presentation the other 
day that they need to ensure that with the financial 
assistance and the grocery vouchers that used to ob-
tain, which are embarrassing and it is not a nice feel-
ing for somebody to have to take a grocery voucher to 
the store and say, Here is my grocery voucher . . . I do 
not know exactly how it works, but I am assuming they 
are taking a piece of paper that is signed off by the 
Financial Assistance Department and they are going 
to the grocery store and saying, Here is my voucher, 
and it could be quite embarrassing. 

So I am very sensitive to how people feel. If 
somebody has the necessity to be on financial assis-
tance, then we want to make it a painless process for 
them, so that they can at least maintain some dignity 
through the process. But when I heard the Minister of 
Finance, the Premier, admonishing each of her Minis-
ters to go through their budgets and cut those goods 
and services that are not working, I just simply have 
the question, What on earth have they been doing all 
along? 

That is the responsibility of Government. I 
mean, have we really continued to have an open 
purse, where Ministers can kind of dip in and figure 
out I want this to spend on my Ministry, I want that to 
spend and there is no re-evaluation of the pro-
grammes? I think just to say, This is what we are do-
ing, is like . . . that is a given! That is kind of what you 

get paid to do. That is where the taxpayers’ $168,000 
a year is going. Because you have civil servants run-
ning your department, your job is to evaluate the effi-
cacy of the programmes that you operate. 

And if we now have to wait until we are in a 
hole, almost sinking in sand, with debt up past our 
eyeballs, and now we are going to say, Well, let’s 
have a look and see how we can cut back on expendi-
ture?  

What have they been doing all along?  
I find that really extraordinary, and we ought 

not to be in that situation. You just cannot run a rail-
road like that, Mr. Acting Speaker. 

I can tell you, from the perspective of being on 
the outside looking in, being a Member of this Hon-
ourable House but recognising that there are limita-
tions to the scope of knowledge that we have because 
Government has their own circle . . . that there are 
some things that they choose to share and some 
things that they choose not to share. But with all of 
that having been said, Mr. Acting Speaker, I just want 
to make sure that when Government says to the de-
partments that this is what you have to spend, that 
they stick to it.  

And when they look for the next time around 
(because this Budget is cast in stone) to see how can 
we make savings, it is . . . I would not call it irrespon-
sible. The better way would have been, as opposed to 
looking at a Ministry-by-Ministry perspective and say-
ing we need to cut back 10 per cent, 15 per cent, the 
best thing to do would have been to use that opportu-
nity—we’ve heard of opportunity—on a Ministry-by-
Ministry basis to evaluate the programmes and to say 
that within this particular Ministry—Ministry of Helping 
Services (I will call it that) Financial Assistance, Fam-
ily, Youth, Sport and the like—within this Ministry we 
have grants to helping agencies, and those helping 
agencies are going to be even more hard done by in 
these tough economic times. So we cannot cut their 
budget. But we can look at a different Ministry and say 
. . . we can let them maybe even have a little bit more; 
but this other Ministry over here, we can cut them 
back significantly so that where the assistance is 
needed, the assistance is given. And where we can 
really feel some pain is in another Ministry. 

There should be no Ministry, in a 15 per cent 
cut, that has increases if everybody is going to have 
some decrease. But what we have seen is that when 
the increases needed to be had by smaller measure, 
perhaps, as opposed to just saying we are going to 
cut back totally in smaller measure, what we should 
have said is that maybe this Ministry does need an 
increase. Maybe with the level of crime that we have it 
might be difficult to see how we can sustain an effec-
tive police presence with so much less money. Or, 
worse yet, we are expecting our children within the 
education system to be able to excel, but we are cut-
ting the budget out from under them.  
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I remember the pain on the face of the then 
Education Minister last Budget, when on Budget eve 
$6 million was taken out of the Education Ministry, 
and this year . . . I mean it was done so late, Mr. Act-
ing Speaker, that the Honourable Member did not 
even have the opportunity to say where that money 
was going to be spread. 

It was like you have $6 million less than what 
is here, and you just have to figure it out as you go 
along. You cannot figure stuff out as you go along; 
that is what we talk about when we say that a plan is 
needed. We did not see a plan from that perspective.  

So now what happened? Apart from the $6 
million last year, we have had another decrease in 
education. And it is one thing to say we can do more 
with less—and that may work in some circum-
stances—but we cannot short-change our children. 
 Thank you, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
[Laughter, inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-
Pamplin. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Budget Reply? 
 I recognise the Honourable Mr. Blakeney, 
Minister Blakeney. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Acting Speaker. 
 It has begun to get very, very painful with 
some of this regurgitation of what has happened in the 
past, by particularly the last speaker. You know, it is 
interesting to note that anytime we on this side decide 
to remind those with selective memory on the other 
side about some of the things that maybe they were a 
little short coming on, it is a cardinal sin. 

Suffice it to say, Mr. Acting Speaker, that we 
on this side do recognise and are sensitive to the 
challenges of the times. The unfortunate thing is that 
we still seem to be playing politics with the minds and 
hearts of the people of this country. And it is really a 
shame that the Opposition would engage in that kind 
of disingenuous diatribe, as far as I am concerned. 

We know exactly where we are. We know ex-
actly what we are. We know who we are and who we 
are here to serve. As a result of the challenges with 
the impact that we are now feeling due, in no small 
part, to the global economic downturn—which cannot 
be denied, in any way you spin it, regardless of how 
the Opposition might see it. It is interesting to note 
that they have all the answers and solutions on how to 
run the country, but they have not figured out how to 
even get back together again. It just amazes me. 

Instead of lifting out of this, with the ears of 
the global community paying lots of attention to the 
context of everything that is going on this planet these 
days, the Opposition would continue to attack person-
ally our esteemed leader of the country and Finance 

Minister, and the country, in so doing; I just cannot get 
over it. 

And then when we look at the Reply and the 
kinds of things that the Shadow Opposition Member 
would bring to the attention of the people of this coun-
try, as if this Government is totally uncaring, totally 
irresponsible, and totally without any commitment to 
moving the country forward in these very challenging 
times, is reprehensible. 

I just do not get why they would so engage in-
stead of being a little bit more measured in what it is 
that we need to do and focus on that, notwithstanding 
how they might feel in any particular school of thought 
or circumstance regarding where we are and how we 
got here. We have to now move on. We have to now 
move on. 

Mr. Speaker, when we look at the context of 
the social climate in the country and the people that 
are feeling the hurt, we do not do justice to their confi-
dence or to their particular circumstance by reminding 
them of how bad things might be. And for the Opposi-
tion Members to be continuously reminding people 
about being on the street, homeless, reminding peo-
ple about being out of work—instead of saying, you 
know what, we have social service agencies, we have 
the Department of Child and Family Services, we 
have— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: No, I do not forget.  

What I am saying is that being more genuine 
and more respectful and being sensitive to the people 
of the country that are feeling some pain—and we are.  

When you look at this country and what we 
have achieved as a Government, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
with the litany of examples that Minister De Silva (in 
his earlier dissertation) brought to the attention of the 
minds of the Opposition, succinctly and extensively, 
they still choose to ignore it. Not the least of which 
would be the leader and probably soon to be some 
shadow Member, if even that, of the Opposition. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: So, Mr. Acting Speaker . . . 
you will have your turn, sir.  

Mr. Acting Speaker, we have challenges with 
regard to the dysfunctions of some of the people in 
this community who need help. We have challenges 
with some of the people in this community who would 
look for the loopholes to cheat systems that are there 
to enhance and enable. Now, we have to change atti-
tude to change behaviour, so that they can under-
stand we are looking to help and give them a hand up, 
instead of a hand out. 

When we start to contract our commitment to 
serving our people through a Budget that is more fis-
cally responsible and which some would call austere, 



680 25 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

the Opposition are the first to jump on us and identify, 
Well why are you taking money from here or there and 
everywhere? 

We have said time and again, we are sharing 
the reduction across the economic spectrum relevant 
to Ministries and the budgets that they will be allo-
cated. And it is a commonsense approach, where we 
are finding a balance and being sensitive to the plight 
of our people, and we need to bring our people along 
with us. We need to bring them along with us, be-
cause this is a situation where we all have a part to 
play, and we do not need to be engaging in ‘them 
against us.’ That does nothing to the mentality of 
those people that need the most help. 

In my particular Ministry, we took a 5.2 per 
cent cut, a reduction that we looked at as being re-
sponsible. And it is not the first time. Last year (for the 
Honourable Member who interpolates) we volunteered 
a $1 million give-back without being asked, which was 
the answer I would give to the Honourable Members 
who just took their seats regarding looking for ways to 
find money that may not be utilised as well as it could 
otherwise be, because the programme that it was des-
ignated for was not effective based on measured out-
comes. This Government has been doing that all 
along. They look at the capital projects, and we hear 
the same rhetorical criticisms over and over again, no 
matter how many times the Minister of Public Works 
comes to this Honourable Chamber and explains 
something that has been discovered that was unfore-
seen, and where there had to be an adjustment which 
impacted a reassessment and re-evaluation of the 
budget that was allocated. 

But when you look at the institutions that we 
built—like the new court building, like the senior high 
school (Berkeley)—regardless of the current amount it 
ended up being in completing those buildings, over a 
50- to 75-year period in retrospect, when you divide 
that into the number it is going to be negligible. It is 
going to be negligible. 

The issue is that when we are doing these 
capital projects, Mr. Acting Speaker, they are not for 
the short, medium term. They are for the long term, 
and not with spending projections and estimates and 
quantifications. Sometimes, there are things that are 
discovered that could not and were not foreseen. So 
the Minister comes back and gives a full and complete 
explanation of where, why and how. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, we are now in a situation 
where we need to rekindle the hearts and the minds of 
the people we serve to be more accountable to them-
selves, to be honest and, as a result, in my Ministry 
we have an honesty forum that has now been initiated 
for those that would be coming to apply and qualify for 
financial assistance because we found that certain 
people would take advantage of the system. 

So we have to be extremely innovative and 
vigilant, without compromising our sensitivity or our 
compassion. Because sometimes desperate people 

will do desperate things, and what we are now en-
gaged in, with a commitment on the other side of the 
table, is to show the sensitivity and the compassion, 
without compromising the integrity of the process so 
that accurate assessments can be made and people 
that are able-bodied can be directed to the right 
places to get the kind of assistance that will help them 
in their endeavour to be gainfully employed. 

So we join up as a Government through cross 
Ministry initiatives. Financial Assistance marries up 
with Labour and Training. And there is a qualification 
process after an intake process and then a referral 
process to Labour and Training. At Labour and Train-
ing, a full assessment is done so that there could be a 
better fit for our able-bodied people who may have 
fallen on hard times and are seriously and genuinely 
looking to be employed. 
 On the other side of that, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
our immigration policy changes, our work permit policy 
changes, so that we can protect jobs for our people 
first, and our commitment to Bermuda first. We are 
also looking at the term limits, and there is going to be 
a new commitment to work permits for key people that 
is going to cost a little more. 

Through a strategic rollback of payroll, we 
provide an opportunity for entrepreneurs and their 
businesses (as well as employees) to benefit, to 
spend a little more. Because the thinking is that the 
machine has to be oiled so that it functions and the 
pistons are running. And that means spending even 
when you have the challenge of doing more with less; 
because our economy has to continue to be fuelled, 
and we realise that. 

And when you have an industry like tourism, 
which used to be our number one pillar of the econ-
omy, suffering as a result of a global downturn, it is an 
incredible challenge to go to your feeder markets and 
entice people that do not have disposable income. 
Everybody in the world today knows that Bermuda is 
quite an expensive vacation. So, as opposed to jump-
ing on a plane as their first choice and flying for an 
hour and a half to get to a very beautiful island like 
Bermuda, they would much rather hit I-95 north or 
south. 

So, we have an incredible challenge. It is not 
easy. And if the Opposition did have the answers, 
they would have long by now, I am sure in the national 
interests of the country, shared their strategic solution 
to addressing that challenge. So now our Tourism 
Minister has committed, not just to local entertain-
ment, but has also met the mandate of a 7 per cent 
reduction in her budget, as I have met in my budget. 
There are some who have had bigger increases and 
some who are less, but we are all sharing in this. 

The most important thing, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
is to help our people to understand. So what we do is 
engage a commitment to go out to the people. But 
that is not good enough. The Honourable Member, 
Gordon-Pamplin, wanted on the one hand to com-



Official Hansard Report 25 February 2011 681 
 

 House of Assembly 

mend us for it and on the other hand, in the same 
breath, criticise the exercise as being pre-emptive. 
Then, behind that, when pulled on a point of order, 
admitted it is our prerogative. Should we not be out in 
front, dealing directly with the people we serve? Has 
that not been the call from the Opposition with regard 
to transparency in every breath they take and every 
point they make over the last several years? So why 
the hypocrisy? Why go to the extreme to make the 
political points for just the sake of politicising?  

And that is it; no real sincerity, nothing genu-
ine. And as the Opposition Leader just said, Well look, 
we are the Opposition, it is a given. But come on, 
man, we are in the 21st century now. You are talking 
about engaging each other and doing in the collective 
interest what is best for the country, but on the other 
side of your mouth, as soon as you can find a point to 
criticise, you will not come to a Minister and say, Here 
is a concern I have, and I have not heard you address 
it, speak to it, or even acknowledge it. What is going 
on? 

You can come to any Member on this side of 
the House and speak to us, but not until you are an 
honest broker, because if you are not sincere you 
cannot expect us to trust you, which is why the elec-
torate do not trust you; which is why you do not trust 
yourselves; which is why you have an exodus of some 
six-plus people from your ranks. And now you want to 
find common ground all of the sudden; all of the sud-
den. 

And there was talk that by the 18th of this 
month, when this Budget was going to be announced, 
that they would be sorted out. Yet today we hear they 
are still not sorted out, but they have all the answers; 
all the answers. 

So, who do you think the people are going to 
trust with their money, notwithstanding maybe some 
concerns they might have? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Well, do you know what? 
When it comes to the goods and services, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, that this country has come to expect, be-
cause of the standard of living and the lifestyle of the 
majority of people in this country, that is the glue to 
our economy . . . we cannot compromise that. 

And we have to find ways to continue to de-
liver on the platform and the promises that we make in 
our deliverables, and as a result of that, sometimes 
we have to borrow. Other times we have to hit the 
pockets of the people to share in maintaining the 
buoyancy of this economy. And so you will have taxes 
that go up and taxes that might be rolled back; con-
cessions that might be given and grants. It is a bal-
ancing act, as everybody in this Honourable Chamber 
knows.  

Now the difference of opinion is relative, and 
the people in the community make the choice as to 

who they feel confidence in. You have one survey that 
the Honourable Shadow Finance Minister quotes, that 
people are . . . 70-plus per cent feel uncomfortable 
about the Government utilising their funds to provide 
its services. But yet that same survey, they say it is 
only 30 per cent. Again, misrepresentation, fudging of 
the figure for political expediency. 
 So, Mr. Acting Speaker, when we look at the 
social programmes of this country and when we look 
at the funding that is required to maintain pro-
grammes, yes, we have had to face the reality we find 
ourselves in. From Human Affairs, Financial Assis-
tance, Community and Cultural Affairs—they have all 
been affected. 

When I speak from the perspective of my Min-
istry of Youth, Family, Sports and Community Devel-
opment, we have had a 27 per cent reduction in our 
Ministry Headquarters. We have an 8 per cent reduc-
tion in Youth Sport and Recreation. We have a 2 per 
cent reduction in Child and Family Services; 16 per 
cent reduction in Community and Cultural Affairs; a 4 
per cent reduction in Financial Assistance; and a 31 
per cent reduction in Human Affairs. A Ministry total 
reduction of 7 per cent. 

But you know what is interesting, that I would 
like to share with this Honourable House, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, is related to the sports allocation, because 
there has been concern expressed as a result of the 
cuts that have impacted that department, relative to 
cricket and football. 

And I just need to refer to my notes here so I 
can get the actual figures right, if I can find them. 
 
The Acting Speaker: You will have an opportunity in 
Committee to reply. Do you wish to be specific or 
would you rather be just general? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I will be general right now. I 
was looking to be a little bit more specific, but I will be 
general. 

Of course, cricket has been hit with a reduc-
tion, and some might call it 6 per cent. But there is no 
doubt that this Government has been extremely com-
mitted to the two national sports of this country—I 
mean incredibly so. The two national sports of this 
country—cricket and football—it cannot be denied. 
Over the last several years, tens of millions of dollars 
have been committed to those two national sports. 
And it has been at the expense of other sports in this 
community that feel equally deserving, and have, as a 
result, not received what they felt would have been 
appropriate to allocate to them. 

So we decided that we would . . . I have it 
here I think. We decided that we would look at it spe-
cifically. And, Mr. Acting Speaker, in the 2006/2007 
fiscal year, the BFA and the BCB received respec-
tively $255,000 and $3 million dollars. The NGSB (Na-
tional Governing Sports Body), less the BCB and BFA 
allocation, received $1,709,000. And year over year 
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there was a commitment, up until this current fiscal 
year, and the total over five years, the combined fund-
ing (less the Bermuda Cricket Board and the BFA) 
committed to the national sports governing bodies 
was $6,706,666. The Bermuda Cricket Board to date 
received $9,220,000, and the Bermuda Football As-
sociation to date received $8,755,000. 

So there could be no mistake with regard to 
the commitment that this Government made and kept 
to its two national sports governing bodies. But now 
where we find ourselves having to look at our 35 plus 
National Sports Governing Body, how do we find that 
balance, maintain the integrity of supporting as many 
of those national sporting bodies as possible, without 
compromising the integrity of programmes? And if we 
would have maintained the status quo, Mr. Acting 
Speaker, the majority of the other national governing 
sporting bodies would not have had any piece of the 
pie. So we have had to be very realistic and we have 
looked and we have done what I believe is the correct 
thing to do under the circumstances. 

The other thing is that both FIFA, as well as 
the ICC supplement various national bodies with fund-
ing and/or resources, such as, the BFA and their train-
ing field, which is a multi-weather surface field in 
Prospect. Most of the cost, if not all of that cost, is un-
derwritten by FIFA. And I have to give credit where 
credit is due because both of our national sports gov-
erning bodies have done incredible jobs with youth 
development. 

Now it is going to be a question of reprioritis-
ing. But not without my Ministry, through the Depart-
ment of Youth, Sport and Recreation, and, as Minis-
ter, sitting down and meeting with the various stake-
holders. In fact, tomorrow there will be the Annual 
Sports Conference, which will be held at the Fairmont 
Southampton, followed in the evening by the Annual 
Sports Award, where we will be celebrating the 30th 
year where people in this community who have ex-
celled athletically will be acknowledged and recog-
nised. 

We have a commitment, but we have a chal-
lenge. And I endear the people of this country to un-
derstand that they play the biggest role in helping this 
Government to help them. 

So, Mr. Acting Speaker, I do not think that I 
need to go on much further with regard to highlighting 
anything in this Budget, because it seems as if it is 
clear to the constituents that we serve island-wide 
where we are and what our commitment is. We have 
had our first town hall meeting; there are more town 
hall meetings to come. And, of course, we will be de-
bating the Estimates and Expenditures during the next 
ensuing week, and following that we will reengage the 
general public in the east end of the island (details to 
be further announced) where they can come, as they 
did at Number Six Shed only hours ago, to speak di-
rectly with their Government in getting a clear, de-

tailed understanding on where, why, how and what 
regarding fiscal year 2011/2012. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, as I mentioned a little 
earlier, we need all stakeholders on side with regard 
to our challenge going forward this next ensuing fiscal 
year. If the Opposition is going to do their job in the 
role that they have been committed, as a result of not 
winning the vote of confidence from this general elec-
tion, to scrutinise the Government of the day, then I 
suggest they really start with a self evaluation of 
where they are and why. Because, when they under-
stand that, they may be able to figure out how they 
should go forward in acquitting themselves a lot better 
than they have today regarding the 2011/2012 budget. 

I implore the people to listen to this final 
commitment from my Ministry. And, as Minister, in 
reiterating and reminding them that the Ministry of 
Youth, Family, Sports and Community Development is 
indeed the social services engine of this island com-
munity, I encourage those within earshot of my voice, 
particularly my fellow Bermudians, to be even more 
humanely considerate of each other in ways that 
demonstrate genuine sensitivity, compassion, a 
shared sense of personal sacrifice and a congenial 
spirit that lifts up our entire community regardless of 
who we are or where we may respectively come from. 
 Thank you, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you very much, Minister 
Blakeney. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Budget Reply? 
 I recognise the Honourable Minister, D. Bur-
gess, Deputy Premier. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you Mr. Acting 
Speaker, thank you very much. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the Opposition’s Budget 
statement, on page two, there is a line there that says, 
just look back to the former Premier’s campaigns to 
divide Bermuda for political gain. 
 Mr. Speaker, the former Premier or any for-
mer Premier that we have had, has ever had a cam-
paign nor a policy to divide this country for political 
gain. I want to make that very, very clear. It has never 
happened in this party. In fact, we always try to bring 
people together. 
 Mr. Speaker, when the Opposition makes 
statements such as Bermuda was the, or is the richest 
country in the world, they have to explain that a little 
more. When we say the richest country in the world, 
what are they basing it on? Because we have no natu-
ral resources; we do not have any (as I would always 
say) oil, and no gold.  

That is based on foreign exchange. And in the 
global recession that we have . . . because I think 
some folks think that we are in a global recession and 
that Bermuda is immune to it. We are not immune to 
it. Bermuda depends on foreign exchange, foreign 
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investment, foreign people coming into this country 
and spending money. 

So in this natural sense, we are not the richest 
country in the world, because that statement is only 
based on people coming in. And to make it clear, 
when they do not come as they were coming, be-
cause of the global recession, that will change. 
 Mr. Speaker, they also said— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That is not a hope, 
that is a fact. 
 Mr. Speaker, one Member from the Opposi-
tion also said that when we were in Government for 
30 years there was no unemployment. Maybe not, but 
Mr. Speaker, let me tell you what happened. Even 
though they claimed they had no unemployment, the 
income gap between the “have’s” and the “have not’s” 
over that 30 years got wider and wider. 

It is true. The reports will bear it. You look at 
this lady (I forget her name now) she did a report in 
1992, that was one of them. And look at all the statis-
tics from the Statistical Department. You will see it, it 
is there. This is not . . .  

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Miss Newman, that is 
right. Dorothy Newman.  

It is not made up. It is a fact over those 30 
years. So, let us not say there was no unemployment 
when the “have not’s” were making no gains; they 
were getting less. 

And then they seem to have some problems 
with Ministers driving cars. I do now know if that is the 
crabs in a barrel syndrome. I really do not know. I 
would hope not. And our bloated salaries. Mr. 
Speaker, this House agreed some time ago (I think it 
was under the former Premier Alex Scott) that in order 
not to look like that we were giving ourselves in-
creases, they picked a independent panel—not of any 
politicians—agreed to by this whole House. And as we 
all know . . . I am going to remind you. They were 
there. They set the rate for what politicians will get, 
not the Parliamentarians. 

And then I heard one of the speakers from the 
Opposition say let the rich pay for their own licenses, 
and let the poor not pay. I just want to know, what is 
the official position of the UBP? Does that include let 
the rich over 60 pay land tax? Let the rich pay for 
health benefits that they would get in the hospital if 
they are a certain age? Should they forego their 
monthly pensions? I do not know. I am just a little con-
fused by that statement. So I really do not know, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, one Member said (not the 
exact words) a fellow had to close his business be-
cause of the employment tax. I know most of these 

businesses. They will have anywhere from a 5 per 
cent to 15 per cent profit margin. And during hard 
times, as we are in, you cut back. Not only the work-
ers cut back, everybody cuts back. So that 2 per cent, 
that was shared between the employer and the em-
ployee . . . if you want to stay in business and sustain 
your business until things get better, certainly you 
must cut your profit margins. That is how you stay in 
business. 
 Then one that touched my heart a little bit, 
about the Police, Dame Lois Browne Building . . . Mr. 
Speaker, the first total approved funding for that build-
ing was $78 million. That was for a base designed 
building, Plans that were drawn in 1995. So a large 
part of the building was a shell; the tenants had not 
been identified. During the course of the building, ten-
ants were identified and, of course, the office configu-
rations were put together. 

So you have to pay for the fit out. I have ex-
plained in this House— 
 
An Hon. Member: Over and over again. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —over and over again 
(thank you cousin) why the building cost more. I do 
not have to repeat that again. And I know my shadow 
is a very intelligent lady . . . and they put a spin on the 
figures. We came back and got a total approved fund-
ing for $91.8 million, and last week I said I anticipate 
that the building would probably be a maximum of 3 
per cent over that figure. It is not an overrun. 
 Mr. Speaker, even though we got the occu-
pancy certificate on Thursday . . . you were with me 
on Friday. We went to take a tour. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes, that is correct. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And one of the . . . no, 
you were not there, cousin. The contractor came up, 
you were talking to him, and I was telling the Acting 
Speaker about the change orders, and the manager of 
the company says, We just got another one today. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Fire Department. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That is right, from the 
Fire Department, and you have to do these things. 
Change orders cost money, and I know my Shadow 
knows; she is very intelligent. Do not let anybody fool 
you, she knows. 
 So Mr. Speaker, for a Government building 
project to come in, anticipated overrun (as they would 
say) of less than 3 per cent, has never been done in 
Bermuda before. Never been done in Bermuda be-
fore. In fact the former Auditor General, in a meeting 
in my office in a good civil conversation—when we 
were together in meetings we had good conversation. 
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An Hon. Member: He is misleading the House. Mis-
leading the House, Mr. Acting Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And he says, when we 
were talking about different things in the contract, he 
said in Government normally these projects would be 
anywhere from 10 per cent to 15 per cent over 
budget. And I said to him that I would bring this thing 
in under 10 per cent. And he said, “Okay, we will see.” 
And it was like a little joke. And, Mr. Speaker, we 
brought it in. I will be under 3 per cent. That never 
happened in this country before. Because I think 
some, not necessarily in this House, wanted that to 
fail. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Not you, Pat, Honour-
able Member, Pat. Not you. Because you have been 
very supportive, I must say. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have; I support 
anything that is right. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Right.  

And I have kept her up to date on that build-
ing. And, yes, we had problems from the start. But I 
said the buck stops with me, and we made some 
managerial changes there and rescued that project. 
Look at it today. It can be done. I had to stand over 
the wicket, but it was done, and we saved a lot of 
money in that place. It is probably 135,000 square feet 
there. We will not have to rent that anymore. 

In fact, one of my honourable colleagues, little 
Poochie Blakeney, the Honourable Member, he was 
so excited he ran over there. And he is in, operating 
full blast. And my other honourable colleague, Walter, 
is on his way. Oh yes. And I understand the police 
and the court . . . that move will have to take place 
simultaneously, and they are scheduled to be in by 
April, which is fine. That is all right. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we talk about these pri-
vate walls . . . a lot of fuss was made about Dr. 
Brown’s private wall. They even brought pictures up 
here. Grant Gibbons brought pictures up here— 
 
The Acting Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The Honourable 
Member, Grant Gibbons, brought pictures up here.  
 
The Acting Speaker: I remember. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, it is so 
funny, he did not bring pictures up here about that 

illegal work that was going on down at his house in 
Harrington Sound. They did not have any planning 
permission for that. No pictures came up here.  

The media made big coverage of Dr. Brown’s 
wall. And, the by the way, Dr. Brown paid for that wall. 
The Ministry of Public Works, if they go around and 
see a wall and it is down, and they feel that in the pub-
lic interest they have to fix it, they fix it. In fact, right 
down at Palm Grocery down in Devonshire . . . Gib-
bons Company has that, the Gibbons boys. Right 
down in front of the shop, they fixed a wall out there. 
 
An Hon. Member: Your camera was broken again? 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, my camera is 
broken. 
 They fixed that wall. It does not belong to us. 
We did it in the public interest of health and safety. 
Right in front of his shop we fixed that wall, as we do 
all around the country. We did not send him a bill. I 
have not brought any pictures up here. And we did 
many walls before my time, I am sure it happened 
during the 30 years they were in, it happened during 
that time. That is what they are supposed to do. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: So this is what we do, 
this is what we do, Mr. Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look at the economic 
review. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Give the Minister a chance to 
be heard. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you. Even dur-
ing this global recession, in the year 2010 we made 
some improvements, you know, as you will see in this 
book, The National Economic Report of 2010. You will 
see on page four, if I may just read a few lines. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Yes, of course. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: It says, “There were 
encouraging signs of growth in the registration of 
Special Purpose Insurers (they call them SPI) which 
increased to eight in 2010 from three in the previous 
year.”  

It goes on in another page; on the next page it 
says, “Total visitor expenditure for the first three quar-
ters of 2010 increased by 19.2 per cent over the year 
before. During this period, total expenditure by both 
air and cruise visitor’s experienced positive changes. 
The dollar value of the total expenditures by all visitors 
was an estimated $260.4 million, a gain of $49 million 
or 23.2 per cent over the year.” 
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 So, some improvements have been made, as 
in other countries, Mr. Speaker. And then we get into 
page six, hotels . . . well, the construction sector. All of 
these—the hotel sector and the business sector, jobs 
were lost in all three of them. As in Bermuda, as 
worldwide. Bermuda is not immune to that, because 
we do not have any natural resources. 

And I hear on the radio sometimes some folks 
who just do not know the hotel industry say, Why build 
more hotels when you can’t fill the rooms you have 
now? They really do not understand, Mr. Speaker. If 
you bring in, particularly, five star brand names, they 
have their clientele, and if you had the bed count for 
more visitors, you can get more here, because they 
would help you to get transport to Bermuda to fill up 
the hotel. 

But if you have fewer rooms, the airlines say, 
Hey, we do not need any more here, because you 
don’t have any rooms to fill it up. Why should I bring 
all these people in when you don’t have any rooms? 
So you know, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Acting Speaker: Are you saying build it and they 
will come? 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: To build them, you 
have to invest. In fact Minister Lister in this same book 
has made a public statement about a new airline com-
ing in—Trans-Air. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Air-Trans. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, Air-Trans, coming 
to Bermuda. That is what we want.  

And when you get this competition on these 
routes, what it does is it brings down the costs of the 
airline ticket to Bermuda for those folks that are trying 
to come here. It is all a plus, Mr. Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, in the same Budget [Re-
ply] on page 27, it says, “And so we renew our call on 
the Premier to impose a pay cut for all Government 
ministers. A cut of 10-15% . . .”  

Mr. Speaker, despite the problems that the 
world is in, not one parliament that I know of, the UK 
or the US, has cut the parliamentarians’ pay.  

As we all know, Mr. Speaker, the Parliament . 
. . let us go home to Britain. They not only get a sal-
ary, they get other benefits—housing, travel, cars, 
constituency allowances and everything else. So I do 
not know why they think that . . . if the politicians in 
Bermuda were getting food allowance and different 
things, there may be some validity in this statement. I 
mean, why is the call for the parliamentarians to take 
a pay cut? We have family too; we have expenses 
also, just like every other Bermudian. So why do you 
want to call on the parliamentarians to take a pay 
cut— 
 

The Acting Speaker: You are getting agreement 
across the floor, Minister. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes.  

When you have other folks in this country 
making certainly much more than parliamentarians, 
nobody is calling for their pay to be cut. We have fro-
zen our wages. The UK has not even done that, and 
they are in worse shape than us. So I do not know 
why we have to go there. 
 And then they talk about how we need to fill 
the empty berths in the old town and in Hamilton. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish we did build ships ourselves. This 
Government would be gracious to any shipping com-
pany that had some small ships that we could put into 
St. George and put into Hamilton. 

This statement would suggest to folks that are 
reading it and do not know about it to say, Well, this 
Government has a policy of steering the ships to the 
Dockyard instead of to St. George or Hamilton. But I 
think . . . you know the history, Mr. Speaker. I think 
they went to St. George’s and wanted to help out 
down there, do some dredging and everything else, 
and all that was . . . they told the Tourism Minister no. 
 
The Acting Speaker: They refused it. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Right they refused it. 
And to dock was not easy also, so we had to go 
somewhere, Mr. Speaker, we had to go somewhere. 
Because if we did not have that, just imagine where 
we would be, not having any cruise ship visitors be-
cause the ships were too big and we did not plan on 
the mega-ships. Where would we be?  

Last year we had 340,000 visitors to the coun-
try, cruise ship visitors. This year we are predicting 
380,000. Without them, we would have been in bad 
shape. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I thought the Budget Reply 
really gave some opportunity for the Opposition to 
really score some points and say we need to come 
together and try to work this thing out, because we are 
in a recession. They would tend to make me believe 
that, because of what we have done for the people we 
are in a recession, and we should not have done it. 
That is what they are trying to make us— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Well you never said it, 
but the implications are that we should not build these 
houses, we should not have a cruise ship here, we 
should not have built the Dame Lois Browne building, 
and we should not have built Berkeley . . . right? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: No, we should not have one for the 
price of two! 
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Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, many 
times during the Opposition’s reign, their 30 years, 
they came in with surplus budgets. Why? They did not 
do many capital developments, that is why. So we 
have to do them, Mr. Speaker, and we have done 
them. And we make no apologies for it. 
 Mr. Speaker, even in Britain, with their difficul-
ties, they have . . . excuse me, you are talking across 
me. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is very rude. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: With the child benefits, 
Britain got theirs. I mean, they had a programme there 
that was overgenerous. They had where no matter 
what your income bracket was you got child benefits 
up to the age of 18 years old. So, just like us . . . you 
heard during our budget presentation, the news con-
ference, you heard the Honourable little Poochie 
Blakeney tell you that the threshold will now be 
$50,000 instead of $70,000. 

Britain changed their policy. What happens 
now is that the people who are present get them; but 
85 per cent will get them, and 15 per cent will lose 
them because of their income . . . well, the budget 
was last year. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They even cut the po-
lice budget by 4 per cent in the UK, and they raised 
the rail fares by 3 per cent, amongst other things they 
have done, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Education. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They have done a lot 
of things. Education took cuts. So, you know, Ber-
muda is not the only one in recession. There are other 
countries, Mr. Speaker, and we all know that the Min-
istry of Finance has responsibility for the management 
of public debt in Bermuda. I think that prudent han-
dling of Bermuda’s public debt has been reviewed . . . 
in fact it has been reviewed by external, objective 
credit rating agencies, such as, Moody’s, Standard 
and Poor’s, and Fitch Ratings. In each and every 
case, the scorecard has been at the high end of satis-
factory. 
 Mr. Speaker, our long-term debt in 2011 
amounts to about 17 per cent of GDP. This is man-
ageable and sustainable for a small country with a 
GDP of an estimate of $5.6 billion. 
 Mr. Speaker, other countries that Bermuda is 
often compared to have much larger debt GDP ratios. 
In fact, Switzerland has one. Theirs is 37.8 per cent in 
2011. The UK is 84.5 per cent. Eighty-four point five 
per cent! In the United States it is 94.7 per cent. Bar-
bados is 73.3 per cent. Bahamas is 49.7 per cent. 

And why I say Barbados and Bahamas is that 
both countries reported increases in their tourism 
numbers—both. Ours went the other way. We have 
not . . . they are still doing pretty well, tourist numbers. 
Our debt to GDP ratio is one of the lowest in the 
world, Mr. Speaker. So, I thought that the Honourable 
Member, my cousin Trenton Richards, would have 
even highlighted that, to say how great that . . . debt is 
not great to anyone. But when we compare . . . be-
cause they certainly have a large country, and they 
are in trouble. 

It is not like only Bermuda is in trouble; all of 
the world has this global recession, other than places 
like . . . even China, as they are pretty viable in China, 
and India right now. But why are they surviving? Be-
cause of cheap labour. People make money off cheap 
labour, unfortunately, which is something that I detest. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Trevor Moniz says to 
blame it on the Union. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No, do not blame it on the 
Union. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, do not blame it on 
the Union. I am sorry. I am sorry. The Honourable 
Member says do not blame it on the Union, and he is 
right. Do not blame it on the Union. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the Bermuda 
Industrial Union’s President Chris Furbert, when I 
talked to him and Molly Burgess and George Scott, I 
called them to my office knowing what the situation 
was. I said, “You guys, this is the deal. We do not 
want to cut any jobs, but if I have to pay this overtime, 
some jobs might have to be cut. This is the plan.” 

He called his membership meeting and put it 
to them. And when you are talking about cutting some 
rates, that is not an easy meeting. But it is one where 
leadership comes in. And Chris Furbert showed the 
leadership. Common sense always prevails.  

What did they say? They said oh, I want my 
job. They can cut back and it was not a problem. But 
one thing that workers will not accept is only them be-
ing cut back, and nobody else. So basically what they 
have done is freeze everything, and that is what the 
country has to do. 

One thing we all have to be cautious of, and 
this is very serious . . . you cannot increase the popu-
lation of the poor. If you increase the population of the 
poor, any country becomes dangerous, like is happen-
ing down in Africa right now. This country has been 
able to, over the years, not have that sustaining. 

And because we are in the recession, it does 
not give a licence for employers to get rid of people. A 
lot of fuss was made about the tax, when we in-
creased the payroll tax last year. And even though the 
Finance Minister, our Premier, has it outlined in this 
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book . . . let me read it, Mr. Speaker, because I think 
that it is something to be repeated, because some 
people really do not understand it. 
 She said, “It was critically important in our 
2010/2011 National Budget that we demonstrate to 
key stakeholders evaluating the credit worthiness of 
Bermuda, the Government’s ability to generate addi-
tional sources of revenue. Thus the payroll tax in-
crease was required last year given the Government’s 
expenditure plans. Without it,” (This is the point.) “we 
would have risked a ratings downgrade which would 
have driven up the cost of Government borrowing . . .” 
money. 
 This is very prudent; this is what you do. The 
Finance Minister, our Premier, says it was a tempo-
rary thing. But they still try to make politics of it. And, 
Mr. Speaker, we are hoping that reducing the payroll 
tax will stimulate some businesses and bring people 
back in the work force. And I think we all want that, 
because one thing you cannot have is a whole lot of 
people on the streets unemployed. 

Also Mr. Speaker, the hotel workers had a 
wage freeze for about three years; a wage freeze of 
three years because the industry is suffering. They 
have been on that. The Union has taken the lead 
again. You cannot get blood out of stone, and they 
realise that. But we are saying that when you recover, 
you need to do what is right, Mr. Speaker. 

So, Mr. Speaker, let us not try to play politics 
when we do some things for the benefit of the country, 
because, if the Finance Minister could not satisfy that 
requirement, it would have cost us more to borrow 
money. Then they would say, You should have done 
this; you should have turned right. So when you turn 
right, they say, You should have turned left, and vice 
versa. 

I understand that the role of the Opposition is 
to criticise, and that is fine. But it does not prevent 
them from acknowledging . . . I must say, it was very 
difficult to reply to this Budget; very difficult. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: And it showed. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Because my cousin, 
the Honourable Member, Trenton Richards, had about 
three strands of hair on his head and he pulled them 
out trying to reply to this. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I said, Now, he has 
been up here a couple of hours. I was wondering 
when he was going to start to reply to our Budget. And 
I really felt sorry for him, because I really like him. I 
really like Trenton very much, Mr. Speaker. So my 
condolences go out to the Honourable Trenton Ever-

ard Richards for the job that he was tasked [with] do-
ing this morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us keep this debate on a high 
level. If you look at other countries around the world 
and budgets, you see . . . the United States; they put 
something the other day that cut $60 billion. But that 
creates problems, but they have got to do something. 
In Britain they had to cut their budget, and that cre-
ated some situations, but this is what happens when 
you have a recession. 
 Mr. Speaker, our Budget—and we will debate 
the Estimate of Revenues next week, when my col-
leagues and I will give you more details on our par-
ticular budgets what we are doing. 
 And with that, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
you. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Minister Burgess. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Budget Reply? It seems as if only the Government is 
participating in this debate. I see. 
 I recognise the Honourable Minister Michael 
Scott. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. 
 We are in the general economic debate as we 
look at the general principles of the speech of the 
Budget Statement. And, Mr. Speaker, just following on 
from the Deputy Premier’s last point, it is clear that the 
Opposition, on the very day that Madam Minister of 
Finance, and Premier, made the Budget Statement, 
they were looking for the oxygen in this Statement to 
fuel their capacity and ability challenge and criticise 
the Government’s fiscal policy for the context of these 
critical times in which we are living, and they had huge 
difficulty in finding that oxygen. Huge!  

I saw them going to the end of the book look-
ing for opportunities to criticise. But such was the stra-
tegic power of the Statement that it afforded them no 
quarter. And so we are left with the straining through 
the sieve on the part of the Opposition and the repeti-
tion of old ideas and old critiques, including peanut-
butter jam sandwiches up to a $1 million debts. It has 
gotten to that point of ridiculousness. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is an opportunity . . . be-
cause the Government has earned its salaries. Minis-
ters have earned our salaries in this exercise of pre-
senting the Statement and policy for the country for 
2011/2012. We have. And under the Constitution the 
Opposition is required to give an equal accounting of 
itself and not to engage in what we have seen again 
and again. It keeps going on. Why would a Member of 
this House call for salaries of MP’s—yourselves—to 
be cut and to be reduced?  



688 25 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

Are you feeling that you are not earning your 
salaries? Have you reached this point? Are you dys-
functioning to this level? 
 
[Inaudible interjection} 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: We have earned our salaries, 
and we have done our very best, and it is reflected in 
the street when people speak to me and Members of 
the Government about how they are receiving this 
Budget. And people are complimentary. They find that 
the payroll tax rollback, the strategy of cuts taken Min-
istry to Ministry has been something that is seen as 
not only strategic, but prudent, and they understand it.  

May I just comment on the Honourable Mem-
ber Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin’s analysis that the Honour-
able Member ended with, that said that we sought to 
make cuts this time, why did we not do it last time? 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, I know that that Honour-
able Member knows that in every budget exercise, for 
the several budgets that we have presented in the 
House that has been the case. You do not get every-
thing that you seek, so the exercise of accessing pri-
orities takes place. 

On this occasion, in the context of 2009/2010 
with the global impacts on this economy, there was an 
even increased level of scrutiny. And we had to find 
$150 million of cuts, and we found it with $80 million 
of capital cuts and the balance in current account. And 
it is an exercise that we still regard (and we make no 
apologies for it) as valuable, because we will find 
ways to do what we must do as Government with 
much less funding, but do just as well. And innovate. 

And the exercise with injustice as being salu-
tary and beneficial, and the country will be the benefi-
ciary. We did so in tandem with global governments, 
but we did so with huge success. Why? We did so 
with a blessed absence of rebellion or protest, not the 
likes of which we saw in Britain, where their people 
have been taking to the streets, or France, where 
people have been taking to the streets; not in the spe-
cific context of budget cuts. 

The reason we have been able to pursue and 
institute our cuts and not cause public sector loss of 
jobs was because the fundamentals in Bermuda, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, the fundamentals in Bermuda have 
been right historically throughout the course of this 
Government (the Progressive Labour Party Govern-
ment). The Gross National Product and the GDP of 
this country throughout the course of history of this 
Government has been stellar. 

And to listen to the other thesis of the Opposi-
tion (starting with the Opposition Finance spokesman) 
to say that our troubles and our debt rate and the un-
employment and the flat revenues have nothing to do 
with the global impacts, is to watch the Opposition 
create first, their ivory tower. The difficulty with creat-
ing ivory towers . . . it is okay to make ivory towers if 
you are into that type of thing, but do not seek to oc-

cupy them. Do not go and try to live in your ivory 
tower, as if it is some type of reality. 

It has been absolutely clear that in tourism, on 
our air arrivals, that in construction . . . all of the eco-
nomic contributors to our economy in the country were 
all impacted—not as a consequence of what this 
Government did, but as a consequence of the global 
downturn. There were not as many tourists taking to 
the air, the construction cycle and investment in con-
struction began to recede after that big construction 
bubble in our country. Retail began to obviously re-
spond to the absence of air and cruise visitors . . . it is 
all set out in the economic review. And so that is the 
ivory tower that I accuse the Opposition of creating—
ignoring the facts. They are there. 

And then I was quite grateful to the Minister of 
Health for his litany of reasons, the outcomes and 
output consequent upon the spending of the Progres-
sive Labour Party Government over the years, from 
2007. And I accept the Opposition’s analysis that we 
did do so prior to the onset of the global economic 
downturn. That is true. 

There was a level of anticipation, there was 
certainly a presence of surplus revenues in place, and 
we spent on infrastructure. We spent on circling and 
ring-fencing the vulnerable. And it is significant that 
we spent in areas which were at the weakest per-
formance levels in our economic peace, so that in an-
ticipation, for example, putting a good deal of money 
in the docks, so that when the economy recovers and 
we see more visitors coming we have already in-
vested in the area where we expect to see increased 
or improved growth. And so this was strategic, this 
was deliberate, this was helpful. 

There was a good case to be made for spend-
ing of surplus when we did do so, and spending it in 
the right areas. Because we have also now seen (if 
anybody in the Opposition will just be careful and ex-
amine the facts) that are there the trends showing the 
recovery beginning to take place. 

Mr. Acting Speaker, it has been artless for 
some of the spokespersons for the Opposition who 
have so far spoken to continue to make these artless 
references to 1998 levels of budgeting. Life has 
changed. We are now in a billion dollar . . . the Hon-
ourable Member, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, was the chief 
cheerleader on this front, because that was her thesis. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: We are entitled to make com-
parisons as you wish, but it is how you have inter-
preted them that I am now assessing, and it just 
makes no sense. Because when David Saul, the Fi-
nance Minister, or David Gibbons, were engaged in 
managing the fiscal statement for those years, it was 
very different from where we are in 2010/2011. Just 
very different. 



Official Hansard Report 25 February 2011 689 
 

 House of Assembly 

 First of all, our income. Do you realise that the 
income (and it is in the economic review) . . . we have 
a total employment income of $3.5 billion in 2010. So 
if you have that kind of income rate going on, just for 
employment . . . and if you are thinking about infra-
structure improvement and ring-fencing the vulner-
able, spending a billion dollars on that total Govern-
ment response to the people’s needs is logical, it is 
aligned with your overall demands on all that you are 
doing in your country. You are living in a billion-dollar 
economy; you are living in a GDP of . . . when we 
were at our top, we were nearly . . . it was either $5 
billion of Gross Domestic Product in this country. So 
you make decisions to respond to people’s needs 
when you have the ability and the capacity to spend. 

So we did, and we have earned our incomes 
and our salaries in this Government, and this Budget 
Statement is one that was very difficult for the Opposi-
tion to criticise. And I think it is why we have been 
hearing these reactions from the Opposition thus far. 
Really, the constitutional requirement on you is to do 
what Mark Bean, the Honourable Member, did earlier 
today, which was to make a constructive analysis, 
come up with some ideas. 

To hear Grant Gibbons, the Honourable 
Member, sit over there and be reduced to bean count-
ing, essentially. I mean he is a doctor. He is a Member 
of this House for many years. But counting beans is 
not going to help the country or us to get to a point of 
increased understanding. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: No, no! Do not count beans, 
make an analysis, please.  

But there has been this boring, boring repeti-
tive reference to the billion dollar debt and the smug-
ness which goes with it. It is embarrassing; it makes 
me get up and have to stand and react to it. But I 
commend the newest Member of this House, who set 
a shining example for each one of us by attacking the 
country’s current context in a way that is thoughtful. 

Plans by the Government are called for. Mr. 
Acting Speaker, the Honourable Member, Dr. Gib-
bons, the Honourable Member, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin 
. . . they all realise  . . . they may have forgotten, but 
they should not forget, because this Government in 12 
years has presented plans on a regular basis, which 
are the subject matter of policies; whether they are 
plans within health, or plans within the telecommuni-
cations industry. These are where the plans are. 

 This is not China, where we are going to 
come up and the Minister of Finance is going to lay 
out some 20-month or some 20-year plan before you. 
What we do is state a plan for repayment of debt, we 
set out the basic fiscal policy of how we are going to 
promote various ministry initiatives, all operating to 
sustain a nation’s economic needs, health needs, jus-

tice needs, public work infrastructure needs. We set 
them out. 

And because we know that we operate in 
Bermuda, which is a successful private sector country, 
we get out of the way, we facilitate. But we do not set 
out long, elaborate plans. The plans are set out by 
Ministers, reacting and responding to the needs of the 
various departments over which we have responsibil-
ity. Those are where the plans are, so you will not see 
a plan in a national budget of any consequence. The 
plans do come from ministries. And you see them with 
great regularity in this House as we bring them here. 
Those are where the plans are on this occasion and 
until the country recovers. 

This is a small economy. We have peculiar 
and particular exposure to external factors, and so we 
have to wait for the global economy (particularly the 
one that is operating as our chief trading partner) of 
the United States to improve before we see real 
changes or growth here. That is what we are waiting 
for, and the trends have been already indicated to us. 
 
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, there has been 
no compromising of the levels of funding within justice 
that will compromise law and order or the administra-
tion of justice, and yet we were able to effect required 
cuts and required scale backs, and work in a context 
of making the scarce dollars that we have within the 
Ministry of Justice work so that we continue to provide 
legal aid, although even there we effected revisions, 
and we are continuing to effect changes so that we do 
not continue to fund with ever expanding legal aid 
funding so that the fund becomes unsustainable. So 
we are making adjustments within that element of the 
provision of coverage of legal representation across 
the board, whether for criminal cases or other levels of 
cover for persons seeking representation. 
 Within the Corrections Department we have 
had to make cuts, and we will continue to look for 
ways to ensure that we deliver both the safe care of 
our inmates but also pursue the programmes for their 
transformation. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the area of continuing to pro-
vide advice to departments through the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Chambers and to craft legislation within the At-
torney General’s Chambers, all of this will continue to 
take place within the Ministry of Justice with our 
budget allocation that is there. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we soldier on and call on all 
of us to just look at the facts. We cannot live in a world 
where the Opposition takes the point that the obvious 
facts of the context of a global downturn and the im-
pact that it has had on all of the contributors to the 
economy is the reason why we have had our unem-
ployment go up. Of course it is going to go up, Mr. 
Speaker, as people either in the retail sector or the 
construction sector or the real estate sector, as all of 
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these activities within the economy are impacted. It is 
going to cause persons to be out of work. 

We look for opportunities for the economy to 
turn, but we plan a Bermuda which positions itself for 
the recovery. We even put in place through that $12 
million dollar allocation to help as a stimulus for these 
times and this context. The Budget Statement of 
2011/2012 was very difficult (as has been indicated by 
the Deputy Premier) to critique or to find in it any level 
of criticism. 
 The point that payroll was rolled back at this 
time was the right thing to do; what on earth else 
would you do in this context? What else would you 
do? So if it was the right thing to do, do not try and 
gainsay us that step . . . or try and mischaracterise it 
as an afterthought. Frankly, it was one of the few 
choices we had; it was the obvious choice we had. 
And the choice for putting it at the 16th last year was 
quite clearly understood; it was in the context of fund-
ing spending. 

But no, the Opposition were in desperation to 
find some way to mischaracterise even that wonderful 
move by the Government, and so they pick up on and 
grasp at straws where they can . . . even the straw 
about salaries was not even of the Opposition’s mak-
ing. It was that gentleman at our town hall meeting 
who came up with it. So they grasped at that.  

And to hear the Honourable Member, Mrs. 
Jackson, go on about she was there and heard it, and 
it becomes her beating drum here in this House, and it 
makes no sense. It demeans the Opposition when we 
are expecting an intelligent analysis to go on, and not 
reaction. We are expecting an intelligent assessment 
and analysis to go on. The country expects this of 
you. 

Stop doing this nonsense and let us not have 
another speech along these lines. The country is ex-
pecting you to contribute to the context that we now 
find ourselves in, not to be reactive, grabbing at 
straws. Get up, for heaven’s sake, and make a sensi-
ble contribution. These are important times for us. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: During the next 12 months, all 
of us should have our shoulders to the wheel. But this 
is infantile; absolutely infantile and unhelpful.  

 We hope that we have a better quality of de-
bate. I fear that for those Members who have gotten 
up thus far—and these are the senior Members of the 
United Bermuda Party, from whom you would have 
expected a level of leadership. We have lost that op-
portunity. It has not been pretty, and it has not been 
helpful. 

Try and get your acts together. Because I 
know it is difficult for you to be over there making 
these extraordinary disconnected statements in the 
context of a National Budget. But the country expects 
this of you. You have a constitutional role to play, and 

you just cannot come up and play it loosely, as I have 
detected that you have. It is just not about taking 
shots and getting caustic, it really is not.  

As I said, we had an excellent example from 
the youngest and most junior Member of this House. 
Now, if Mr. Bean can do it, the Honourable Member, 
then senior Members of the Opposition should be do-
ing it. 

We have earned our salaries over here. The 
country has welcomed the resetting of the course that 
we have set the country on (in the context that we are 
in), they have appreciated it. And they expect opposite 
Members to give an equal account of themselves. 
 I think I am done with the things that I wished 
to say in this general debate on the Budget of 
2011/12. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Scott, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Sandys North. 
 I am going to take the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, the Honourable Member, Mr. H. Swan, from St. 
George’s West. 
 The Leader of the Opposition has the floor. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity to 
make a contribution on this important Budget debate. I 
want to start off where the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Scott, left off, where the Honourable Member seemed 
extremely aggrieved by the tenor of the Opposition 
debate, particularly, and specifically, as I have heard 
the chorus as it relates to salaries. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, I am sure there were 
other things that exercised him that we included in this 
Budget. I think I will sum it up this way: He who feels 
it, knows it best. And I think, by having to grapple with 
the fact that one way be challenged . . . because I am 
sure, as I have been in the banks . . . a lady told me 
just this morning, “Mr. Swan, you are making all that 
money?” 
 I said, “Ma'am, you know, I made more in the 
private sector before I got to public office, but I did not 
come to public office for what I could make. I aspired 
to get into public office a long time ago to see what I 
could do for my country, and” put hand over heart 
“that was the intent.” 

And I have great empathy for how Members 
would feel exercised because it brings into question 
whether or not they are earning their keep. But I 
started off by saying he who feels it knows it because 
up and down the breadth of this country, whether or 
not it be the family members who are living in cars, 
whether or not it is the people who are stopping me 
saying, “Mr. Swan, why can we not have public baths 
in the country?”, because they cannot take a bath in a 
home; whether or not it is the people that are standing 
out asking, “how can you help me now?” who used to 
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have a job; whether or not it is the people in this coun-
try, Mr. Speaker, who are finding themselves having 
to work in jobs that they never dreamed they would 
have to apply for in their life, Mr. Speaker . . . In this 
country we have people hurting like never before. 
That is the reality. That is why Members on that side 
feel a little bit challenged.  

Mr. Speaker, I spend a lot of time in the street, 
and a lot of streets in a lot of different constituencies 
other than mine. But I quite enjoy mine down in the 
glorious east. But, Mr. Speaker, I will tell you that one 
thing is consistent up and down this country, whether 
or not you are going in that community because 
someone had been affected by gunshots, or whether 
or not they had a family member murdered; whether 
or not they have been recently robbed; whether or not 
they just wanted to talk to you about the fact that they 
lost their job, whether or not they cannot pay their bills 
or whether or not the lights got turned off; or whether 
or not you can ask BELCO to give them a reprieve 
(which they are doing), the message is consistent up 
and down this country. 

People are looking for the type of leadership 
that they have not received for the last number of 
years under a PLP Government. They feel that way, 
and if you put your feet on the pavement and go in 
that community and just put on maybe a cap or dun-
garees and just walk by yourself and give them the 
opportunity to approach you, you will be pleasantly—
well you might not be pleasantly—but you will be sur-
prised what they will share with you, some of the sto-
ries. 
 
An Hon. Member: We know all of the stories, be-
cause we do exactly that. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, the Hon-
ourable Member, my good friend and the Member 
who last spoke, challenged us to raise the debate. I 
want to respectfully say that I have been quite en-
couraged by the debate. I am very proud of my 
Shadow Finance Minister. I say my Shadow Finance 
Minister because under the rules and Constitution of 
the United Bermuda Party, who I serve and lead, it is 
my duty to appoint a Shadow Finance Minister. 

This gentleman served for four years in an-
other place with me, and one thing I can say is he has 
done a sterling job in the other place, he has done a 
sterling job in this place, and he has been consistent 
in his deliberations. Consistent, Mr. Speaker. I enter-
tain the interpolations, I do not have to lobby. I am 
here at the will and pleasure of some good people in 
St. George’s North. 

I serve as a leader of a Party, and on my first 
day I said, will it be a day? Will it be a month? Will it 
be a year? Will it be two? Will it be three? Will it be 
ten? It is not up to me. It is out of my hands. But I tell 
you, Mr. Speaker, I will do the best I can as long as I 
can. Notwithstanding that, I was elected under the 

United Bermuda Party banner in 2007 at the election 
by some good people in St. George’s and I will do the 
best by them that I can daily. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say this while I am on this 
note about the United Bermuda Party. Because as the 
Leader of the United Bermuda Party, anything that is 
wrong or has been done bad by the United Bermuda 
Party I am prepared to shoulder that blame. The buck 
stops with me. If they have a problem with the United 
Bermuda Party, blame me. I will take responsibility. If 
you think it has a bad legacy, I have a bad legacy. If 
you think it has done wrong in this country, I have 
done wrong in this country. 

But you know what, Mr. Speaker, I will tell you 
this; today we are here to debate the Budget— 
 
The Speaker: Well, I was beginning to wonder. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: —and there have only 
been seven persons, Mr. Speaker, charged with the 
responsibility in the history of this country since repre-
sented government to present a budget. Seven peo-
ple. And I am going to name them, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause it is important. 
 
An Hon. Member: Why? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I will get to that, be-
cause it is Bermuda’s turn. Mr. Speaker, the late Sir 
John Sharpe, I believe (you can correct me if you 
would like to), may have been the first under the new 
Constitution of 1968 to serve as Finance Minister.  
 Following him and his departure as Leader of 
the United Bermuda Party and Finance Minister, came 
a gentleman, a great steward. His name is Sir David 
Gibbons, and he is still alive. I remember it all too well, 
he used to come and say “I have balanced budget, 
and my record speaks for itself.” And a good record 
he had as well, Mr. Speaker, in stewardship for this 
country as well as progressing some social policies. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, the Government 
came here with this Budget that refers to the Eco-
nomic Empowerment Zone, and I give the Govern-
ment and the Premier kudos for the Economic Em-
powerment Zone and what it is doing in St. George’s 
with regard to the golf course. Because, Mr. Speaker, 
I planted a seed to a member of the Economic Em-
powerment Zone some two years ago about the im-
portance of having that golf course reopened. And, 
you know, the member who I shared it with (not the 
Member of this House, but the member of there) per-
sisted, and I believe that is about to bear fruit. I have 
seen some correspondence with some visitors over-
seas that received some correspondence that that golf 
course may be opened. 

That is what politicians interested in their 
community and their country do; they work behind the 
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scenes. And I am grateful to have been a part of that, 
and to have been part of a process behind the scenes 
without any fur-fur. But that EE (Economic Empower-
ment) zone— 
 
The Speaker: Keep the temper down a little bit. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: —comes under the 
Small Business Development Corporation. The origins 
of the Small Business Development Corporation came 
about when the country needed some analysing. 

A former Premier of this country, Mr. David 
Gibbons, brought about Mr. Kenneth Clark—a well 
renowned social psychologist back in the 1970s, a 
man associated with Dr. Martin Luther King—who 
came to this country, did some analysis, came to the 
realisation that this country needed to do more for the 
black community— 
 
The Speaker: It seems like you have forgotten what 
we are here for. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I am talking about the 
Budget, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Well . . .  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker I am just 
giving some origins on the Bermuda Small Business 
Development Corporation, because it is not good 
enough to come here— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, just keep the tone down a little bit. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I do get . . . I am not trying to be disrespect-
ful— 
 
The Speaker: I know you are getting excited, but 
keep the tone down. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I am passionate be-
cause I believe, Mr. Speaker, in what I say. 
 
The Speaker: Keep the tone down.  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Because Mr. Speaker, 
some folks would just have you think that the EE Zone 
and the Bermuda Small Business Development Cor-
poration just, poof [sound effect], fell out of the sky in 
1998. But it did not, Mr. Speaker. Some good, well 
meaning people who came before us in this House—
some may have had the opportunity to serve with 
them—did some good work too. 

And I think, as people try to satisfy how peo-
ple perceive them, they are prepared to diminish what 
other people have done. That is my responsibility to-
day, just a dear country boy, just to say that if the EE 
Zone, and the Small Business Development Corpora-

tion and this Budget are doing some good, it is just to 
remind persons that you can trace back their origins of 
doing good to a United Bermuda Party Government 
that did a lot of other things good as well. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was just putting in a little plug. 
Maybe the EE zone might get expanded down a little 
east and a little west and different areas, which would 
have been a good thing. So we were doing good 
things back then, when we had an Opposition who 
might have been pushing and prodding, who might 
have said some of the very same things that you are 
telling us we should not say today—but you said it, 
and it worked. And we are going to say it, because it 
needs to be said. There is nothing wrong with that. 
Take it; like you tell me, take it. I know how to take my 
licks in politics, Mr. Speaker. I have taken my share 
and then some other people’s share in the last three 
years— 
 
The Speaker: Well I know you are getting excited— 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I have to Mr. Speaker. I 
have not said much in the last three months, I have 
been very quiet. 
 
An Hon. Member: I would be too, if I was in your po-
sition. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: But Mr. Speaker, let me 
just finish something, because when I was naming 
those Finance Ministers, I think it is important to name 
the fact that Dr. Clarence James, still with us today; 
and Dr. Saul, still with us today; and Dr. Gibbons, still 
with us today; the late C. E. Cox, no longer with us 
today, and the Honourable Premier are the only seven 
people to be finance ministers. 

And, Mr. Speaker, one of the concerns that I 
have . . . and I declare my interest. I am quite fond of 
the Honourable Member, the Premier. She is a very 
delightful person. We went to school together. So I 
certainly would not be about tolerating anybody im-
pugning improper motives or saying things that are 
damaging personally to a person. 

But when it comes to your constitutional re-
sponsibility, Mr. Speaker . . . today we are living an 
economic hangover as a consequence of the tenure 
of a previous leader of this country. And the Shadow 
Finance Minister, who, I repeat, did a good job in pre-
senting his Budget Reply, pointed out the differential 
between my first Budget, as Premier. And there is 
some significance, because it is the first budget when, 
I’m totally in charge. And that does have some signifi-
cance. 

But as my colleague rightfully pointed out, 
when it comes to the dollars, you have been in charge 
all this time. That is what the boys are telling me, that 
is what the people in this country have a little problem 



Official Hansard Report 25 February 2011 693 
 

 House of Assembly 

with. And, Mr. Speaker, they talk very country—down 
at the club they can talk extremely country when it is 
affecting their pockets. And I felt my duty today, ever 
so briefly, that I might present from the Budget what 
the constitutional responsibility has been for all of 
those seven persons— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I did say Dr. Saul; yes I 
did. The Bermuda Constitution Order, page 84, sec-
tion (3), says “No moneys shall be withdrawn from any 
public fund other than the Consolidated Fund unless 
the issue of those moneys has been authorised by or 
under any law.” 
 Now, why would I read that? Well Mr. 
Speaker, last year I got a Minute on the Cabinet Of-
fice, and you know that was a costly Minute. Because 
in that budget that we had last year, one of the things 
that we needed to point out was when the Finance 
Minister last year sent down an edict for all Ministers 
to cut back their budgets, in total disregard [to] the 
Finance Minister that budget [was] actually short by 7 
per cent or 9 per cent. 

Because what you had, Mr. Speaker, in a 
budget was the removal of a significant amount of 
monies, for apples to apples, to actually ignore the 
edict. But what it says under the Constitution is that 
that Premier could have been reprimanded for doing 
so. But he was not alone, you know, because other 
Ministers did likewise. 

And so, when you throw out a challenge as an 
Opposition, because in Opposition you going to say 
the Government is going to have its way and the Op-
position will have its say and the Government will 
have its way, so we have to say it, sometimes, in a 
way that makes you uncomfortable brothers and sis-
ter. And in doing so we have a responsibility, Mr. 
Speaker to illuminate what is being done that is not 
serving the best interests of the country. 

And this hangover that we are experiencing 
as a consequence of that style of leadership, speaks 
to a mindset of spend, spend, spend, rather than 
save, save, save. Because when my colleague, Mr. 
Richards, was sitting in another place and when he 
came here— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable . . .  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: The Honourable Mem-
ber, indeed, Mr. Speaker, made reference in one of 
his budget replies to a very famous biblical story about 
the experience of Joseph and his dreams, and how 
Joseph interpreted the dreams of the Pharaoh—
Pharaoh of Egypt, I might say—and how the Pharaoh 
even took Joseph’s advice—a slave though he was, 
and imprisoned as he was—took his advice and did 
put aside some berries. As a consequence, the peo-
ple of Egypt were able to flourish when the famine 

came. Joseph was even reunited with his family, Mr. 
Speaker, as a consequence.  

They had not taken that advice, because they 
had cast Joseph away, and then what happened? He 
was reunited with his family that did him wrong. Is that 
not something, Mr. Speaker?  

But guess what? When my colleague used 
that reference, he was ridiculed, he was called, oh 
what crystal ball are you talking through? And people 
made a mockery out of Mr. Richards— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member in here. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: The Honourable Mem-
ber. Do you remember, Mr. Speaker, how they used 
Mr. Richards across the floor? 
 
The Speaker: Well, when are you going to stop talk-
ing about this one? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I am, Mr. Speaker.  

And, as a consequence of not heading, the 
country adopted the mindset that allowed the former 
Premier and his Ministers that followed his suit . . . 
you talk about people looking for support? He must 
have had some support to get away with all that. He 
had to get some support.  

And, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member in 
the Budget book even allowed us then to allow a Min-
istry to bypass Works & Engineering, and that is 
where we came up with this new procurement office, 
Mr. Speaker. But in accordance with the Constitution, 
people always had procurement. 

On page [84] of the Constitution it says—Mr. 
Speaker, with your permission I will read a little bit of 
our constitution—“Withdrawal of money from the Con-
solidated Fund or other public funds”, Mr. Speaker 
95(1) says, “No money” (not some money, not a little 
bit of money, no money) shall be withdrawn from the 
Consolidated Fund except upon the authority of a war-
rant under the hand of the Minister of Finance.”  

Now I know my brothers and sisters up and 
down this country know a little bit about warrants, be-
cause some are receiving warrants today because 
they cannot pay their mortgage. Some are getting 
warrants today because they are even getting their 
taxes taken. But guess what? The leader of this coun-
try ignored a warrant. He ignored the warrant of the 
Finance Minister to pull in the rein, used his political 
muscle— 
 
The Speaker: But the debate is about this one. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes, Mr. Speaker, we 
are. And I want that, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
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Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I am referring to how we 
got a billion dollar Budget, Mr. Speaker, because you 
know what? When the Honourable Premier went to a 
press conference last week about this same Budget 
you are holding up, said, “We do not have to talk 
about numbers, it is about people.” I am talking about 
the people that cost us the billion, Mr. Speaker. That 
is what I am talking about. 
 
The Speaker: Keep the temper down.  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. That is what we are talking about.  

We got this way because some people made 
some wrong decisions in the interests of the real peo-
ple of this country, and it is costly. And do you know 
what? It has cost us $180,000 a day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know if you walk 
across to the marketplace. But I have friends that stop 
me out there. You know, there are people that have to 
use vouchers to get their food today. And I am grateful 
for the helping agencies out there, but in this Budget, 
Mr. Speaker, there are helping agencies that are cry-
ing foul.  

Why? What type of mindset would have you 
come up here and say, Look, I care about average 
persons, but the people who are really connected to 
the average person are finding it different. 
 
The Speaker: Come back in your place. This is not 
Sunday morning now. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: No it is not, Mr. 
Speaker, but you know it is the morning after. 
 
The Speaker: You can dance around on Sunday 
morning, but not in here. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: It has got to be the 
morning after economically, and people are hurting, 
Mr. Speaker, like no tomorrow. 
 And let us just touch on tourism a little bit. I 
did not intend to be long, Mr. Speaker, not at all today. 
Because, like I said, unlike the critique of others, I cer-
tainly feel it necessary to support the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Richards.  

But, Mr. Speaker, tourism is about relation-
ships. And, certainly in my private life, I enjoyed all the 
years that I worked in tourism. And if ever I have to 
find private employ ever again, Mr. Speaker—it may 
be tomorrow, as some folks would have it; it  may be 
the day after tomorrow, if some folks might have it—
but, Mr. Speaker, let me tell you, the beautiful thing 
about this industry is that you have to have a heart for 
it. And, you know, our people grew up with a heart for 
tourism.  

The Honourable Member, the Deputy Leader 
of the country, knows exactly what I am speaking 
[about], because he was one of the people that made 
up that cadre of Bermudians that did our industry well. 

We have got to get the product right in this 
country in tourism. The product is not only bricks and 
mortar, the product is our people. The Government 
talks about the Hospitality Institute very often. But, Mr. 
Speaker, we have Stonington College that the mind-
set of this Government saw it necessary to do away 
with. And I am not going to get into all the reasons 
why and how well documented . . . it was not a good 
decision for the people of this country. 

But that is the type of thing that we have to do 
to get the people who are best able to sell Bermudi-
ans. There is no one outside of this country, respect-
fully, that could sell Bermuda as good as I feel I or 
another Bermudian can. That is who we have to get 
involved in our industry. 
 So, I support the fact that the new Minister of 
Tourism—part time as she will be, because it is a full 
time responsibility to get this tourism— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: No, it is not a blow; it is 
not a blow. 
 
An Hon. Member: Well, why mention it? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I mention it because I 
am going to my next point. And my next point, Mr. 
Speaker . . . the inference is this: it is what I have said 
repeatedly and insistently for years. If our industry is 
ailing, if it needs to be fixed, the best people to fix are 
certainly not . . . it is certainly not someone who has 
spent a limited time in the industry, it is the industry 
itself. 

There is no better time  . . . I said this last year 
on a Tourism Authority. It is what our competitors, 
when we were the top of the heap in tourism, came 
and went away and decided [it] needed to be devel-
oped there. And I respectfully submit, Mr. Speaker, it 
is the best way forward for us. 

And it is not a matter of why they did not. The 
Government have had 12 years . . . they have a re-
cord, and their record is not pretty. It is not pretty at 
all, Mr. Speaker. If it was, I would give them some 
credit if it was pretty; it is not. And Mr. Speaker, the 
difference is we have not been the Government for 
nearly 13 years. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: And, Mr. Speaker, the 
five Finance Ministers that I called before 1998 did a 
sterling job for this country, did a sterling job. [They] 
did not have the unemployment that we see today. 
[They] had stewardship that would hold a Premier ac-
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countable, and  were not afraid to tell their Ministers 
that they could not spend. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
An Hon. Member: If you have done so well, why are 
you not in Government anymore? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, with your 
indulgence, I will answer that Member. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the best things that could 
happen to any political party is to spend some time in 
Opposition. It is a good thing. And I am certainly 
grateful for the 12 to 13 years that we have spent in 
Opposition, Mr. Speaker, because it is therapeutic.  

Mr. Speaker, to the detriment of the country, 
the most qualified Opposition would be best served 
being back in Opposition because they have done this 
country a disservice, particularly with the type of debt 
that we have to negotiate today, Mr. Speaker. 

When our grandchildren have to look back 
and be saddled with the burden that we have today, 
how can we look them in the face? How can we?  

Mr. Speaker, when they go back and start 
looking at . . . and I was talking earlier about the 
hangover. When they start looking at projects like the  
cruise pier and Dockyard, when they start looking at 
the TCD [The Transport Control Department], when 
they start looking at the way Port Royal was done, 
when they start looking up and down the country at 
some of the ways in which proper tendering proc-
esses were bypassed. When they start tallying up to 
see how they got that billion dollar debt, Mr. Speaker, 
that is going to be the telltale. 

And, Mr. Speaker, when the Ministers start 
having to look these folks in the face and deal with 
some of the questions that they have . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, dare I say, 
that is not a pretty picture that this country has to deal 
with today.  

Let me just speak ever so briefly on the envi-
ronment. And I do speak for the environment, so I feel 
duty bound to say just a few words on it. 
 Mr. Speaker, the one thing that I will say in 
favour of the environment is that we certainly need to 
protect scenes like this, if I will. I will be prepared to 
table it, but it is a lovely picture of one of our important 
tourism products—golf hole framed with great green-
ery around it and yellow woods. Mr. Speaker, let me 
say that this is the type of scenery that has been Ber-
muda’s hallmark. And what is left of our open space 
needs to be protected and guarded jealously. 

Pretty soon they will be talking about another 
build—in a few days—that speaks to this very issue, 

where concerns are very high that one day our future 
generations will not have a site such as this to go to. 
They will only be able to rely on the photographs in 
magazines of what it used to be. 

It is our responsibility . . . and I want to give 
kudos to the maiden speech of the young man. He 
certainly was wide-ranging and provocative, but I ex-
pect no less. I have known him, and I know his late 
mother would be very proud to see him. 

But indeed Mr. Speaker, if we are to be rulers 
over the animals and the earth, there will not be any 
birds or bees or flowers without the trees. They need 
that environment. So in order to have it, you have to 
protect it as well! And Mr. Speaker, when we have the 
type of land that has been, some would say given 
away in great proportions in recent years, and still 
having to consider even more being developed, over-
developed as I would say. I respectfully say that we 
need to adopt the mindset where we are going to pro-
tect our future generations. The ocean around us, the 
greenhouse effect that allows us to enjoy some lovely 
rains will be put into jeopardy unless we as legislators 
stand up and stand tall for a greener environment. 

And you cannot have a greener environment 
just by painting all the buildings green. I know it works 
around election time. You see a green building over 
there and you just assume that that might be PLP ter-
ritory. I am making light, but it is far more serious than 
that, Mr. Speaker, because unless we have some 
trees and some open space, we are going to be no 
more than a modern day Hong Kong in the 21st cen-
tury. And I do not want that for my children. And I 
know, Mr. Speaker, you have grandchildren. And I 
know you do not want that for yours. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, that will certainly make it 
easier for us, as pictures such as this made it easier 
for us to go away and bring tourists to our shores. Be-
cause if a tourist wants to leave the eastern seaboard 
and see concrete, they will leave Westchester or they 
will leave the Hampton’s and go to Manhattan. They 
would leave Cape Cod and go to Boston. They would 
leave New York and they would go to Providence. We 
need them to leave there, go to a gateway airport and 
fly to Bermuda. We need to preserve the uniqueness 
that sets Bermuda apart from the rest of the world. 

The amount of tourists we need to come to 
this Island to make this country work is not a very 
large amount of people, by the spectrum of the 
amount of people up and down the eastern seaboard. 
But we have not been fishing where the fish are when 
it comes to tourism. We have been spending our 
money on a lot of other areas and a lot of markets that 
did not allow us to nurture the markets we had already 
established, Mr. Speaker. That is a fact, supported by 
even Members on that side who have said as much. 
 
The Speaker: I thought you were on the environment. 
You changed gear. 
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Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: The environment and 
tourism are intertwined; you cannot talk about one 
without the other.  

That is the mistake we made, Mr. Speaker. 
You think you can bring people here and give them 
New York City, but then, if they want New York City, 
well they can go to New York City. I want to bring 
them to Bermuda and let them experience beautiful 
Bermuda—Bermuda beaches, where they can take a 
walk in a nice park, walk through Fort Scaur, and they 
can go down Ferry Reach [park], where they can go 
over to Tucker’s Town and see some trees—I do not 
want them walking all around the Island and all they 
see is buildings, because not everybody is going to 
invite you here, Mr. Speaker, to let you enjoy looking 
at those buildings. 

So we have got to appreciate, if we are going 
to remain unique and special, that the beautiful coun-
try that the good Lord gave us . . . we have to do our 
best to jealously protect it and not allow it to be given 
away, especially for the types of reasons we here are 
being given that we should. It is not right, Mr. 
Speaker, and I cannot endorse that. 
 In closing, Mr. Speaker— 
 
An Hon. Member: Take your time, take your time. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: In closing, Mr. Speaker, 
I just want to make reference to one point that was 
made by the Honourable Member, my good friend, the 
Deputy Premier, when he made reference to the in-
come gap that existed before the Government came 
into power in 1998, because sometimes you have to 
get things in their proper perspective. 

He rightfully quoted a study done by Dorothy 
Newman, I believe, and there were other studies that 
were done that pointed out where the Island was fail-
ing and some of the things the Island needed to ad-
dress in order to go forward. That is a moving target; 
that happens today, it happened yesterday. 

But where he was incorrect was to suggest 
that during that time, Mr. Speaker, this country moved 
from being a country where there was a very huge 
gap to where there was a very thriving middle-class 
that grew out of the policies made by the United Ber-
muda Party, thank you very much. 

I can certainly say . . . I mentioned a few Fi-
nance Ministers. Some of them were Premiers. And I 
would be remiss if I did not say that during that 13-
year tenure of Sir John Swan, where there were many 
houses built, I remember running in that first election 
in 1983 when we— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes, I will never forget 
that, Mr. Speaker. Because sometimes in politics you 

have to earn your place, and I know what it is to run 
and lose. I know what it is to knock on a few cousins’ 
doors and say they can take care of you, and that 
does not mean they will go and vote for you. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: But let me tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, in 1983 when I knocked on doors, there was 
a housing crisis. And, Mr. Speaker, I can remember 
the Honourable former Member of this Parliament who 
was responsible for Housing, Mr. Quinton [Edness]  
and his Parliamentary Secretary in another place was 
Mr. Llewellyn Peniston, who was UBP at that time. 
And I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, they rolled up their 
sleeves. And, under the stewardship of their leader, 
Sir John Swan, they were responsible for the Gov-
ernment building houses from Top Square St. 
George[’s] and [St.] David’s and Hamilton Parish, all 
the way to Dockyard and almost every parish in be-
tween, Mr. Speaker—social programmes that worked 
for this country. 

And it would be wrong, Mr. Speaker, for any-
body to think that good things were not done by this 
Party (the United Bermuda Party). I get sick and tired 
of people who might want to suggest otherwise; that 
there was not a lot of good done. And so when the 
Honourable Member spoke about the income gap and 
the like, yes. And Mr. Speaker, we do have chal-
lenges, as we do now. There is an income gap that 
existed even before the recession hit this country. 

I spoke to it leading up to the 2007 election. I 
spoke about how many people will find it hard to make 
ends meet before the recession hit this country. Be-
fore the recession hit this country, in the 2007 elec-
tion, the United Bermuda Party . . . some 14 people 
got elected last time I checked in 2007 while we were 
still in the House of Assembly. But, Mr. Speaker, let 
me tell you this— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: In 2007, we advocated 
that the country needed to consider those people 
earning $42,000 or less, Mr. Speaker. That is what we 
said back then, because there were people hurting in 
this country under the PLP Government in 2007. And 
since that time, Mr. Speaker, it has gotten much 
worse, and why? 
 
An Hon. Member: The numbers got worse? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: No, the conditions of the 
people of this country have gotten worse under the 
leadership of the Progressive Labour Party because 
the good, sound financial advice given by my col-
league, the Shadow Minister of Finance, and our 
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team, has not been heeded, and the consequences 
are that the people of this country are having to live 
under conditions that are not acceptable. And the 
Government needs to take ownership; it is on their 
watch, it is by their deeds, and it is unacceptable. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, from St. 
George’s West, Leader of the Opposition. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
T. Lister. Minister Lister from Sandys South has the 
floor. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know I regard it as an hon-
our and a privilege to speak in this House. But I find it 
even more so when I follow the Honourable Member 
who just took his seat. I know that when I follow him, I 
have everybody’s attention, because he certainly has 
it, and he passes it on to me. So I thank him for wak-
ing up those who were sleeping, returning to the 
House, those who were outside playing around, and 
now we are ready to work. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me start by saying that we 
have a good Budget. We have a good Budget. We 
have a good Budget in light of the times in which we 
live. These are difficult times, and the Budget speech 
itself in the first one or two pages started off by re-
viewing conditions in other parts of the world. We 
have considered how others have done it.  

And you will notice that President Barack 
Obama has taken one approach, Prime Minister David 
Cameron has taken the exact opposite approach, and 
they are both trying to solve the same problem. So 
you cannot just say we will blindly follow this person or 
that person.  

The British people elected David Cameron in 
good faith, believing that he would have the answer. 
The American people elected (overwhelmingly) 
Barack Obama, believing he would have the right an-
swer. So we have to look at our own issues and our 
own problems and come up with solutions that work 
for Bermuda. 

These are difficult times. Business is down; 
there is no question about that. The number of com-
panies being formed in Bermuda in the last two or 
three years is not what it was previously. The number 
of jobs lost is extremely high relative to where we 
have been for the last 30 or 40 years. We have seen 
32 consecutive months of reduced retail sales. These 
are our realities. And so when we form a budget, we 
have to reflect on where we are and then come up 
with ways that move us out of the problem, recognis-
ing the extent of it and trying to get us back on our 
feet. 
 Now, if there was a theme this morning (from 
the spokesman for the Opposition Party) that theme 
had to have been you do not have a plan. But the re-

ality is, we have a plan. And actually, having a plan is 
not enough, you know; it is how you work the plan, 
what do you do with the plan, and that is what we are 
going to be doing. 

What you have heard today and what you will 
hear over the next seven sessions is Ministers ex-
plaining how they with their teams will take their jack-
ets off, roll up their sleeves and deal with the issues 
facing the people of Bermuda, and we will do it in a 
realistic way. We will assess and go forward. 

Reference is made in the Opposition Budget 
response in a manner of almost poking fun at the fact 
that last week, Thursday, a job fair was held down at 
Hamilton Princess, and 830-odd people showed up 
looking for 155 jobs. That is very serious; you should 
not make fun of it. What we were doing there was tak-
ing the jobs to the people, rather than having people 
wander around from this hotel to that hotel and the 
other hotel knocking on the doors and seeing if some-
thing is available. We sat with the hoteliers, came up 
with a plan, and executed phase one of that plan. 

Phase one is the introduction, the face to 
face. That happened that day. Phase two is the inter-
view process, and phase three is the employment. 
The hoteliers have told us that 155 people stand a 
very good chance of getting those jobs. Well 155 peo-
ple—that’s a lot of people getting employed off one 
day. There was a lot of work behind that day, but that 
day the interface took place. 

I applaud the Minister and her team for having 
the wisdom to do that. I have spoken with the Minister, 
and she plans to do this for other industrial areas. We 
have closed some categories—landscapers, clean-
ers—we can do the same thing in those areas. See 
who wants to work in these areas, see who already 
possesses the skills, because you know many Ber-
mudians have had many jobs. 

When jobs were abundant, a man would leave 
home in the morning, come home at night and say to 
the wife, By the way, I am not working there anymore. 
I got fed up with that job, so I am working over here, 
and he got a job midday. Remember those times? It 
really happened. Well, in doing that, many picked up 
multiple skills. 

I find it very dissatisfying, when I see the em-
ployers responding to the Minister by saying, If the 
Minister closes these categories, I will have to go out 
of business. I have a hard time being patient with 
people who are going to be negative while I am trying 
to get something done. That is all that is. That is just 
negative. They have not seen who is going to come. 
Now they may be able to honestly say, Over the pre-
vious three years, we interviewed 20 Bermudians and 
15 really did not fit; we hired five and three of them 
quit after a short time. That may well have been the 
case, but that was also a time when there were many 
jobs.  

So, the people who took the jobs may have 
been looking for something better, and they hung 
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around a short time and then moved to that something 
better. That is not the time we are living in. It is not the 
time. 

People have to change their expectations and 
put reality in place. And when you put reality in place, 
the thing that you have heard me say many times, I 
always say all jobs are good jobs. In the good times 
people say, Yes, Lister, go ahead, it sounds nice, 
keep saying it. In times like these, everybody under-
stands it. All jobs are good jobs. And so I was disap-
pointed to see the response from the employers to the 
Minister’s position. We have to get Bermudians work-
ing. That is our plan. 
 This Budget reflects in its makeup assistance 
to those in need; assistance to those in need. You 
know, if we were to follow the model of Barack 
Obama, the capital spending of some (I don’t know) I 
think it was $120 million last year, will be $220 this 
year, we would try to spend our way out of trouble. As 
we would try to get everybody working, as we would 
pave every piece of road in Bermuda that we could 
pave, we could build every bus shelter that we could 
build, we could do every sidewalk that we could find . . 
. that is what some countries do; that is what Barack 
Obama is doing. 

The Canadians used to do that. Those of us 
who went to school in Canada will recall that in the 
winter the roads were unbearable because of all of the 
snow, et cetera, and in the summer the highways 
were unbearable because of all of the road works. 
That is how they kept people going, you put them on 
the roads, let them build things. We could have done 
that, but we had to balance it. So instead of going up 
to $220 million or some number like that, $60 million, 
$70 million, $80 million was cut. Enough work was 
kept there, though, to keep everybody going. Clever, 
clever. 

Support was put in place for a major project in 
terms of the hospital, and, again, this same Minister is 
speaking with the people responsible for that project 
and impressing upon them the need to have as many 
Bermudian sub-contractors as possible, and to have 
as many Bermudian skilled workmen and women on 
site as possible. And she is making it clear. Do not 
waste your time asking for work permits for jobs Ber-
mudians can do. This has to be the approach. We 
have to take this approach to get our people back to 
work. 
 I heard the Opposition say, This is an election 
budget. Well you know what? If this is the election 
budget, let us have an election every year. People like 
it. It is going to get the job done. 
 
An Hon. Member: We get more seats though, you 
know. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well there is nothing wrong with 
that. And listen, they do not want them it keeps giving 

them away. They said 14; they are down to 9 now so . 
. . [Laughs] 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Is it nine or seven? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I think it is nine, I think it is nine.  

Mr. Speaker, it is not an election budget. It is 
a budget that is fit for the times. That is the key. 
 Now I have heard a lot of talk about a flip-flop 
on payroll tax. Let me give you this: The position 
taken on payroll tax this year will stimulate the econ-
omy by putting $50 million back.  

You know, wise economists always tell you it 
is better to let the people spend their own money. And 
so we have given $12.5 million to Ms. Smith, Ms. 
Jones, and Ms. Brown, and they will do what they 
want with that money. And while prudency would say 
save some of it, the speech made by the last speaker 
carries a lot of truth with regard to people’s situations. 
As a result, a lot of that money will actually get spent; 
it will not be saved.  

But the multiplier effect, which the Opposition 
Finance spokesman could tell us about, is about 
seven times. Can you live with seven? Well what 
number do you want? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Do not be silly, three? Listen, if 
you sat in my economics 101 class you would have 
failed. You would fail. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: You would fail. I am going put 
a— 
 
The Speaker: Is he going to give you a failing grade? 
[Laughs] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister:—If we put a multiplier of seven 
on that.  

That is what happens to real money, not play 
money. So if we put a multiplier of seven on there, 
12.5 times seven, rough math tells me that is 100. So 
we are going to stimulate the economy to the extent of 
$100 million by putting $12.5 million in the hands of 
Ms. Smith, Ms. Brown and Ms. Jones. What a good 
move. You see? Do not just look at the first stop; there 
are more stops on this track. So the second stop is 
the multiplier. 

What happens to the other $37.5 million? Well 
that goes to the hands of the employer, that same 
employer who last year and previous years, and right 
up to now, is struggling to make a payroll and is cut-
ting back hours, and his team of 10 is now a team of 
eight working reduced hours. You put that money 
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back in his hands and all of the sudden everybody 
works regular hours. And, as they get stronger, they 
get more jobs. They win this contract, they do this, 
they do that, and all of a sudden that team of eight is 
back to a team of 10. 

And so by putting the money back into the 
employer’s hands, we have a real good chance of 
stimulating the economy. We will get jobs going. And, 
you know, many times people want to think about all 
the big things. Well, we talked about this hospital al-
ready, but let’s talk about the small things. 

I will invite all of us to just go out after the next 
heavy rain and walk your neighbourhoods. What will 
you see? You will see brown roofs, because people 
[who] normally get their roof done in the fall of 2010, 
because it was the second year, did not get it done. 
 
An Hon. Member: They do not have the money. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Exactly!  

The comment was, They do not have the 
money. When we put the money back in their hands, 
what is going to happen? They will paint the roof, 
okay.  

We do not have to talk about building a hospi-
tal; we are just talking about painting the roof. So the 
small guy who goes out and does roofs, he is going to 
be busy, and then he will pay somebody, and they will 
pay somebody. You see that seven times, you under-
stand how that works now? That is how it works. 

So go out tomorrow and look at the roofs in 
your neighbourhood. Go out again in four months time 
and look. Simple as that. And you know, Mr. Speaker, 
I have used roofs after rain as an indicator of where 
the country stood for years, because we are proud of 
our houses. We use the water off the roof, we do not 
want to drink water off a dirty roof, and so we basically 
keep our roofs clean. And so, in 1992, when I went 
out and looked around I saw a lot of dirty roofs, be-
cause people were struggling then. Simple test. You 
do not have to go to the best university in the world, 
you know. Just use simple things that your granny 
taught you and apply them. They still work. 
 Mr. Speaker, our hotels—we need our hotels 
to be successful, and they have struggled. They have 
struggled, not in 2010; they have struggled for a long 
time. In a previous life as a professional auditor I 
worked with the BIU as a major client. And when ne-
gotiations came around the then-president, Honour-
able Simons, would call me over and say, Terry, let’s 
have a little talk about this. 

And some years we had looked at the com-
bined statements of the hotels and they had nice prof-
its. But there were some years we looked at them and 
there was just a loss on the table. There is no way 
that you could go and ask for a large increase when 
there was a loss. The combined financial statements 
of the hotels for years like 1987, 1992, maybe 1994—
those years the combined figure was a loss. 

So our hotels have struggled a long time. I do 
not want anybody leaving here thinking 2010 it is a 
long time. So knowing that and knowing how the re-
turn on capital has not been what one would want it to 
be, we have extended the tax break given to the ho-
tels. It is only prudent; it is only wise to do something 
like that. 
 Going back—I do not want to do a history les-
son, but just going back to 1998, 1999, 2000, in our 
early days we put the Hotel Concession Act in place. 
Why? For the same reason that Opposition Members 
have mentioned; it has always been hard to build a 
hotel in Bermuda. Hard, because of the natural cost 
differentials; nothing that says this person is too ex-
pensive and that person is not. No, it costs more to do 
business in Bermuda, everything costs more. Wages 
are more, BELCO is more, everything is more. That is 
our reality. Do not run away from it; deal with it, face it 
head on. 

That makes it hard, and so we put the con-
cession in place then and we have continued to renew 
them. The last time I remember something coming 
here was for Grotto Bay [Beach Resort], maybe about 
June 2010. We will bring them back; we have no prob-
lem with that. And so the tax breaks are put in place. 
These will encourage the hoteliers and will encourage 
tourism. 

We are looking for a stronger tourism year this 
year. We have to get a better result because of the 
employment effect that tourism has on our country. 
Tourism provides a lot of knock-on jobs. You should 
not measure tourism by how many people are working 
in the hotel. If we have a good tourism year, we will 
have more people pumping gas at the gas station in 
Paget where the cycle liveries are. It only makes 
sense, dose it not? So we want to get the results 
there, so we encourage it. 
 Mr. Speaker, I look with excitement and en-
thusiasm at the potential that Morgan’s Point repre-
sents at the Park Hyatt. The Park Hyatt is going to be 
vital to the long-term success of St. George. In the 
interim, we will continue on having the cruise ships 
dock in Dockyard, having the fast ferries take the tour-
ists down to St. George, letting them have a day in the 
town, having those who want to going out to Tobacco 
Bay (which has always been a great success) and 
providing for St. George in that way. 

We all understand that the town of St. George 
will be much better off when they have another ho-
tel—they have the St. George’s Club now, but when 
they have the Park Hyatt, and they will be much better 
off if and when we can have a cruise ship docking at 
Pennos Wharf. 

Now, I saw in the Opposition’s response a 
criticism of the fact that the cruise ships are all going 
into Dockyard, and I sort of smiled to myself because 
it turned almost into a Nike commercial, because it 
was said we should not— 
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An Hon. Member: Just do it. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, just do it. Well, I wish it 
was that easy, I really do, Mr. Speaker. Just do it.  

It is funny, when you are in Opposition you 
can flip-flop your position in five minutes and it is a-
okay. When you are in Government you have to have 
a line and a length and stay there. 

For many, many years the people in St. 
George said you cannot touch our town park; you 
cannot do a thing. And so they would not make any 
moves, nothing. And then they watched their town 
dying on the vine. And in this document today from 
the Opposition they describe it as a ghost town. I have 
been to St. George, and it was not Cup Match so it 
was special to me. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: To tell you the truth, I spent 
Wednesday afternoon in St. George; between St. 
George’s and the Southside. I even went to visit the 
constituency of the Honourable Member, Mrs. 
Foggo— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: See, I was all over.  

But, you know what? The ghost town effect is 
there. It is for real, so we have to get that squared 
away. We have the study going on . . . it does not just 
relate to St. George, it also relates to the city of Hamil-
ton. But our greatest wish is to get St. George’s 
squared away. Our hope is that the study will show us 
that the necessary work to the cut can be done, that it 
can be safe at all times (so it is not going to flood any-
thing in times of storms and hurricanes and things like 
that) and if that can happen, and at a cost that we can 
afford. That is an important one, is it not? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Boy, I have sat here tonight and 
listened to a lot of criticism about how much money 
we have spent on capital projects. If we spend a lot of 
money on the town of St. George, Mr. Speaker, I pre-
dict you will not hear a peep from the Opposition 
Leader. You will not hear a peep. 
 
An Hon. Member: He is not from St. George’s. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The comment is he is not from 
St. George’s. The truth is, as he said earlier; he 
wanted to come to Parliament. He tried in Somerset 
and the people rejected him, so he had to go all the 
way to the other end of the Island in order to come to 
Parliament, and he succeeded. I offer him my con-
gratulations. The good thing is, by him doing that we 
have yet another of Dolly Tucker’s boys in the Parlia-

ment, so that is a good thing. We have a lot of Dolly 
Tucker’s boys up here. 
 
An Hon. Member: Today is her birthday; she turns 95 
today. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Today is her birthday? Okay. 
Well, you know where we will have to go tomorrow, 
down to the backwoods and see Mrs. Tucker, who 
has been a vital part of the success of this House in 
sending the people here who have come here. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we will take a good hard 
look, because many people mistakenly believe that 
we want the ships in Dockyard and Dockyard only. 
Now, I know they think that because the Mayor of 
Dockyard, Walter Lister, carries on that way. But that 
is not the truth. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The real reason is we have not 
been able to get a small enough ship from the cruise 
lines, and we are in constant conversation with them.  

But here is the interesting part: If we can 
make it work, they will bring a ship. I had a meeting 
with RCCL (Royal Caribbean Cruise Lines) on Mon-
day afternoon, and that was part of the conversation. 
We talked about some other things, some of which, 
again, I am really excited about. If we can pull these 
things off in the next month of our conversations, we 
will make some announcements to do it next season, 
not this season. This season is set, it is cast in stone. 
But next season there are some probabilities and 
possibilities that we are going to work on, and that will 
be good for St. George’s in particular. So we are 
working at these things. But you know, Mr. Speaker, 
the theme for us is we must do more with less. We 
must do more with less. 

[As a result] many of the Ministers and their 
senior teams have talked to outside contractors who 
work for the Government and we rework contracts we 
come up with better prices, expecting that that person 
will provide the same standard of service, or even bet-
ter, as they rework their outfit. And the people of Ber-
muda will be the beneficiaries. 
 I heard one of the Members on the other side 
saying that if we were trying to cut this $150 million, 
we should not have just cut it across the board, but we 
should have looked at each Ministry and put extra 
money in where it was needed and taken it out where 
it was needed. Well, in actual fact, Mr. Speaker, when 
I looked in the schedule at table 3 on pages 18-19 in 
our Budget book, it shows me that the Cabinet Office 
has been reduced by 17 per cent, but also it shows 
me that the Ministry of Environment has been in-
creased by 5 per cent. It shows me that the Ministry of 
National Security has been increased by 4 per cent 
(including a 9 per cent increase for the police), whilst 
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the Ministry of Transport has been decreased by 8 per 
cent.  

Now, I would really like to get the brackets 
from around the Ministry of Transport, but nonetheless 
there it is. And so we have gone across the Ministries 
and looked at what was really needed where. 

[As a result], when you look at each of these 
areas what you see at the end of the day is the result 
of really looking very closely at the needs of the peo-
ple of Bermuda and how we feel we can deliver 
against those needs. We have not just taken a dull 
knife and just started slashing everywhere. We have 
taken a fine, fine approach to it, using the sharpest 
pin, sharpest needle, and going through. 
 Mr. Speaker, what the Budget actually shows, 
and what will be fleshed out over the next two weeks, 
is support for families. Support for families, because 
families are important. We have spent a lot of time 
talking about the problems in the community, but if we 
do not invest in families and try and help people to 
succeed as families, the country will fail. The country 
will fail. 
 Mr. Speaker, while we made a commitment to 
remove $150 million off our Budget (and believe me, 
that was very, very hard to do), we managed to do it 
without taking any jobs away. Now that is pretty good, 
is it not? We have done it without taking any jobs 
away.  

There are many who would argue that Gov-
ernment is bloated. There are many who would argue 
that we have too many jobs anyway. You know, there 
were times when I would buy that argument, and even 
make it. But at times like these, you do not send peo-
ple home when sending them home means exactly 
that. Because they are not going to go to work, they 
are going to go home in the short term. And they will 
also qualify to come right back to Minister Blakeney 
and destroy his budget.  

So, if there is a choice of having someone 
working for the Ministry of Health or showing up on 
Minister Blakeney’s doorstep, we may as well have 
them in the Ministry of Health helping people. And so 
we have tightened the screws as much as we can. 

It has already been mentioned that the 
agreements that we have made with the unions have 
helped; certainly they have. But as the next few 
months unfold we are going to be asking for more. It is 
not over yet. I do not want to mislead anybody. I do 
not want to mislead my friend, Mr. Furbert and have 
him think that we are not coming back. 

We have, in my own Ministry, the Department 
of Public Transport. Our Ministry budget is reduced 
considerably from the last two years. We can work 
within those figures if—and it is if—we get out sched-
uling agreed and based on that scheduling. We will 
rearrange some routes; we will change some of the 
things we do. A simple example is, ever since I was 
10- or 11-years old and started going to Berkeley, 

there was a bus that left town and went up to Barnes 
Corner and then went back. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is the Barnes Corner bus. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The Barnes Corner bus. There 
will not be a Barnes Corner bus after this. We will 
eliminate the Barnes Corner bus.  

There will be some other things that will hap-
pen like that. And, if we are successful, we will hire 
people. But, if we cannot get the scheduling agreed to 
and do not get it in place the way we need to, we may 
have to go the other way. And that is something that is 
important for us to understand. 

Now, the buses are not broken down; do not 
listen to the things that are put out like that. But it is 
important, Mr. Speaker, as we go through this proc-
ess, that everybody takes a role. We all have a part to 
play in this, and people understand their roles and 
make it work. 
 Mr. Speaker, my honourable colleague, the 
Attorney General, when he was on his feet said we 
have earned our pay, and he meant it. And it is the 
truth. We have worked at it; we the parliamentarians, 
we the senior civil servants, we have done the job and 
we are prepared to do it every day. Looking back into 
that far time in the past, the Honourable Member, Mrs. 
Jackson, said how in the 1960s and 1970s parliamen-
tarians were paid 10 shillings or £10 a sitting. I believe 
it was £10, was it, if you were present.  

You know, that is very nice, but you know 
what that actually did then (and we will refuse to do it 
tomorrow)? What it did then was make this House the 
house of rich men, and it meant that poor men came 
up here at great sacrifice. I will always admire those 
Members who sat in the Opposition benches repre-
senting our great party—who got no money. And, 
worse than that, were forced to give up their careers. 

At least half of our Members in those early 
days were former teachers—and the operative word 
being former, because the minute they stood for Par-
liament and were elected they had to give up their job. 
So, you give up a career that you went away to very 
good universities for. L. F. Wade was a graduate of 
Queen’s University with a degree in economics. That 
has to be pretty darn good. It was good in the 1970s 
when I went there, so I know it was pretty good in the 
late 1950s when he was there. But he had to give it up 
to take on a job that paid him £10 sitting. Terrible. Ter-
rible! 

So, I respect the commitment that all of those 
men and women made. We do not wish to go back to 
that. We want to ensure that this House can provide 
an income and a salary level that will allow bright 
people to come up here and make a contribution, so 
they are not going to go backwards to carry the coun-
try forwards. That is not something that we will accept. 
 For those who have not thought it through, I 
should add the other piece about why others were 
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comfortable coming up here. They were comfortable 
coming up here because they had the financial re-
sources. They owned and controlled the businesses 
of Bermuda because when Government contracts 
were given out they went to Members of Parliament. 
That continued right through, well into the 1980s and 
1990s when we became the Government— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: Right through to today. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, just now I felt like 
being a choir master and conducting the choir as they 
all came in together.  

But, Mr. Speaker, when we became the Gov-
ernment in 1998, there is a schedule in the Budget 
Book, on a particular page, that lists all the rents the 
Government pays. It is still there. And I remember sit-
ting with the Honourable Member Renee Webb (who, 
you know, was rather feisty) one day in this House 
going through the book together and we were just tick-
ing. Over half of the rents we were paying in 1998 be-
longed to former Members of Parliament—some were 
present at that time as Members of Parliament. 
 
An Hon. Member: No PLP Members. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No. No PLP Members. Unfortu-
nately, all Members on the other side.  

Some got blocked out, but most had it. And so 
to compare that to today, when the choir comes up 
and says, Oh, but you are taking care of yourselves, 
some contracts do go to some of our party Members 
and some of our MPs who have skills in those areas, 
who bid on contracts and win them, quite rightly. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, no. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: Do not rewrite history here now; do 
not rewrite history. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, I am going to tell history, I 
will not rewrite it; I am going to tell it. We, in our time in 
office, have moved the country and the politics from a 
place where the jobs are just given out to proper bid 
processes— 
 
Honourable Members: No, no. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, proper bid processes to 
the publishing of who wins contracts.  

Now, Mr. Speaker, that never happened be-
fore. And now, as we continue to move forward in the 
area of transparency and openness, we have a Pro-
curement Office. We never had that before, did not 
think we needed it. 

 Now, I am standing here one desk away from 
where the Dame stood. And I cannot speak like the 
Dame, and I certainly cannot tell a story like the 
Dame—and of course I mean Dame Lois Browne-
Evans. But I do remember Dame Lois saying that 
when she, as Opposition Leader, said she really 
should have an office, she was moved down across 
the street from Cabinet Office. And she said, My gra-
cious! There is nothing in this office; it is empty  

The Speaker of the House gave her a voucher 
and told her, Go to Gibbons Company and give them 
this.  

That is the way she told the story is it not? 
Have I got it right? That is how the story goes. Nobody 
bid on that, nobody published that in the newspaper, 
nobody declared an interest, none of that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That is the best response. I like 
that. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we are operating on a totally 
different plane; totally different. Yet the criticism 
comes. We will take it. But we have also spent the 
time to explain to the people of Bermuda then and 
now, the way forward. 
 Mr. Speaker, a lot of talk comes up about the 
international business. We are concerned that there 
has definitely been a constriction. We are concerned 
that many good jobs have left the Island. We are wise 
enough to see and appreciate that. So what have we 
done? We are moving the tax exemption out to 2035 
to take that issue off the table. We do not have to dis-
cuss it anymore.  

We have given Minister Wilson specific re-
sponsibilities to interface and to ensure that there is 
an appreciation and understanding of Government’s 
position on work permits that get questioned by the 
employer. 

That is our responsibility, to be able to talk it 
through. It is not our responsibility to say yes in re-
sponse to every question. That would be abdicating 
our responsibility to the people of Bermuda. 

And so we will continue to review work permit 
applications to ensure that those who should be hired, 
those who should be renewed, those who should stay, 
do. And where it is not appropriate and there is a 
Bermudian who should be given the opportunity, that 
that Bermudian is given the opportunity. That is the 
right thing; we will continue to do that. 
 Minister Minors has taken on the responsibility 
of Business Development which puts her right in that 
interface with the international business, listening, 
hearing, getting their views and then responding. That 
is our responsibility. We have continued to fund Ber-
muda Business (formerly BIBA). [It] continues to get 
well funded by the Government. We continue to sup-
port their programmes where necessary, where ap-
propriate and where beneficial.  
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Ministers and other senior Government offi-
cials get on a plane and go off with Bermuda Business 
to that site where it is thought that new business for 
Bermuda could be sought. We will continue that, and 
we will especially continue it given the difficulties that 
the country faces right now. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have long advocated that the 
time for fussing and fighting and feuding is not now. 
Everybody likes a good fight. It is great exercise for 
those who are in it, it is pretty entertaining for those 
who are watching it, but this is not the time. This is the 
time for us to work together, and in this House as well. 

I will speak for myself at this moment, but I 
think I speak for all my colleagues by saying this: On 
Friday the 11th of March, when the budget for the Min-
istry of Transport is debated, I will listen eagerly for 
the advice, ideas and counsel that come from the op-
posite side. 

Having said that, I expect them to do their 
work and come here with something. Do not just come 
here and talk to use up the time, but come here and 
make me use my pen. Make me use my pen because 
I want it, and I want it because it is for the country. It is 
not for me, it is for the country. So I am prepared to 
write down all the ideas that the Opposition throws out 
on Friday 11th of March. 
 
An Hon. Member: We will give you some today. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I am going to end 
with this: What must Bermuda do—because we spent 
a lot of time in this Budget talking about Government 
this, Government that—what must Bermuda do? Well 
the truth is Bermuda (meaning the people of Ber-
muda) must get realistic about the situation. They 
must be sensible in their spending. As Minister of 
Transport, I am still looking out my window and seeing 
processed, brand new, rolling out of the lot SUV after 
SUV . . . I do not understand it Mr. Speaker. I do not 
understand it. 

I would have thought that those people who 
were selling the less expensive cars would be rubbing 
their hands together in glee and running to the bank to 
get all that money in the account. But still, the larger, 
less fuel efficient cars are going off the lot. I do not 
understand it. Something is wrong, and our people 
need to stop and think about how they are spending 
their money. We must be realistic. 

We as Bermudians, every one of us, must 
continue to support tourism. Two nights ago at our 
town hall meeting, the Minister of Tourism made the 
point that every one of us is in the tourism business. 
And I watched the heads nod up and down in the 
room. People were buying into that. We have to do 
that, we have to be part of the solution to our problem. 
We cannot leave it to 36 Members of Parliament to 
solve our problems. All of us have to take part in it. 
 Mr. Speaker my responsibility with regard to 
taxis, mini-buses, buses and ferries is something that I 

take very seriously that we will do our part this year, 
summer, winter, fall, to ensure success for Bermudi-
ans in that area. 
 Mr. Speaker in closing, I will end as I started. 
This is a good Budget in light of the times. This 
Budget reflects where Bermuda is and puts on the 
table what Bermuda needs to be successful over the 
next 12 months and lays the foundation for open 
budgeting to take place of the next few years. 
 Mr. Speaker this is a firm, successful attempt 
at resetting the dial. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Lister from Sandys 
South. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
C. Swan, from Southampton West Central. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Actually Mr. Speaker, I am quite happy to be 
standing up after the last two speakers. My Honour-
able colleague on this side gave us, I thought, a valu-
able history lesson on things that were done back in 
the bad old days, call it that. Things were not so bad 
after all, I would think; and I think it is a lesson and a 
bit of history that everyone can benefit from. 
 The last speaker on the other side, the Hon-
ourable Member Mr. Lister, has given what, for me, is 
the closest thing that I can call resembling what is go-
ing to happen and what they plan, because the docu-
ment that was presented to us last week really does 
not say much at all. So now I have a little bit of an 
idea of what is in mind, and I am sure the people of 
Bermuda may understand a bit more as well. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have heard all sorts of things 
tonight about we spent $2.3 billion dollars. We have 
had other comments about why do we get up here 
and just critique and what have you. I would like to 
just pat my colleague, Mr. Richards. I thought his reply 
was quite detailed— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Richards. I thought his reply was quite detailed 
and set out a bit of a background of where we were 
and how we got to where we are, and set out what we 
would do. That is something that people have been 
calling up for a while. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the comments I heard 
earlier . . . I believe it was the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Scott. He was talking about why do we complain, 
and that type of thing. Well, I do not look at these as 
complaints. I mean, if you want to call complaining . . . 
everything that this side of the House has been doing 
with budgets over the last 13 years, but specifically 
over the last 5, 6 years where we have been pointing 
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out pitfalls and things that could go wrong and offering 
suggestions, I do not think that is complaining. But if 
the other side chooses to denigrate it, that is fine. It 
must work for them. 

But here we are in 2011/2012 and we have 
some serious problems in this country, Mr. Speaker. 
And I am going to refer to the Budget Book. One of 
the comments that came out of my honourable col-
league, Mr. Richards, was the lack of confidence. 
People are not quite confident that the Government 
can solve our problems, I guess. It is no question that 
people probably agree that it is not entirely the Gov-
ernment’s fault that we are in this situation, but people 
will also accept that there are things that either could 
have been heeded earlier, or implemented earlier, or 
listened to, or not done, that might have made the 
problem less severe. I do not think anyone can deny 
that. 
 Mr. Speaker, in 2008 the Government talked 
about raising our debt ceiling, and people will remem-
ber that. I think it was a custom that it would be 10 per 
cent of our GDP. Well, at the time our GDP is in-
creased, so the debt ceiling was raised to $550 mil-
lion. We have heard a Minister say tonight that our 
debt is now not 10 per cent of our GDP, it is 17.5 per 
cent. Mr. Speaker, I do not care what other countries 
do. I do not care what the rest of the world does or 
what their GDP is and what their debt is or anything. 
All I care about is what this country does and what this 
country sees. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the differences that I 
have sort of looked at . . . we talked earlier about how 
things were up until 1998. Okay. Yes, houses were 
built and things were provided, the needy were taken 
care of. Yes, there were inequities and this type of 
thing in the system. But things were done in an, I 
guess (I do not want to use excitable words), prudent 
fashion. Budgets were carefully controlled. If excesses 
were earned, they were ploughed back into capital 
projects and that type of thing, and money was saved. 
That went on for a while. 

After 13 years, things are okay, I imagine 
some people would say. I will throw that out there. 
Things are okay. But we have a few issues now, and 
one of them is our excessive debt. And I imagine that 
would concern a lot of people, Mr. Speaker, especially 
people who can remember. That is why I think the 
little history lesson that our leader gave was quite ap-
propriate. 
 Before I move off of that particular topic, there 
is one question I would like to put to the Honourable 
Premier. The Government has an overdraft facility, 
and I would just like her to let me know  . . . I believe it 
was $10 million which expired on October of last year, 
and then another one was gotten with the Bank of 
Bermuda for $100 million that was supposed to expire 
on September 30th, but I believe was extended to De-
cember. I just wondered if that is still there or if it has 
been retired. She can answer that in private if she 

likes. I just wondered about the confidence of our 
people in the Government to manage our affairs going 
forward. 
 Some of the things that I would like to mention 
that have been talked about in the past that perhaps 
have not been acted on that could have helped—were 
a tourism authority. And I am not going to belabour all 
these things, things like no payroll tax for people earn-
ing up to $42,000 or $50,000 a year. Those are things 
that were thrown out before and might have helped 
people a lot more through this current rough period we 
are having. 

The fact that we have spent $2.3 billion to me 
is a bit meaningless. One of the Members on the other 
side mentioned that. That is $230 million a year over 
the last 10 years. And I will go back to the 2008 
Budget where I believe the then Finance Minister 
used a quote from an eminent African leader, “Go to 
the people. Live among them. Learn from them. Love 
them. Serve them. Plan with them. Start with what 
they know. Build on what they have.” 
 Now back in 2008, one might have gotten dif-
ferent answers to those questions and statements 
when talking to the people, but I wondered what an-
swers one would get now. So I am encouraging the 
Minister to do that very same thing again. 

The Budget presented to us . . . and I do not 
know if people wonder why we critique and why we 
pick on things. Well, why were they put in here? Why 
is there a comparison of 1998 figures for spending 
compared to spending now? If it is for no other reason 
that we are thinking, or that they think that we are 
thinking, than to me it must lay out, well, perhaps, 
these are areas where we can cut, because maybe 
some of these services are now superfluous or not 
needed, and can be done away with. 

 I am looking on page 17 . . . wherever the 
page was where the comparisons are. Page 27, yes. 
You know, a lot of these Ministries did not exist in 
1998 and have been created, so they are literally 
arms of Government. They get all of their money (just 
about) from Government, but they are charities, sort 
of, as well. And there is $7 million that is spent there 
that has been created over the last 10 years. Some 
perhaps had to be done, others . . . I do not know why 
they are in there if we are not supposed to comment 
on them in some way, shape or form. Or are they ar-
eas where cuts can be made? 
 The last thing I want to touch on is I speak for 
Transport and Youth Sports, and also National Train-
ing, and it is pleasing to see that the Government is 
going to put renewed emphasis on training. However, 
it should have been done two years ago. If I recall cor-
rectly, a lot of effort was put into denigrating this Gov-
ernment for shutting down the old technical training 
school. That was in 1972, 1974. But in 1998, between 
then and now, we are just getting back to training. But 
it is something that could have been and should have 
been addressed long ago. 
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 One of the things that I wanted to point out 
also is the Government’s figures for revenue. And 
again, part of this goes back to people’s confidence, 
because it has been a struggle for Government to ei-
ther meet its expense projections or even its revenue 
projections over many of the last few years. The pay-
roll tax, the $50 million relief, is fine. I question 
whether it will have a multiplier effect of seven in this 
country; maybe in some countries it might, but I do not 
think it will have it in this country. 

I just wondered if these figures and the budget 
for payroll tax income or revenue was derived before . 
. . I believe the Chamber of Commerce threw out fig-
ures of 3,500 people who have lost jobs in this country 
in the last few months or half year, what have you, 
because those 3,500 people, from my calculations, 
represent something like $34 million in payroll tax (just 
using an average salary of $70,000). You could use 
less, and you would get less than $34 million. But it is 
questions like that that come to an inquiring mind like 
mine. 
 I heard from Minister Lister here with transport 
and Minister Blakeney with Youth and Sports. I do not 
want to get into detail with those things. Obviously we 
have the debates next week, Friday and into Monday, 
so I look forward to a robust debate. I will state now 
that I do hope to get, if it is innately possible, a copy of 
their briefs beforehand. But I will wait for that. I did 
send an email, and we will see. 
 But I will leave it to rest at that, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, the Honourable 
Member from Southampton West Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
M. Weeks, from Pembroke East Central. 
 Minister Weeks, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member who just sat down 
said he had trouble understanding our Budget, so I 
am going to try to go through it painfully and help him 
to understand some points. I know it is late in the 
night, so I will try to make my own small contribution. 
 The Premier had noted that we have job 
losses, falling profits and reduced spending combined 
to exact a heavy toll on our economy. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, with few resources, this Government is 
committed to do more with less. This is a time for us to 
rethink and rethink. This is one of those moments in 
our life Mr. Speaker, where we as a people can begin 
a new refrain, one in which we can learn to be more 
creative with less recourses; one in which we can take 
the opportunity to reach over to our neighbour and 
become more involved in making Bermuda a better 
place to live, not just for others, but for all of us, for 
ourselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, each person living in our Island 
at this juncture must embrace a new level of account-

ability. That is not only for our immediate family, but 
for our friends, for our school mates, and our work 
colleagues. We must adhere to principles, Mr. 
Speaker, of justice and fairness, and I think this is 
what this Budget is trying to achieve, justice and fair-
ness to all our Island partners. 
 I heard an Honourable Member talk about the 
$2.3 billion in grants over the last 10 years. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, I personally am pleased to be a part of this 
Government’s commitment to our social contract by 
the re-development of the Youth Council, something 
that the Premier has charged me with. I look forward 
to with energy and aplomb. This Council has an aim to 
allow a platform in which children, the leaders of to-
morrow, can have a voice today. This initiative does 
not only satisfy the need for providing a more robust 
collaboration with the youth of today, but it also allows 
our children—our precious resource—to be disciplined 
in public policy and discourse that will only prove to be 
beneficial in the future for all of us. 
 Mr. Speaker, I firmly believe that everyone 
should play a part, play a role in governing a move-
ment towards change. Everyone can be an instrument 
in this change, Mr. Speaker. Everyone! For this is our 
Island home. I firmly feel that our Youth Council will 
help to ensure that the Premier’s statement holds true. 
We must also make sure our people have been heard. 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, I think this Budget is help-
ing us to realise that we have to live within our means. 
By these budget cuts and the savings we have put 
words into action, Mr. Speaker. As mentioned in the 
Budget Statement, this is a priority, an important ob-
jective, but it is also not the end goal. There is much 
to be done, Mr. Speaker, with less. 
 For example, the Honourable Minister of Edu-
cation has pronounced an Adopt a School pro-
gramme; very creative and innovative. Although this 
project does involve the enhancement and the beauti-
fication of the school infrastructure, the progress of 
these initiatives will undoubtedly involve student par-
ticipation, Mr. Speaker, and therefore provide oppor-
tunities for mentorship and networking.  

Furthermore Mr. Speaker, it can also spur 
special events that allow for further interaction with the 
surrounding communities and neighbourhoods. It 
could also involve and provide a path for various in-
dustries and businesses to interact with students in 
order to perhaps stimulate some young entrepre-
neurs. The value of these opportunities cannot be 
measured in just dollars and cents. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government has allocated 
$12 million (and this is straight from the Budget Book) 
to a variety of small projects including building up-
grades, school maintenance and roadside works in 
order to provide stimulus for our small contractors and 
to create jobs. This is a milestone, a proactive and 
affirmative action which supports the notion that the 
Government is mindful of small business. 
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As many will note, Mr. Speaker, it is the small 
business that has played a vital role in the past in 
building our robust labour sector that has been bene-
ficial to both our young and old citizens. I am pleased 
that the Government saw fit to provide the stimulus 
package, of which I am particularly proud to be inter-
ested in this arena. And I am hopeful that many a 
young man will become involved in this aspect of op-
portunity within this current fiscal budget. 
 I would like to champion this cause, Mr. 
Speaker, this move by the Government to move to-
wards implementation of an open budget approach. 
Feedback and engagement by the public is one that is 
valued by all, necessary and in line with any global 
gold standard for good governance. Any new frame-
work that will allow the general populace to under-
stand their rights, understand our system and partici-
pate in the formulation of their own destiny, Mr. 
Speaker, can only take our country from strength to 
strength. And I know some figure that I have been 
reading from the Budget Book, but that was in direct 
response, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to make some preliminary com-
ments that highlight and praise the progressive work 
being carried out by some of the departments with 
regard to departments that fall under my purview at 
this point in time, Mr. Speaker, during this Budget 
session. 
 The Legislature (is under the non-ministries): 
The Clerk to the Legislature and her staff have a 
mandate, Mr. Speaker, to provide a comprehensive 
administrative and professional support service to this 
Honourable House of Assembly, the Senate, and the 
Parliamentary Committee for the work in offices and 
Members of the Legislature. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: We have talked about salaries 
over and over. We can skip that, Mr. Speaker. 
 This entity has been supportive of the Parlia-
mentary Committee meetings, such as the Public Ac-
counts Committee and a Joint Select Committee on 
Gangs and Gun Violence open to the public, thereby 
increasing transparency and enhancing Parliament’s 
oversight role. 
 Let us touch on the Auditor General now, Mr. 
Speaker. The Auditor General serves Parliament and 
the people of Bermuda by providing independent, ob-
jective assessments and recommendations on the 
accountability and overall performance of our Gov-
ernment. These assessments cover the financial 
statements of Government and its organisations, as 
well as examinations relating to Government’s per-
formance and accountability. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: We are almost there, brother.  

Mr. Speaker, the mission of the office of the 
Auditor General, which is derived from its Legislative 
mandate, is to add credibility to the Government’s fi-
nancial reporting and to promote improvement in the 
financial administration of all Government Ministries, 
Departments, funds and controlled entities. 
 As the public may be aware, we have a num-
ber of audits—41 special reports—in various stages of 
completion, and it is expected that the release of the 
end report of the Auditor General for the years ended 
2009 and 2010 to occur in April 2011. 
 With regard to Human Resources, the Auditor 
General’s office is committed to recruiting and training 
Bermudians and ensuring that they are provided the 
opportunity to develop and reach their full potential. 
As a consequence, the office has established a Cor-
porate Services Division responsible for recruitment, 
training and staff development, with a key focus on 
preparing Bermudian staff for future promotion. 
 The Parliamentary Registrar’s Office, Mr. 
Speaker, is also one of the non-ministries. The Par-
liamentary Registrar is appointed by the Governor 
under the provisions of the Parliamentary Election Act 
1978, and, as such, is required to discharge the duties 
conferred or imposed under that Act. This office, Mr. 
Speaker, has worked and assisted closely the Mem-
bers of the Constituency Boundaries Commission in 
finalising their work which started in June 2009. I am 
happy to say that the work was successfully com-
pleted with the submission and tabling of the Report of 
the Constituency Boundaries commissioned for Ber-
muda, and its recommendations were submitted to 
both the Governor and Premier and to this Honour-
able House. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Parliamentary Registry is 
partnering with private industry and selected Govern-
ment Ministries to jointly host during next year a semi-
nar on the work of the Hague Conference on Private 
International Law. This seminar will not only focus on 
the Convention but other important works by the 
Hague. 
 The office of the Internal Audit is also one of 
these non-ministries, Mr. Speaker. The mandate of 
Department of Internal Audit, under the Internal Audit 
Act 2010, is to provide independent and objective as-
surance and consultative services regarding risk 
management, controls in Government processes of 
financial, operational, and information systems and 
other relevant matters with the Government of Ber-
muda in order to assist the Government of Bermuda in 
the effective discharge of their responsibilities by fur-
nishing them with analysis, appraisals, recommenda-
tions and pertinent comments concerning the activities 
reviewed. This assists in protecting Government’s as-
sets, safeguarding the public interest, and satisfying 
legal requirements. 
 Mr. Speaker, as part of the plan of the De-
partment of Communication to raise awareness re-
garding internal control, the Department launched its 
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website on January 12, 2011. In addition, Mr. 
Speaker, the Department has participated in work-
shops, both locally and in the Caribbean, to increase 
internal control awareness and strengthen operational 
controls and risk management. 
 That, Mr. Speaker, is my little contribution to 
our Budget discussion. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Weeks, the Hon-
ourable Member from Pembroke East Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
N. Simons, Opposition Whip from Smith’s South. 
 Mr. Simons, you have the floor sir. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Good evening, Mr. 
Speaker. It is very late, and so I will keep my speech 
very succinct and to the point. 
 Mr. Speaker, a lot has been said about our 
economy, and about our deficit, and debt in particular. 
We have heard a lot in the community about encour-
aging our people to get their financial houses in order, 
because we are going through difficult times, Mr. 
Speaker, because in order to get through this difficult 
time, we have to shrink to grow. And the same thing 
has been said about our Government. The Govern-
ment also needs to become more efficient, it has to 
trim its cloth— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laugher] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: It has to trim its cloth 
accordingly, Mr. Speaker. It must restore the discipline 
that the country sorely needs. It must restore the dis-
cipline that we are encouraging our people to follow, 
Mr. Speaker. We cannot expect discipline in our 
community if we do not lead in the same manner. 
 Mr. Speaker, reducing spending is important. 
In fact, reducing spending today is imperative. And 
why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? Because our GDP is 
not doing as well as it should, and our debt is blos-
soming. It is actually blooming exponentially. In prepa-
ration for this debate, I took a look at our Budget 
Book. Back in 2004 our debt was $200 million. That 
was 2004. Today, 2011, it is $1.2 billion. It increased 
on average $150 million per year, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, with that type of history, what do 
you think our deficit budget may look like in the next 
six years if things continue? It could easily reach $2 
billion—an astronomical $2 billion—if we follow the 
same path and the same history that we have taken 
heretofore, Mr. Speaker. As I said, in six years the 
deficit basically increased six-fold, and if we follow 
that logic it can increase a similar amount, and we can 
easily reach a debt level of $2 billion. 
 Mr. Speaker, debt growth is truly out phasing 
our own economic growth exponentially. At some 
point it will eclipse our economy and grow to catastro-
phic levels. This will definitely impact our credit rat-
ings. A lot has been said about our credit ratings this 

evening, and we have also heard that compared to 
other jurisdictions, which have basically low debt-to-
GDP ratios . . . and we are one of those countries that 
has a low debt to GDP ratio. Yes, we have an A rat-
ing. But if you look at all of Fitch’s reports and S&P 
reports, they always have a caveat there. 

We have to be very careful, because we do 
not have a diverse industry. The industry that we have 
is international business and tourism. And, quite 
frankly, they are not doing as well as they have done 
in the past. So, the rating agencies feel that our top 
rating may not last forever, unless we diversify our 
economy. 

We have the Bermuda First Report, which 
was comprised by a lot of business heads of this 
country, and that was the same message that they 
said. For Bermuda to succeed and excel going for-
ward we need to be more entrepreneurial as a coun-
try, we must find more industries so that we can diver-
sify our GDP and be in a more sustainable position 
going forward, Mr. Speaker. Until we do that, even 
though our debt-to-GDP ratio is low, it will dwindle 
away and the ratio will basically expend in a problem-
atic fashion, and thereby compromise all of us in times 
to come, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my greatest concern is that if 
this debt grows exponentially, how will it impact our 
children? Will they be burdened with undue debts as a 
result of our mismanagement of the economy? We 
cannot leave this legacy to our young people. We 
cannot leave this legacy to our grandchildren, Mr. 
Speaker. Our unbridled growth must be checked. 
 Mr. Speaker, the financial crisis that we have 
today is a result of poor management in the interna-
tional markets. And I accept that that has not had a 
negative impact on Bermuda. But we could have been 
more disciplined; we could have begun to cut back, 
trimmed our sails three or four years ago. We could 
have saved the windfalls that we have had for these 
economic times. This would have been an ideal cush-
ion for us to fall upon during these very, very difficult 
times. 
 Mr. Speaker, we did not do that. We went and 
basically abused the windfalls that we have had, and 
we find ourselves in problems today. We find our-
selves in an economy that is really, really lacking. We 
find ourselves in an economy that is really, really slow. 
Mr. Speaker, we find ourselves with high unemploy-
ment, unemployment at levels we have never seen 
since 70 years ago when we had the Great Depres-
sion. 
 Mr. Speaker, we see people whose pay 
cheques are shrinking. We have seen business clo-
sures. We have seen mortgages default like we have 
seen never before. We have seen people struggling to 
pay their bills—almost unheard of in this country. And 
how are they being helped? How can we provide them 
with a safety net, Mr. Speaker?  
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We as a Government do not have the re-
sources to help these people who are finding it difficult 
to survive and pay their bills, to help them with their 
mortgages, to help them with their businesses, be-
cause Government’s coffers are empty as well. So we 
are not there to support the people when they need 
the support most, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said, the Budget indicated 
that there was unemployment of approximately 5 per 
cent. One would question how one arrives at 5 per 
cent when you look at what is going on in this country. 
A lot has been said about the 900 people that came to 
the Fair looking for employment in hotels, Mr. 
Speaker. This Government spoke about how that was 
very, very good to see 900 people out looking for a job 
at the Job Fair for the hotel industry. But, Mr. Speaker, 
this just indicates the magnitude of the problem. I 
would have been thrilled if only 3 people came out, 
not 900! And I am saying we are doing a good job. It 
just indicates the magnitude of the problems that we 
have. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: My colleagues are say-
ing that they think it was 1,000 people out looking for 
a job. But, Mr. Speaker, that number there just dem-
onstrates the magnitude of the unemployment level in 
this country. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we talk about the figure 
indicated in the Budget Book, does it include the ex-
patriates who were working here who just quietly left 
when they had their jobs made redundant? If you look 
at the jobs at the beginning of 2009 and look at them 
today . . . if we had 3,000 expatriates and local jobs 
made redundant in the two years, then you have to 
add those to the local redundancies (the expatriates 
going back) and I think that will provide a clear picture 
of the degree of the unemployment, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we also talk about what else is 
driving the deficit. And we have heard a lot about the 
health care programme and FutureCare, Mr. Speaker. 
And one thing was clear in FutureCare. We had a de-
bate about that a few months ago, and that pro-
gramme is ill-funded, based on actuarial analysis, Mr. 
Speaker. 

We know that the cost of FutureCare and the 
funding of FutureCare is going to have problems, be-
cause they are not securing enough premiums to 
cover the costs of the programme. And, as a conse-
quence, that health programme will become a true 
burden to our economy. And it is not going to get bet-
ter, because if you have a deficiency of premiums to 
cover the programme, with the increased cost of 
medical care, the premiums keep rising to the insur-
ance carriers, the pool for funding for FutureCare will 
be more deficient than ever. And, as a consequence, 
people will lose coverage.  

As has been said many times by my col-
league the Shadow Minister of Health, there are hun-
dreds of people that are not covered by FutureCare, 
Mr. Speaker. So again, health care is a challenge in 
this community and health care eventually will in-
crease the debt that is accumulating as a result of 
Government deficiency and poor planning. 
 Mr. Speaker, during these difficult times the 
Government should have a mandate of basically job 
creation. What I see in Government is a mandate of 
job . . . basically they are trying to maintain the jobs 
that they have and not being entrepreneurial enough 
to increase the jobs in the community, to make the 
community more vibrant, Mr. Speaker. 

We have heard ads more recently on the tele-
vision about the hospital. And the hospital is saying 
the construction industry is dying, and the only action 
in the community is the hospital. So they have invited 
contractors to apply for jobs in the hospital during the 
hospital development, because, quite frankly, there is 
no other major construction in the community, Mr. 
Speaker.  

Construction is dead, Mr. Speaker. And so the 
hospital is coming on board and that will ensure that 
more employees are engaged in the construction in-
dustry. That is a bit of stimulation, but we need more 
projects like that to stimulate the economy and to get 
our people back to work. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to go on to the un-
ions. An event a few weeks ago captured the attention 
of the community, in which the union basically came 
out and defended an employee whose work ethic was 
questionable. And what made matters worse was that 
as the community was following it, they could not be-
lieve . . . I mean, thousands of people said, How can 
we defend the behaviour of this guy? He is compro-
mising our standards and levels of service in this 
community. And, Mr. Speaker, to make matters worse, 
the Government came out and supported the rein-
statement of this man who, quite frankly, made a 
mockery of Bermuda’s service level standards. And 
the community just like shook its head and could not 
believe it. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government of this country 
needs to set some standards as to what type of be-
haviour is acceptable when it comes to employment 
and delivery of services. We cannot defend substan-
dard services; we cannot defend poor work ethic. I am 
hopeful that this was an aberration where the Gov-
ernment has made a mistake, they acknowledge their 
mistake, and show that they will not support this going 
forward, because our people are watching attentively. 
They are watching.  

For us to improve (as I said earlier), we have 
to shrink and come back out as leaner and meaner 
machine, and we cannot come back out as a leaner 
and meaner machine if our service standards are 
poor. And so this example that we had a few weeks 
ago that captured the attention of the community as 
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far as poor labour practices, cannot, must not, and 
shall not be tolerated, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the other issue that has caused 
the expansion of the debt and the capital overruns . . . 
the Heritage Warf, $25 million overrun; TCD, $10 mil-
lion overrun; The Dame Lois Browne building, $15 
million overrun. Mr. Speaker, that is almost $50 million 
inefficiency. And this is what I am saying. We need to 
ensure that when we put our work out to tender, we 
get value for money. We have to ensure that when 
these service providers deliver on our contracts they 
are delivered on time and on budget. 

I can understand a bit of a leeway, but nothing 
to this magnitude, Mr. Speaker. Fifty million dollars in 
excess could have been used in more productive 
means in helping our country. It could have been used 
in tourism, it could have been used in education, and 
it could even have been used in health care, Mr. 
Speaker. But yet, we see this money being frittered 
away, and the country loses and, as a consequence, 
our economy begins to be compromised because of 
poor management. 
 Mr. Speaker, the same applies to the multi-
million dollar tourism contracts. As we know, we have 
had the issue of GlobalHue and the $41 million con-
tract. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would have had no problem 
with the GlobalHue contract if we saw results. Again, it 
ties back to value for money. If you are paying $41 
million, you should have something to show for it. 

But if we look at all of our tourism statistics, 
we would find that they were going down versus up. 
What type of value is that, Mr. Speaker? Who is bene-
fiting? Because the people of this country are not 
benefiting. And I am sure GlobalHue sends in their 
invoices on a regular basis and they benefit quite im-
mensely, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So I, quite frankly, support the decision of the 
current Minister to not invite them to participate in our 
marketing campaign going forward because, quite 
frankly, there is no money there for them to waste. 
They were said to have a track record for success. 
Well their track record for success must be some [IN-
AUDIBLE], because it surely was not benefiting this 
country, Mr. Speaker. 

Again, the other issue was if we had a proper 
tendering process for these large contracts—this one 
in particular—maybe the results would be different. It 
goes back to demonstrate that cronyism does not pay 
in this country. It does not pay anywhere. You have to 
do it right if you want the best results, because Ber-
muda, when it comes to marketing, deserves nothing 
but the best. We need to have players who know the 
industry who have a record of success. 
 
An Hon. Member: Is he talking to you, Mr. Speaker, 
or is he talking to the desk? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, this mis-
management of funds— 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: He is referring to his notes. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: No, no, I will come up 
now and then. 
 
The Speaker: But I do like for you to look in this direc-
tion occasionally. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, this mis-
management of funds causes scepticism in the com-
munity, it causes scepticism in politics, because what 
they see is wastage, Mr. Speaker. They see wastage 
to the nth degree, and, as a consequence, they are 
saying, Why should I tighten my belt if people are 
wasting the money that I am paying to Government? 
Why should I sacrifice and do without when the Gov-
ernment is frittering the money away and we see no 
results for our investment in the community? And that 
is what the people are frustrated about.  

They are frustrated because some of the 
business communities, some of the Government pro-
jects, and some of the Government Members are just 
continuing on with life as normal, and their lives are 
not being dramatically impacted by the recession. 
Whereas, if you look at the other end of the spectrum 
people are out of jobs and they are beginning to lose 
hope. In fact some of them are so despondent that 
they have stopped looking, they have given up, Mr. 
Speaker. 

They have given up and said they will hang 
around here and do nothing, because they have been 
out to 10, 20 jobs and nobody is hiring. The only per-
sons that have a say are the civil servants in Govern-
ment. The Minister says she is basically not going to 
fire anyone; she will reduce it only through attrition, 
Mr. Speaker. And that is comforting to the people in 
the Government sector; but it is not comforting to the 
people in the private sector that are looking for posi-
tions, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, so on that note I would like to 
now go on to tourism. When it comes to tourism the 
real issue— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, when it 
comes to tourism, as I have said many times before, 
we need to be entrepreneurial but we need to be dis-
ciplined. In 2011, Bermuda had 10 years, basically, of 
a PLP Government with no tourism plan. I am saying 
10 years because I would have given them two years 
to get a tourism plan, from 1998 to 2000, Mr. Speaker. 
And yet, to this date, there is no plan, there is no dis-
cipline. 



710 25 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
 

 House of Assembly 

 Mr. Speaker, we have seen many hotels face 
difficult times, we have seen small guest houses basi-
cally shut and converted to residential premises, Mr. 
Speaker. If you look at the Grape Bay Cottages, if you 
look at the Pink Beach Hotel, if you look at Mermaid, if 
you look at the Horizons, if you look at Harmony Hall, 
they have all come out of the tourism industry and 
they have all been converted to residential accommo-
dations, Mr. Speaker. 
 Then we have those properties that have 
been in receivership, we have Newstead Belmont Hills 
and Pink Beach. And I said Pink Beach earlier by mis-
take in that category. Other hotel accommodations are 
balancing on a financial tightrope. 
 
An Hon. Member: What does that have to do with the 
economic debate? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, as I said 
before we have spent over $100 million over the past 
12 years on tourism, and we are still in the doldrums, 
Mr. Speaker. And this sad position is because we 
have been managing tourism off the cuff. We have not 
been disciplined. We have been spending money in 
places which have reaped no rewards.  

Mr. Speaker, tell me why we spend so much 
money going to China and India to promote Bermuda 
when we could have done a more efficient job in mar-
keting in our core regions. As someone has said, we 
should fish where the fish are, because that will be an 
efficient use of our money. 
 Mr. Speaker, it makes no sense to go to these 
remote areas, not at this point. If we have not been 
proficient and efficient in our major markets . . . have 
we milked our major markets to the degree that we 
should have? The answer is no, Mr. Speaker. And I 
am pleased to see that there is a re-examination of 
the whole marketing programme in this country, be-
cause the ones that the PLP have followed have 
failed, Mr. Speaker. This history of failure just demon-
strates to us that the PLP does not have a grip and is 
incapable of managing tourism. 
 Mr. Speaker, one senior person said to me 
that another reason for our weakness in tourism is 
that we do now know what we stand for. We do not 
know what we are offering. Are we a marketing niche 
market? Are we a cruise destination? Are we a desti-
nation resort? Are we a sports destination?  
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Are we an arts destina-
tion?  
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Are we the platinum 
destination? 
 

Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: And everyone is saying 
yes, yes, yes, yes, yes, yes, Mr. Speaker. But the re-
ality is we cannot be everything to everybody and do it 
well. 
 
An Hon. Member: Good comments Cole! 
 
 Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, quite 
frankly we need to know what our strengths are and 
market those strengths overseas. If we are confused 
here, when we say “yes” with sports, “yes, we are a 
destination resort,” “yes, we are a five start destina-
tion,” “yes, we are a platinum destination” . . . if we are 
all over the place one wonders why the international 
markets are confused when it comes to what Ber-
muda stands for and what Bermuda has to offer. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I believe that destination 
period has become more like a bronze period, be-
cause all the resources committed to promoting the 
platinum period has resulted in very, very little. Our 
occupancy levels are at levels that we have yet to 
see. One tourism executive said to me this has been 
the worst that he has seen in his 40 years of tourism. 
 
An Hon. Member: Which tourism executive are you 
talking about? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I will tell you. And he 
has done exceedingly well over the years, but this has 
been the worst that he has seen, and that position has 
been echoed by other tourism manages in the media, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So the time now has come for the Department 
of Tourism to basically have a come to Jesus discus-
sion and decide why we are doing what we do. Why 
are we continuing down the path that has not borne 
any fruitful results? I am imploring the Minister to take 
a close examination and reassess and find a new 
model for Bermuda, because the model that we have 
been using for the past 10 years has not worked, and 
hopefully this new Minister will take an opportunity to 
do a clean sweep. 

As the as the Minister of Finance has said in 
the past, zero based budgeting starts from ground 
zero and works its way up to the top. And when they 
go and engage contracts from overseas that those 
contractors provide nothing but the best for the coun-
try and that those contractors meet our tendering re-
quirements, Mr. Speaker. 

We must ensure that when these consultants 
are engaged for tourism that they have a known track 
record, that they have managed other jurisdictions 
similar to Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have to ensure that our advi-
sors have success in their client profiles, because if 
they have no track record with other jurisdictions of 
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our size and nature, then, surely, I will find it difficult to 
believe that they can turn Bermuda around. 
 Mr. Speaker, we were talking about the hotel 
development programmes. If we look at our sister 
countries to the south, a lot has been going on in the 
last year or two. Mr. Speaker, I have been told, in do-
ing my research, that there are approximately 60 hotel 
development projects in the Caribbean. And those 60 
projects are over various development stages and 
cover around 15 islands. 
 
The Speaker: Well cast your eyes a little this way oc-
casionally. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Okay, yes. 
 Mr. Speaker, Jamaica, Barbados and the Ba-
hamas alone have built and completed four brand new 
four star hotels with 2,000 beds. Yet we cannot get 
one new hotel—not refurbished hotels, one new ho-
tel—in 15 years, Mr. Speaker. If those sister countries 
of ours in the Bahamas, in Barbados, and, in particu-
lar, in Jamaica—with all of its crime, with all of its 
problems—they seem to continue to get tourists, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, Terry Lister—sorry—the 
Honourable Minister was talking about compounds. 
But, Mr. Speaker, there is merit in those compounds. 
What I have learned in my research on those com-
pounds is that the capital for these developments are 
from European companies. They are from Germany, 
they are from Spain, they are from Switzerland. And 
do you know what they do? Those developers not 
only develop the hotels in these jurisdictions they also 
get their colleagues in their local economies involved 
in their tourism product. So, if a hotel developer is in 
Germany, he will market his destination throughout 
Germany—up and down Germany. 

Same thing . . . if the developer is from Swit-
zerland he will market his Caribbean resource up and 
down Switzerland. And it is working, because those 
people with the capital have access to the markets 
that they want to represent. And as a German devel-
oping in Jamaica, I (as a German) would know what 
other Germans want on holiday. As a consequence, 
they are ahead.  

And those all-inclusive resorts seem to be 
working, and that is why Jamaica continues to be on 
the map—because they have this open-door policy 
about hotel development and it seems to be working. 
It seems to be working. And it is a model that we have 
heretofore not really adopted, but I think it is some-
thing that we should and could examine, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, with those brief notes— 
 
An Hon. Member: Brief? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I would like to take my 
seat, because I am up again on Monday on another 
tourism issue. 

 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons, the Honour-
able Member from Smith’s South. 
 I am going to take the Honourable . . . I now 
recognise the Honourable Member, Ms. Foggo, from 
St. David’s constituency. 
 Ms. Foggo, Government Whip, has the floor. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, Ms. Foggo, 
has the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Mr. Speaker, it is true that ne-
cessity is the mother of creation and innovation. With 
less, education has looked at ways to ensure its 
commitment to a first-class education by encouraging 
increased partnerships with the private sector and our 
schools, by some restructuring of the administration—
which as we all know is a Hopkins recommendation—
by recognising the changes in the modern day family 
and all of its challenges, and looking for ways to en-
sure and encourage families to participate in every 
aspect of education, and by ensuring that our educa-
tional institutions maintain their comprehensive pro-
grammes to meet the students on every level so that 
they can attain their best. 
 With less, Government has redesigned its bus 
service and has guaranteed that the service will re-
main at an optimum level without having to use over-
time. Transport has deployed a committee to study 
the role of a taxi authority to provide greater autonomy 
in that industry. 

This Ministry is attempting to ensure an even-
handed approach in its regulation of all public service 
vehicles in hopes that it meets the demands of the 
community and the tourism industry which will be pro-
viding a win/win for all the players. This is just a peek 
into this Ministry and its efforts to improve transport on 
land, in the air, and in the sea. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Health and Family Services 
Ministry will no doubt be challenged. We all know the 
hard times that many on our Island are facing. In such 
hard times we are reminded of the invaluable service 
that programmes such as the Foster Care Pro-
gramme, the Child Placement Programme, Day Care, 
and many of the other family programmes that our 
Government has set up to help many of our families 
today that find themselves in need and in crises. 

This Ministry has promised, as best it can, to 
close off many of the loopholes upon those that take 
from it fraudulently so that we can provide those fami-
lies who are in need. 

Mr. Speaker, we are the brothers . . . I am 
sorry, we are the keepers of our brothers—our 
brother’s keepers. It is very late, I am very tired. 
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[Laughter] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: We are our brother’s keepers, 
Mr. Speaker. And, as such, we are duty bound to as-
sist our brothers in going forward. And we will do that 
to ensure that Bermuda overall is better off. 
 So as this Government reshapes its policies, 
this Government will remain steadfast in its commit-
ment to put its people first—Bermuda first—and in 
doing that we shall succeed in making Bermuda a bet-
ter place. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Madam Whip. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Lister, from Sandys North Central. 
 Will the Honourable Member please take his 
foot off the desk? Yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you for recognising me, 
Mr. Speaker. I promised my colleagues that I am only 
going to be brief. I was trying to get in a quick five 
minutes, but I should have recognised when I rose the 
first time that I should have just remained in my seat 
when I saw who else was going. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to start with a little 
sidebar. My sidebar is basically this: In every action 
there is a reaction or counteraction, and sometimes 
we are surprised by what that reaction or counterac-
tion is. And I sat here today listening too many of the 
comments that were made by the Members of the 
Opposition and I was really surprised by what I was 
hearing in one sense. And I got a revelation in a 
sense, Mr. Speaker. Because for the 13 years that we 
have been Government, the Members on this side 
over here have tried to distance themselves from the 
old UBP. They kept referring to themselves as a new 
UBP—we are not that bunch, we are a new bunch. 
They did not want to be associated with the history of 
the UBP of the past.  

But in today’s debate we are hearing them 
talk about what former Premiers have done, what for-
mer Ministers have done . . . referred to this Govern-
ment shut down the . . . they refer to all these types of 
things. 
 Mr. Speaker, it was a clear message in here, 
though. But I do not think that clear message was for 
us as the Government, Mr. Speaker, I think that clear 
message was [for] somebody else who sits on this 
side. I think that the clear message in that was that 
the UBP is here to stay! That message is not for us, 
that message is for that little coalition group they are 
talking to. 

I think they need to understand, Mr. Speaker, 
that it was clearly stated today. For the first time in 13 
years we have heard the UBP now wanting to claim 
their roots—talking about the homes that they had 
built, and the roads that they had paved, and all those 
things that for the last 13 years they did not want to be 
associated with, but surprisingly, in this time of coali-
tion talks—when there is talk of getting rid of the 
UBP—all of a sudden they are trying to reclaim the 
UBP. They are reclaiming the UBP! 
 
[General uproar] 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: So, you know, as I stand on 
my feet and talk tonight, I do not even see the BDA in 
the House—maybe the BDA has gone from the 
House, Mr. Speaker. 
 But there is no BDA. In fact, since we have 
been back to Parliament, I do not think the whole BDA 
has even been present. We have only had two Mem-
bers at the most during . . . since this House has been 
open this time. But I think the clear message tonight 
was sent that it is no longer BDA, it is solely a UBP. 

And that is the message that came out of here 
and that message was not for us in the Government, it 
was purely for that smaller group who sits over here 
on the Opposition Bench. 
 
An Hon. Member: Soon to be defunct. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Soon to be defunct. Soon to 
be defunct—there are none of them left here in the 
House—none. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: We have got more Independ-
ent Members in the House right now than we have for 
the BDA. There is no presence of them—and the UBP 
in fact. Now, Mr. Speaker, that was my little side bar. 

Mr. Speaker, you know, I was reading one of 
these economic reports and there was a phrase in 
there that I have sort of kept with me. And the phrase 
was that the past is about the blame, the present is 
about values, and the future is about choices. And I 
think that is a good summing-up of where we are with 
this Budget that was presented by our Finance Minis-
ter last week, in that we did not dwell upon yester-
day’s blames. It has set a course; it has looked at the 
present in setting values as we reset the dial—values 
that allow us to make the proper choices for the fu-
ture. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, as we have gone through 
the Budget and we have heard the Budget presenta-
tion and we have heard the plans that have been put 
out by our respective Ministers, who have been on 
their feet thus far, and we understand that there is a 
plan, Mr. Speaker. There is a plan that has looked at 
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where we were, looked at where we need to be, and 
have reset a dial of the values that will allow us the 
proper choices—put us on the road to the right 
choices—that will help to take us forward, recognising 
the times that we are in right now, recognising the 
economic challenges, and not only the challenges that 
are local, but there is a global challenge right now, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 This Budget has taken all of that into consid-
eration, Mr. Speaker. And it is a correct Budget—a 
right Budget that fits us for the time we are in now. 
And keeping those values intact—resetting that dial—
will help to move us forward, Mr. Speaker. 
 We have heard the Sports Minister. I over-
heard him commenting just now, but when he was on 
his feet he talked about how he is going to be doing 
some redressing of funding that have been used by 
his Ministry in the past towards two of the largest 
sporting bodies and now distribute that to some of the 
other sporting bodies. 

We have heard the Minister of Education talk 
about the policy changes that will be taking place in 
her Ministry. 

We have heard the Minister of Transport, 
when he was on his feet, talk about the restructuring 
of schedules in looking to redistribution of cruise ships 
back into the East End and all those things about ad-
dressing the times we are in right now, Mr. Speaker, 
and trying to put new value of courses in place so that 
we can go forward and try and guide us and lead us 
out of these times that we are in on a fine footing. 
 Mr. Speaker, there is another phrase that I 
was reading in the Budget by the Finance Minister 
that talked about how Government will be investigat-
ing emerging technologies. And, Mr. Speaker, I guess 
I could not take my seat without touching on that piece 
because, as you know, emerging technologies is the 
theme that I live by right now.  You know I have the 
electric vehicles, Mr. Speaker, and I am into the green 
technology. 

 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: And I declare my interest 
here, Mr. Speaker. I am into the green technology and 
the clean energy. 

As we as a Government start to look to the fu-
ture and embrace the emerging technologies—these 
are the technologies that we should be embracing, Mr. 
Speaker. These are the type of technologies that will 
help to get us through the economic challenges by 
producing new jobs and new industries for us as we 
raise these new technologies. 

I am pleased—extremely pleased—to see that 
the Government has taken this in hand to say that 
they will be embracing these things so that we can 
see these go forward, because there are all sorts of 
benefits from this, Mr. Speaker. Not just from creating 
jobs in these economic times, but also the cleaner 

living from the benefits out of this where we will not be 
putting the emissions out into our air, and improving 
our air quality. 

And the cost savings that we get from less 
use of petrol when we are going to other cleaner 
technologies is a benefit to us—getting away from the 
fossil fuels. Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. It is all a 
benefit to us, so I am pleased that the Government is 
looking forward to embracing new technology, Mr. 
Speaker. 

As I said, I have declared my interest and I 
will be here to provide whatever assistance can be 
given in that regard to see my Government move cor-
rectly in that way. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Mr. D. P. Lister from Sandys 
North Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. P. Minors. 
 Minister Minors from Smith’s North has the 
floor. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise that I may make a contribution to this 
discussion on our economies of Bermuda. And I am 
primarily going to stick to the two significant pillars of 
our economy—that being international business and 
tourism. 
 It was the comment made early on in the de-
bate pertaining to there being grave concern about 
businesses leaving and the reputational risk of Ber-
muda and it is no longer seen to be an attractive place 
for companies to be and reinsurance and different 
insurance companies are moving out. 
 But in my review or read of the National Eco-
nomic Report of Bermuda, that can be farthest from 
the truth considering all of the . . . some of the im-
provements that have been made with regard to the 
comparison between 2009 and 2010. And what I am 
going to endeavour to do over the next few minutes is 
just to give the facts. And I am going to save more of 
the meatier stuff for when we actually enter into the 
debate on the relevant ministries. 
 But looking into international business, we 
accept that tourism and international business com-
bine to give at least . . . to contribute some $1.915 
million in foreign currency receipts. And this proved to 
be an increase of some 4.3 per cent over the previous 
year. Is this indicative of an international business 
sector that is still not attractive? It clearly shows that 
we are still attractive. 
 And with regard to the international compa-
nies that are registered, while there was a decline, 
comparing 2009 to 2008, with the decline of some 588 
companies, we saw increases in other areas. There is 
an increase of some $79 million compared to . . . $79 
million in 2009 and we saw $1.6 billion representing 
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an increase of 4.3 per cent pertaining to foreign ex-
change earnings by the international companies. 
 In 2010 we also saw an increase of 9.9 per 
cent pertaining to our new exempt companies that 
came to the Island. 

We are truly . . . in spite of the challenges that 
we see globally, Bermuda is obviously still proving 
itself to be an attractive jurisdiction. And while there 
was a decrease in some 51 mutual funds registered in 
Bermuda, there was an increase of some 35 reinsur-
ance companies for the period. And, also, we saw an 
increase of from eight special purpose insurers that 
took place in 2010 compared to three the previous 
year. 

There was a comment made pertaining to di-
versification. And this is something that we within the 
Ministry of Business Development and Tourism have 
pursued. In the early meetings that I had with various 
key stakeholders in the international business sector, 
there was a comment that was made pertaining to 
asset management and the need for Bermuda to be 
marketed more in this particular area. 

And, as such, we charged a group of individu-
als that formed a working committee to explore asset 
management. Thus far, they have presented to me a 
document which sets out in their estimation what we 
need to do as a jurisdiction to get us from a point of 
being obscure to one that is just completely seen and 
ready to accept this type of business. So I will be 
meeting with them in the very near future so we can 
chart that course. 

We accept that we cannot, in its entirety, rely 
on the insurance and reinsurance industry to carry us 
in that international business sector, so we want to 
make sure that Bermuda can cope and compete with 
the likes of Cayman and Switzerland with regard to 
the asset management industry. 

I have also met with Business Bermuda. You 
would have heard comment made by the Honourable 
Shadow Minister—Shadow Spokesperson—Cole 
Simons, pertaining to the efforts being made by Busi-
ness Bermuda to go into these various areas. I know 
that he, in fact, is one that has on a regular basis 
taken part in attending these events, be they in Lon-
don and other parts of the world.  

They have just come back from Bahrain, hav-
ing gone in spite of the turmoil that was there, and had 
a successful visit in their efforts to promote Bermuda 
and put it on the map. 

They have another set of meetings (or a road 
trip, as you can call it) that is coming up in April in 
London. And you will see presentations made from a 
wealth of different areas including Trust, myself and 
the Chairman of the Tourism Board who will actually 
be speaking on a tourism matter regarding hotel de-
velopment. 

And on the topic of hotel development, the 
Honourable Member had [asked] why Bermuda can-
not progress as quickly as our sister Caribbean na-

tions, pertaining to the ability to build a brand new ho-
tel. One must appreciate that most of the capital that 
does come . . . they are going to either an island that 
is . . . in some cases, for example we take Jamaica, 
less developed pertaining to infrastructure than us. 
And what happens is that a lot of them they come in 
and they say, Well, I want to develop a hotel, when I 
come I am going to build roads I am going to do this 
and I am going to do that. Whereas, in Bermuda, we 
are so well established for the infrastructure. So, when 
you have a capital wishing to come in, all that we can 
say is, You can come and build a hotel. There are no 
other things that you can give us that are needed. So, 
it just makes it a bit more less . . . what would you call 
it? They have less of an ability to leverage what they 
can and what we can help them with. 

And this is something that I picked up in hav-
ing listened to other Ministers of Tourism when I was 
on a recent trip in Jamaica. Yes, they have had the 
capital come into the Bahamas from China. And also 
we had China come in and build the first ever, mam-
moth conference hall in the Caribbean—that being in 
Montego Bay in Jamaica. But with it comes some un-
rest and some tension with the locals pertaining to 
what goes with having a Chinese labour force come 
and build up a premises in their country. 

So I think we need to be most careful with re-
gard to the source of capital that we would have com-
ing into our Island and building new facilities. I am not 
saying that we should shut the door—not at all. But 
we should just make sure that we do our due diligence 
on the source. And, obviously, we all know that it is 
quite expensive to build a hotel in Bermuda compared 
to other jurisdictions. So we must take that into con-
sideration. 

And when we think about what is our model, 
what is our mix, I think we need to accept that we do 
have a mixed hotel product. We have the traditional 
tourists, the traditional hotel feature; we have the con-
dominium, and we have the fractional. We accept that 
that is the way to go. That is what has proven to be 
the acceptable product, or mixture of products, that 
you will find in hotels.  

Nowadays, given the understanding that when 
a developer wishes to build a hotel he is not just going 
to build a pure traditional hotel, it is going to have 
those other components to it because it provides an 
opportunity to get the extra capital in . . . you are sell-
ing those units and then the capital can assist in just 
running the hotel. So that is the way that— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Exactly. That is the way it 
goes.  

Because I know in my initial conversations I 
had posed to a potential developer, I said, Why can’t 
you come in and have an all-inclusive? And they said 
that that may be desirous, but it is just too expen-
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sive—the return on investment is not as good as it 
would be if they went this way. So, it has all been a 
learning process to understand the business of it and 
what . . . at the end of the day it is the bottom line. 
 Pertaining to where tourism is going now 
since I have assumed this position . . . yes, it is no 
longer business as usual. I have repeatedly said in the 
forums that I have had the opportunity to speak that 
we are moving away from having or using an advertis-
ing agency and going directly and using a media-
buyer company that would go out and sell our spots—
our radio spots, print media and all the like—in the 
relevant places, in the relevant markets. So that has 
produced a savings of some $1.6 million. That is our 
approach that we are taking and we are intensifying 
our efforts. 

I know the Honourable Member made men-
tion before that consideration was given to India and 
China, and I take his point that we need to concen-
trate on what we know, what has proven to be the 
great source of our visitors coming in and that is all 
along the east coast. Canada has shown, on a regular 
basis, increases in their visitors. That is one area that 
we continually see visitors coming in. So we are going 
to intensify our efforts in Canada as well and the UK. 

So that is our main focus. The opportunity 
presents itself also to have some representation in 
Germany, which also is a great source of visitors. In 
my . . . referring back to the trip that I had in Jamaica, 
I looked out the window and I said, What airline is 
that? It had 2e at the back. And I came to find out that 
it is a very popular German-based airline that has 2e 
vacations and actually is also affiliated and joined up 
with Royal Caribbean and they have charter flights 
that come from Germany to Jamaica and other is-
lands. So, you know, that is something that why can 
we not have that pursued and come to Bermuda as 
well? So we need to be flexible and open to that. 
 So, when the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Crockwell, made a comment that tourism is on life-
support, that could not be further from the truth. I do 
not believe that it is on life-support, I believe it needs 
to be refreshed or rejuvenated. And that is what we 
are doing right now. So, it is not dying, it is not about 
to take its last breath, and we must have a strong 
second pillar of our economy. And whereas it was 
once the foremost one, they have to work together. 

The great thing about having both business 
development or the international business and tourism 
together is that it provides that synergy—they support 
one another. And we need to have one just as strong 
as the other to make sure that we are successful. 

So, the figures going forward . . . and I have 
been provided with some figures . . . just looking at 
2011 and the bookings for room bookings that have 
come in thus far from January up to July we are look-
ing at some 220,000-odd rooms that have thus far 
booked, which is encouraging. I am hoping that we 

will see that increase as time goes on as a result of 
our intensified efforts in promoting Bermuda. 
 And just to give you a snippet of what we are 
doing as far as advertising is concerned. Obviously 
we want to push the point that Bermuda is less than 
two hours away. And, Mr. Speaker, I can present this. 
This is an ad that just recently . . . actually it is running 
in the Lincoln Tunnel which shows Port Royal in all its 
glory—you say which hole is it? 
 
An Hon. Member: Sixteen. 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Number 16. Magnificent 
hole? Okay.  

I will become very familiar with this hole, Mr. 
Speaker, as I have been offered many a golf lesson to 
prepare me for the Grand-Slam of Golf. But this is the 
type of ad that we are promoting in the Lincoln Tun-
nel—many pass through it. 

So, this is just an indication of the great things 
that we are doing with regard to promoting Bermuda, 
increasing our brand awareness. We are excited with 
AirTran coming on board. Over the month of March 
we have blitzes that are going to be taking place in 
both Baltimore and Atlanta for the purpose of just sell-
ing and . . . this term called “guerrilla marketing’ . . . 
when I first saw it I said what on earth does that 
mean? And then I was told that it was like coming out 
with all guns ablaze—this is like aggressive, aggres-
sive marketing where you have people giving out fly-
ers all at this particular place. And I am excited to say, 
and you have repeatedly heard me say that you want 
to put the Bermudians back into Bermuda products—
specifically when you are talking about entertainment. 
 And with that, Gene Steede will be going 
overseas on three occasions performing at a dinner at 
one of these blitz events to promote Bermuda, to 
show that this is a talent that we have. And this is ex-
citing when you hear that we can continue to have 
that opportunity, ability to get our entertainers out 
there and market us. 

And I had a discussion or conversation just 
yesterday with one of our staff members at the New 
York office, and it was interesting that a pass on the 
Everest show and then even at the public meeting the 
other day there was a question that came up as to, 
well, is there a still a New York office? Does it still op-
erate? And I was a bit surprised by that. 

But we have an excited young group of Ber-
mudians that are working out of the New York office—
17 in total, primarily Bermudians who have obviously 
the knowledge of Bermuda and are doing an ex-
tremely good job in marketing us. And one lady (and 
she would probably be embarrassed for me to men-
tion her name) is Ticole Swan who is just so excited 
and just . . . everyone is feeling a good vibe about 
what is happening out of the Department of Tourism. 
It just encourages their enthusiasm and passion to do 
what we need to do to make this successful, to ad-
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dress the naysayers and go out there and improve the 
figures. 

The hoteliers are encouraged. Minister Lister 
and I met with them today on a particular issue. They 
see the joined-up effort for us to put them in a com-
fortable place pertaining to filling their beds going for-
ward. 
 So, in a nutshell, Mr. Speaker (and because I 
want to save a good bit of the meaty stuff for when we 
actually debate the heads of business development 
and tourism), the figures are there, the encourage-
ment is there in these figures. And I believe that at the 
end of the day we will see that refreshed and revived 
tourism product and tourism results and we will en-
courage all Bermudians to recognise that they have a 
say, they have a role to play, and that will come 
through our national plan—which people are calling 
for, which I have been saying that I will be bringing 
forth come June, and that has been a document that I 
have charged the tourism board to work feverishly on, 
which they are doing. And that in and of itself will pro-
vide that action document that will take us through the 
next five or ten years pertaining to Bermuda tourism. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Minors, the Hon-
ourable Member from Smiths North. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Ms. 
D. Butterfield. 
 Minister Butterfield from Pembroke West Cen-
tral, Minister? 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I know the hour is late. I am only going to be 
here for a few moments. Normally I would have my 
note pad out and make some notes in reference to the 
Reply to the Budget by the United Bermuda Party. 
Somehow I only got a couple of words out of there 
and that was “gotten worse,” “restore discipline”—and 
I know those Honourable Members know who they 
are that said it—and “wasting money.” 

So that made me turn to the Budget Book and 
the Budget Statement by our Honourable Finance 
Minister and Premier. On page 9, Mr. Speaker, with 
your permission, I want to read what it says in the last 
paragraph. It says, “We have never forgotten the vul-
nerable and this year will be no different.” And, Mr. 
Speaker, the Honourable Premier went on to say that 
in this regard she would draw our attention to the new 
statistical perspective that is provided for the first time 
in this Budget. 

I did not hear anybody refer to it, but as you 
look to the back of the Budget Statement, you would 
note that wonderful colourful, like a thermometer,  
really, or scale, to see exactly what happened. And I 
did hear some remarks during this debate here about 
the measurement. I cannot remember exactly what 
they said. But if you follow on page 27, Mr. Speaker, 

you would see how it is headed there like “Description 
of Grant” and the different names and as you look at 
the column “Then” and “Now.” I believe that that is 
something that all of Bermuda must see to see what 
we did to help—especially when you look at our sen-
iors. And I am sure our seniors are very grateful. From 
time to time you get stories. I heard the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Kim Swan, saying how he was walking 
on the street. Well, we all walk on the street. It takes 
me 30 minutes. If I have a 9:00 appointment I have to 
leave home by 8:20 because it takes me about 30 
minutes to get there to my office. 

And that is the number of people that stop you 
or some that stop you for a while. And we have to ei-
ther take them by the hand, sit down and talk and see 
what we can do—especially to help those that are 
looking or seeking for some help. 

But recently while I was in the gym my trainer 
said to me, payroll tax, payroll tax; and then the next 
day I went back she was one of the happiest persons 
you want to see. 

So, you see that there are people out there 
waiting to see what is happening. So I get positive 
feedback. And from leaving there and stopping to get 
my newspaper and my coffee at C-Mart a young lady 
walked in. I figured she knew me by the way she 
grabbed me and hugged me and shook my hand. And 
she said that if it were not for the Progressive Labour 
Party or the Government, her children would not be 
away in school (because of the scholarships they got). 

And if you look down here at the grants and 
scholarships to see how much we have moved from 
that time, I mean I wish the percentages were here 
because there would be some very, very high per-
centages in that 11-year period. 

And so, we all see these things, we hear it on 
the talk show. I happened to be on Everest show on 
Wednesday, and the calls that were coming in were 
mostly all positive calls. So that is why I say, when the 
other side comes with all of these things that they talk 
about, if they could just back it up. And I am sure that 
something is true about it, but there are two sides to 
every coin and you only hear one side of the coin 
there. 

I myself have been a former Minister of the 
Social Rehabilitation side of it, and, surely, we do our 
best, and the staff there do their best, as well—
especially at financial assistance. So there is nothing 
wrong with trying to find out what you can do for 
someone instead of standing there and getting half of 
a penny instead of a whole penny to do what you 
need to do. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to move on because 
I am looking forward to doing . . . I did not think I 
would be on here because no one knows too much 
about Public Information Services. So I am glad to be 
on here and I can tell from being on here that some-
how someone must have looked through this wonder-
ful Budget Statement by our Finance Minister because 
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it will highlight to you all the Heads. And you would 
note that the Head “Ministry of Public Information Ser-
vices—93” is, “Headquarters.” Somehow the Head 90 
. . . and I do not know why. No one went across that 
page to see that it does not fall under my Ministry—it 
has a big zero. So I am hoping that hour or whatever 
will be passed— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: —I am learning-you-
up now. It is the Energy, Telecommunications and E-
Commerce Headquarters. That is not me. So, I do not 
know what she is going to do.  

It is not a mistake in the Book. It has a big 
zero on it. Follow the line, or follow the path. So I 
wanted to highlight that. So in doing that I just want to 
say that the Ministry of Public Information Services is 
responsible for these departments: the Bermuda Na-
tional Library, got it? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: The Bermuda Ar-
chives, the Registrar General, the Information Tech-
nology Office, known better as ITO, Public Lands and 
Buildings (exactly what it says, public lands and build-
ings), Government buildings. We are responsible for 
the management of those buildings, maintenance and 
so forth that is the part that came over from Public 
Works—Works and Engineering. I do not want to keep 
using that word because the name has changed. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the things that this Minis-
try will continue to do is increase the public’s aware-
ness of the vast amount of information that we have. 
And, Mr. Speaker, you have known all the Ministerial 
Statements I have brought up here, and even to this 
morning with the Bermuda National Library Insider—
that is a newsletter that will give you all the activities 
going on in the Bermuda Library. And the staff is do-
ing an excellent job there and, again, I do not know 
who will be debating that part, but it is information that 
I bring each time. 

We are looking forward to those visiting the 
archives in terms of the slave register. Everyone 
wants to have a look at that. People are asking when 
it will come online. We live in a society that we want 
everything at a snap of the finger. But it is on its way, 
it is good progress coming. You can go and view it 
still, but we want to get all of that online so that people 
can do their research in a better way. 

And soon we will be announcing the opening 
of the Celeste Robinson and Al Harris—if we have 
any musicians or calypsonians in the House, they will 
know how interesting that will be to see them on the 
road exhibition that we are doing with them. 
 Mr. Speaker, the release of the records of the 
Cabinet for the year 1980 for public access, for people 
to read, people are looking forward to that and it is not 

that long ago. Also, Mr. Speaker, we are going to se-
cure the records management section. The conserva-
tors that were here recently were here trying to assist 
in helping to preserve. And it is very important. Over 
the years people have gone to the archives to view, 
you can also see the holes and the paper falling apart, 
so they are here to preserve that for us. And I think 
that is very important because you want to be able to 
handle those things very carefully. 
 Also, we are apprised of what ITO has done. 
As you know in the Dame Lois Browne-Evans Building 
those that have moved over there—the Planning De-
partment and the Culture and Social Rehab Depart-
ment have moved there—and of course we take care 
of the infrastructure. 

If your Blackberry goes down (especially with 
our Cabinet Ministers) the first thing they want to know 
is what has happened. And I notice that even here in 
this House sometimes it would not work. But I am sure 
it has something to do with the surroundings of the 
House, something that is happening. It is something 
that I am hoping to look into because it was happen-
ing with everybody’s—well, most of those that I met 
today—–it was happening with their Blackberry. But if 
you are outside it does not happen in that way. So 
that is part of what ITO does. 

And E-Government continues to push out all 
the information on the Government’s portal, and up-
date that as well. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, as I said I was not going to 
speak too long . . . Hold on!  I do not want to forget the 
Registrar General—information on births, deaths, cer-
tificates, charitable organisations and professional 
institutions. 
 
The Speaker: Is that Budget related? 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: —those professional 
institutions— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, it is. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Good. You can tell 
that they are all with me. 
 
The Speaker: Sorry. 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: So, Mr. Speaker, 
those are the few things that I wanted to say on what 
is going to happen. I am looking . . . someone is say-
ing keep going, but everybody wants to get home so 
that they can be all ready for Monday and study what 
we have to say. 
 But in closing I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
I believe that this is a Budget that will support the pro-
grammes. We have heard everybody say do more 
with less, but I think it is a time that the whole com-
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munity comes together—those clubs, the work clubs, 
the community clubs. And it is funny I was speaking 
with someone about how we used to do things in the 
past. Now, I happen to be a product of the OTW 
club—that is “out the window club.” And it was not 
until— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: And I was a little girl, I 
used to see all kinds of things in there—toys and . . . if 
one of the colleagues was here, the former MP, he 
would know exactly what I am talking about because 
that was a big part of the Adderley Brothers and the 
big trucks. We used to play up in there with like . . . 
you know . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield: Yes.  

So, the OTW club is now the Pembroke 
Community Club. Back then all kinds of things used to 
happen in the neighbourhood. So we have got to get 
that spirit back and each one reach one. And I always 
say that—each one reach one, each one teach one. 
And I believe that we can do it. 

I think we have been charged—us as the 
Government—to take things forward. And I hope that 
the Opposition would recognise that we have been 
charged and they can also assist. Today, this morning 
in particular (I would say this afternoon because this 
morning took up all the two hours of reading it) I heard 
a lot of repetitious stuff instead of hearing what we 
can do and yet we are accused of not having a plan or 
direction. But there was not any direction or any way 
forward from over there. And I would think that people 
would be concerned if they are listening today. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, thank you. And I look for-
ward to the debate next week, where I can bring out 
more information on the Ministry of Public Information 
Services. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Butterfield, the 
Honourable Member from Pembroke West Central. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. M. Lister, from Sandys South Central. 
 Mr. Lister you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I must say that I do not possess a crystal ball, 
but this could be the last time I join in such a debate 
on the economic budget of this country. But as I sit 
here, Mr. Speaker, and look around the House I am 
very confident that the Government is in the good 
hands of younger people who can lead us in very diffi-
cult times. 
 The experience we are having right now from 
an economic point of view, I must remind the Opposi-

tion that it is outside of Bermuda as well. To hear their 
debate, Mr. Speaker, you would have thought that it 
was only the Members who sat opposite—us—who 
were the persons who were at fault for this economic 
downturn that we are in. 
 I can remember, Mr. Speaker, everybody in 
this House when they came in—every Member who 
sits here today, with the exception of yourself. And we 
have one Member of the House, Mr. Speaker, who 
was born after I came here. So I think it is time that I 
should look at the door and, you know, prepare to go 
through— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: That is right, that is right. 
 But the important thing, Mr. Speaker, is that 
the Budget itself has been prepared in very difficult 
times. And the leader of the Government—the Pre-
mier and the Minister of Finance—has taken great 
pains to produce this. I also saw the difficulty that the 
spokesperson for the Opposition had in trying to 
pierce a hole in the armour. And arrows went many 
different ways, but never was he once successful. 
 
An Hon. Member: But he shot a lot of arrows. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: And, of course, other Mem-
bers on the Opposition side tried the same thing. So I 
want to say that, if this is my last one, I stand by it. 
And if I get another chance, I will stand by that too, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 But I would like to say that it really comes 
down to the Opposition who talked about the debt 
which we are experiencing, Mr. Speaker. And debt is 
something which we all must address. And in the early 
stages, debt seems to be such a mountain. I would 
like to draw this very simple example, Mr. Speaker, in 
the purchase of my first home. And in those days, be-
lieve it or not, the house cost $12,000. I went to the 
bank, and I can remember coming from the bank the 
afternoon following—after I had been successful in 
getting the money. I said I would be an old man by the 
time I get this house paid for. 

It just seemed like such a high debt, Mr. 
Speaker. But debt is not something that we should be 
afraid of. And the Opposition is scared to death of it. 
But the economy constantly expands, Mr. Speaker. 
And if I ever thought that this debt would have con-
sumed me, I would not have owned a piece of prop-
erty in this country. But I believed in myself like I be-
lieve in the Government, Mr. Speaker—that [it] will 
approach the debt with zeal and will chop it down and 
deal with it. 
 But you know what really is interesting, Mr. 
Speaker, is that they say that we run these debts in 
capital projects, yet they will not give credit where 
credit is due—where the community uses these capi-
tal projects to their advantage and they are an asset 
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to the people of Bermuda. They will not do that. And 
that is to be dishonest, in my opinion. 
 Mr. Speaker, the thing about it is that this is 
not the first downturn that you and I have experienced 
in this House. We have done this before. And, of 
course, we did not panic, Mr. Speaker, but we knew 
that we had to try to address it as best we could and 
try to say to the Government . . . we tried to give ad-
vice on how to manage the debt. And I believe the 
former Government listened because they came out 
all right, Mr. Speaker, at the end of the day. 

And as we now sit amongst Government 
benches, I believe that we know from those experi-
ences that debt is something that must not be played 
with. It is a serious matter, and we must address it. 
And when I think of buying a house for $12,000—and 
I was only earning $60 a week and that was supposed 
to be top pay. But management of money is so impor-
tant. It is a key figure, even in our own lives, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the point is this, that oftentimes . 
. . Another example: When I went away the first time I 
never spent a penny more than I planned to because I 
took every penny with me. There were no credit cards. 
There were no credit cards, Mr. Speaker. But I advise 
people today who go away on vacations or trips or 
whatever it may be, with credit cards, see a sign that 
says “sale” get the item, swipe the card, not take no-
tice of account—17 per cent or 28 per cent or 29 per 
cent is going to be charged on that product, therefore 
the product itself is no longer a sale item. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I think that we need to en-
courage this in the management of funds, people 
managing their own money. Because that is what it is 
really about, you know, Mr. Speaker—managing of 
money. I have operated on very, very little money, Mr. 
Speaker, over the years. And I think that as the coun-
try improves and develops you learn to manage 
money. And I say this to young people—particularly 
young people who are just married, Mr. Speaker. 
There is a road to economic success, and it must be 
followed. And if you violate the rules to economic suc-
cess, it will deal you a very devastating economic 
blow. And I think that this Budget has a lot of things in 
it that will help us at the end of the day. 
 I just wanted to draw the country’s attention—
particularly those people on the West End—to some 
of the frustrations that they have been experiencing 
for the last couple of months with the trenching along 
the Middle Road. Mr. Speaker, in order to have some 
progress, you have got to pay a price. And the price of 
the inconvenience will help us at the end.  

You know, there have been many summers 
when we have had water shortages up at the West 
End and throughout Bermuda. We are trying to eradi-
cate that problem and in trying to address the problem 
there are inconveniences which we have to go 
through. And this is one of the inconveniences. But, 
you know, Mr. Speaker, it is like a woman having a 

baby—once the baby is here, the birth pains all drop 
away, and she loves the child and the child grows up 
to be a very successful member of the community. 
 
An Hon. Member: He is an expert on that. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: But, Mr. Speaker, this is one 
of those examples, I think. And many of my constitu-
ents have complained to me over the last two months. 
And I have asked them if they would only be tolerant a 
little longer—just a little longer, because it is not going 
to be there forever. I am assuming, Mr. Speaker, by 
the end of no more than two months (particularly 
summer months) it will all be completed and, there-
fore, we will have water piped through. This is the only 
way it can be done. This is the only way it can be 
done. 
 
An Hon. Member: Three million gallons worth. 
 
Hon. Walter M. Lister: And they can take advantage 
of it as much as they like. There are some homes on 
the West End and throughout Bermuda that have had 
small tanks for many years because when they were 
built the amount of water that was required in a day or 
a week was far less. So we put this pipeline through 
the West End. And I think that this is going to address 
a number of the problems that we have there. This is 
only one small item, Mr. Speaker that we are address-
ing. 
 As you know, I serve as Chairman of the West 
End Development Corporation. And this is a matter I 
think for the environmentalists to look at, that I have 
spoken about. I have asked the Board of the West 
End Development Corporation to ask the Minister to 
see if we can earmark about three square acres of 
land to be marked as open space now and into the 
future. 

Because, Mr. Speaker, in that capacity a 
number of persons come to us on a regular basis de-
sirous of developments in the West End, in the West 
End Development Corporation. And while we look at 
all the plans that come, some are successful and 
some are not. We have to take into account how they 
are going to fit into the overall picture. 

So, what we have done, even after the pre-
sent Board is gone, I wanted to have a piece of land 
earmarked. And we have a fair amount of land there, 
but I want a specific piece earmarked. And the piece 
we have earmarked to bring to the Minister that I think 
he will eventually bring to the House is the point called 
Lodge Point. It is an idea I had the other day. I was in 
New York City, and I thought the person who created 
Central Park had vision, foresight and a lot of things 
going for him because the development would just 
come up around it. And although in Bermuda we have 
a limited amount of land, I said that we should take 
some of this land and earmark it the same way so that 
future generations will be able to enjoy some open 
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space. So that is one of the things which we are plan-
ning on bringing to the Minister. Of course, I think the 
Minister will take it to the Cabinet and bring it to this 
House so that it will be preserved for many, many 
years to come. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Mr. W. Lister from Sandys 
South Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. T. Moniz, from Smith’s West. 
 Mr. Moniz, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I guess I am the night watchman for the Op-
position here. I would just like to add my few pennies 
worth on this one. Obviously the points have been 
made in the Reply to the Budget this morning, which 
took some two hours to read and was very substan-
tial, gave a fine analysis of the economic situation 
which we face in these islands, as well as a plan for 
Bermuda going forward. 
 Clearly, we on this side of the House are very 
concerned with the unprecedented debt which is fac-
ing these Islands at this time of deep recession. I am 
very concerned. We, on this side, are very concerned 
that here we are in a situation of this deep recession. 
We have unemployment at unprecedented levels in 
modern times. I think the Honourable Premier and 
Finance Minister admitted to some 5 per cent unem-
ployment in her Budget Statement.  

I am not quite sure where the figure came 
from. I had asked some PQs about unemployment 
early in 2010, in March, and you would not believe the 
song and dance I had. Well, maybe you will recall, Mr. 
Speaker, the Honourable Member at that time who 
spoke in this place (Mr. Roban) was unable to get the 
answers, and the Minister who sat in the other place 
would not supply the answers, and his Permanent 
Secretary could not find the answers and statistics 
had answers but the Ministry of Immigration said they 
were the wrong answers. And we went around and 
around and we never could find any meaningful fig-
ures.  

Since that time we have been struggling. And 
I will not say they were bobbing and weaving, maybe 
it was they just did not know . . . they just did not have 
any idea what the unemployment figures were so I 
was interested to see a figure which seemed to be 
plucked out of the air which might be somewhere 
close to the real figure. 

Of course, in Bermuda there are non-
Bermudians who become unemployed. They lose 
their work permits and then go back to their country of 
origin. Therefore, the real sort of loss in jobs may in 
fact be double the figure that we see in the Budget.  
We might have unemployment of 5 per cent, but a 
loss of jobs of 10 per cent—which is obviously a huge 

figure, which has the knock-on effect in the community 
of empty apartments, because people leave the Is-
land, loss of retail buying, whether it be food or cloth-
ing or luxury items, and then, of course, Bermudians 
do not have the income to pay their rents or pay their 
mortgages. 

It is interesting in the Budget Reply on page 
11 where there was a graph of Bermuda foreign debt 
which the Shadow Minister, Bob Richards, put for-
ward. It showed private debt in addition to the public 
sector debt. And that showed quite an amazing 
amount of debt—foreign debt—which Bermuda owes. 
It is quite a frightening figure, the amount of foreign 
exchange that we need to pay, that is going to be very 
difficult to pay at this point in time. 

And of course, the Shadow Finance Minister 
pointed out that interest rates today are at an historic 
low, but that is not going to continue far into the future. 
Within a very few years those interest rates are going 
to start creeping up, particularly interest on foreign 
debt, and it is very likely to be a very heavy burden. 
 Now, the situation is that we need not have 
been in this situation, of course. You know, it is like 
the Bible story of seven fat years and seven lean 
years. We had the fat years through the boom and we 
had tax increases almost every year—increases in 
payroll tax to the point where last year it got up to 16 
per cent—with those revenues coming through at an 
unprecedented rate. But all of that money disap-
peared. Not only did we spend all the additional reve-
nue that we got in these Islands, but we spent more 
and got deeper into debt. 

And then here we are in the lean years, and 
we are having great difficulties. What are we going to 
do and how are we going to pay it? And the Members 
on that side keep saying, Well, I don’t have a crystal 
ball, but I am sure things will turn the corner and 
things will get much better shortly. Well, we on this 
side are a little bit more prudent and believe that more 
planning needs to take place. 

If you look at the historical figures, the figures 
show that through the years—through 2004 to 2008—
the projected revenues to the Bermuda Government 
were over what they were estimated to be in the 
Budget Book. But for the years 2008/2009, 2009/2010 
and 2010/2011 the revenues were under what they 
were projected to be. 

If you look at this year’s Budget Book and say, 
Well, judging on that past trend, if revenues in this 
coming year are less than what the Premier and Fi-
nance Minister estimates, and the expenditures (as 
they have been in the past) go over what is being 
budgeted, we are going to end up in an even deeper 
financial hole than we are in already. And this con-
cerns all of us. So we see the trends, we see the ten-
dencies and we are very concerned. 

We are pleased to see that the Premier has 
put a stop to many of the contracts that appeared to 
have been great wastes of money that came about 
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through cronyism—the contracts that arrived without 
any tenders, the contracts that arrived without any 
proper financial oversight. And those included 
GlobalHue, Ambling, Faith-based tourism, Kurron. 
And all of these things need to be investigated to see 
if we got value for money—including the capital pro-
jects where we had all of this over-spending. And, 
again, many of the capital projects where there was 
no tendering, no proper financial oversight, in some 
cases no proper engineering oversight—all of us in 
this House— 
 
The Speaker: Do not forget that— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. DeSilva: Point of Order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I think you are speaking like me—that the 
Honourable Member is certainly misleading the 
House. And for the Honourable Member to state . . . 
he said it once, I let it go; and then he repeated him-
self as if no one was listening. Mr. Speaker, I think he 
has got to stop saying these things that are untrue. 

Then he talks about contracts that are con-
tinuously going out untendered, untendered, unten-
dered. And, of course, then he mentioned one that I 
know about, being the Health Minister—Kurron. Kur-
ron was tendered. It was sent out on an RFP. A sepa-
rate committee was set up to go through the paper-
work that was received by those that tendered, and 
they won it fair, square and above-board, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Well, Mr. Speaker, it is cer-
tainly on my list of contracts that is now being termi-
nated, and terminated early I believe. So I will just al-
low that to speak for itself, Mr. Speaker. 
 Now, you know, we on our side are concerned 
with a lot of these actions. We believe the national 
debt figure we now have is unsustainable for this 
community. We worry that the community will have the 
revenue to be able to pay this national debt and, in 
fact as I said earlier, that it may improve even more. 
 Over and over again we have heard Members 
of the Government side saying we are going to have 
to do more with less. And of course, nothing could be 
truer. But we had the very unfortunate occurrences in 
the past where, for example, in addition to those that I 
talked about—I talked about consultants, I talked 
about contracts, I talked about capital projects. We 
also had the situation of politicians being hired as 
consultants. And I believe that at one time we had the 
situation where three Government Members—one 
was Senator Bean (who now sits in this place), an-
other was Senator Walton Brown, and Mr. Commis-

siong—who were all in consultancy contracts. And, 
again, I believe that the Honourable Premier has ter-
minated two of those and has put a termination date 
on the third one.  

This, we believe, is something turning the 
corner and beginning to head in the right direction. So, 
you know, we support the Government in that and we 
are glad to see that. 

However, there are some signs of areas 
where the Government is not grasping the nettle and 
dealing with things in a proper fashion. And one that 
the Member in this place, the Honourable Terry Lister 
who speaks for transport . . . now one of my concerns 
is the bus strikes and how that impacts on the public 
budget, how that impacts on public finance. 

If you have a situation where you have a set 
of rules for arbitration, you have a situation where you 
need a 21-day strike notice and you get wildcat strikes 
. . . and these things need to be done in a proper fash-
ion. And in that case, they were not. It looked like 
there was a bowing to pressure. We, of course, know 
that the BIU is one of the unions who supports this 
Labour Government and maybe they have difficulty in 
grasping the nettle and solving these situations in a 
proper fashion through arbitration, through the courts, 
if necessary. 
 So these are situations that the Government 
and the Premier are going to have to face going for-
ward where they are going to have to be able to make 
very difficult decisions. 

And you know one of the situations where I 
was surprised (and Members know this) . . . on my 
side the Shadow Finance Minister suggested an 
across-the-board situation of a reduction in salaries. 
And somebody from the Government side said, 
“Shouldn’t you be looking at where the waste is rather 
than saying across the board?” 

 I know the Honourable Finance Minister had 
said 15 per cent across-the-board cut to every de-
partment would not be the right thing and Government 
Members have said that is not what they have done. 
Some have faced bigger cuts than other areas have. 
But the situation when the Premier comes in . . . I be-
lieve she has, in fact, expanded Cabinet.  Therefore, 
the charge on the public purse is greater for salaries 
and the other things which Cabinet Ministers re-
ceive—be they cars or other emoluments that go with 
that post at this time. 

So we have a problem. We have a problem 
there and it is something where . . . you show an ex-
ample and the Members of the Government keep say-
ing the whole community is in this together. Well, the 
whole community does not see that. When they look 
at Government, they see Government getting bigger, 
they see Cabinet getting bigger, they see people get-
ting paid. For example, you have a situation, I think it 
was pointed out by the Royal Gazette, that you have a 
Minister without Portfolio who sits in this place and 
therefore gets a higher salary than the Minister of Na-
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tional Security—which is meant to be one of the big-
gest posts. So he is receiving a lower salary than a 
Minister without Portfolio, which to most people seems 
illogical—it does not seem to make a great deal of 
sense. So, there we go Mr. Speaker, the public will 
see for themselves. 
 These are concerns we have. And I know the 
Honourable Premier, Finance Minister, will get her 
chance to address these issues when they come up. 
We think that we need more concerted action, we 
need these plans. We are very happy to hear that the 
Minister of Tourism is trying to get her Tourism Board 
to get around a plan for tourism, which my honourable 
colleague, Cole Simons, pointed out; that we need a 
firm plan going forward. 
 Mr. Speaker, those are the points I wished to 
cover. Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Tucker, from Hamilton South. 
 Mr. Tucker, you have the floor sir. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Thank you and good morn-
ing to you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have sat here today and I have 
listened intently. I am not a financial guru, but I under-
stand some things. And one of the things that I have 
been able to understand about sitting in this Honour-
able Chamber and just listening to the history of both 
political parties go back and forwards about different 
things, and if you think about it some of the things that 
the Progressive Labour Party has done in terms of 
some of the infrastructure that they have put in place 
and some of the things they have done in terms of 
supporting other people and creating different pro-
grammes and doing different things—not everything I 
do agree with—but you can say that, Okay, I can see 
where some money has been invested into Ber-
muda—physical plan, into Bermuda—its people. So 
with those regards, Mr. Speaker, I can see where 
some of this debt has come from. 

Whereas you have some people that are 
more conservative with the money and they say, Well 
now, we wouldn’t spend that money right now or we 
wouldn’t go into debt. And one of the things that is 
ironic, and has also come from being involved in club 
life at different organisations where you heard the old 
farmer say, Well, we could have had that for £500 or 
£100. And you say, Man, why didn’t they take that 
opportunity? To think if someone had just had a little 
bit of gumption and said, Let’s go in debt to acquire 
this.  

And, mind you, it would have been an invest-
ment, per se, and in time they would have got a return 
on their investment just as the Honourable Member 

when he went in debt to purchase his first home. So in 
that regard you can see that there is a return. 
 Now the Progressive Labour Party has cho-
sen to go into debt to do some things that had to be 
done. Some things had to be done and they have 
gone ahead and done it. So in regard to that we say 
we will have to look at it as an investment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

And so, yes, there have been some things 
that have been done that the Auditor General has not 
been pleased with and even the Honourable Premier 
has not been pleased with. As you very well know she 
has mentioned it on numerous occasions as to how 
there are going to be different controls and there is 
going to be some auditing of certain projects, as a 
project is on-going, so that these types of things can 
be monitored as we go through these processes—
which is a good thing. 
 And life teaches us experiences and we 
should learn from our experiences, because learning 
from our experiences makes a stronger person. And 
as we get stronger, we then pass on these experi-
ences to people that come behind us. So that is one 
of the good things that I can appreciate about just sit-
ting and listening about what has gone on and what is 
going on in this country. 
 And, yes, we are in a position where we have 
a debt. But I have all the confidence in my brothers 
and sisters in this country that we can get through 
this. Because, Mr. Speaker, we have to get through it. 
We have no choice. Where can we go? We are Ber-
mudians. It is 21 square miles. So we have to do what 
we have to do. And one of the ways is . . . and I am 
touched by it, Mr. Speaker. And I am not a technology 
buff but just with the newspaper and just as text, Mr. 
Speaker, if I may read it out to you . . . or actually a 
BB that was sent out this morning, and it says, “The 
Bermuda Landscape Association, along with the la-
bour and training group, will be holding a jobs fair on 
March 2nd at Hamilton Princess. Please pass on to 
anyone you know who might be interested. Thanks.”  

Now, this was a mass BB that was sent out by 
this one person to everybody that is on her BB list. So 
in that way it is just like how Barak Obama was com-
municating with the world through texting, and BB and 
Twitter and things of that nature there to gather sup-
port for his base and rally his base—with that there. If 
I send that out to everybody that is on my BB list then 
the information gets out there. So that is just another 
form of communication so that we can let our people 
know that there is opportunity. 
 Now, one of the things that I have also—and I 
have heard it all day today, backwards and forwards, 
about this big job fair that was held. One of the things 
that I do not think I have heard today was that a lot of 
people that were there were looking for a second job, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: You mean they already had a job? 
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Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: They already had a job. 
 
The Speaker: Oh! 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: But they were looking for a 
second job.  

So, they went back to the hotel industry that a 
lot of them had left and chose not to go to, but they 
went back and said maybe they will have a second job 
in the hotel industry if it is something at night. And so, 
that was not mentioned too much today. It was just 
like these 853 people went to get these hundred and 
some-odd jobs. But a lot of people were going for their 
second job. 

So, that is something that as Bermudians . . . 
most of us have always had a second job and a third 
job. And that is how we survived. That is how we paid 
school fees, that is how we helped to pay that mort-
gage, and that is how we just managed to pay for the 
taxi, or whatever, that Dad might have invested into. 

This is a time where I see a lot of Bermudians 
that will now say, Okay. You know what? This is what 
I have got to do. And some people got second jobs 
and said, That is my trip money, it is debt money, and 
that is what they have the second job for. So for their 
whole lives they worked second jobs. But some got to 
a point where they got comfortable and then they did 
encourage their children to have a second job. You 
know, you need to get yourself a little second job so 
you can save some money, because the money that 
you had was allocated for various different things. So 
in that regard, this is one aspect where I feel that a lot 
of Bermudians will have the opportunity now to get a 
second job. 

Those that do not have jobs, there are jobs 
available. And you must bite the bullet and take some 
of these landscaping jobs that are available. Because 
if we have a vested interest in Bermuda . . . and, as 
we know, most of these workers that come to this 
country, come for one reason—to make money, so 
they can go home and have a very nice house and 
support their families. 

But they come here with a genuine work ethic 
to do what they have got to do and that is it. They live 
within their means and they bring their lunch to work. 
So there is something that Bermudians . . . not pre-
venting them from going out to restaurants and buying 
lunch because they have to survive too. But on the 
odd occasion make themselves some lunch. I cer-
tainly make lunch from time to time and take it to 
work. 
 
The Speaker: Do you? 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker. 
When I make my son’s lunch, I think of myself too. 
 So these are things that, you know, we Ber-
mudians will have to get back in the habit of doing so 

that we can curb our appetites for desires. And it is 
something that is very important, and this will be a 
learning tool for our people who think that things come 
easy—easy come, easy go. You know? 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would say to my brothers 
and sisters in Bermuda that there is great opportunity 
for you. You just have to take advantage of the oppor-
tunity that is in front of you until you can do better. 

And one of the things that I would encourage 
people to do—those that do not have a trade—is to go 
and learn a trade. Spend time, listen. I graduated from 
High School, had the Prom on the Saturday, on the 
Monday morning I started work learning my trade. So 
there is nothing wrong with having a trade. A lot of the 
former taxi drivers of late, they had a trade. So in the 
winter they just went back on their tools and [did] that. 
So the guys that were renting cars had the opportunity 
to make money. Because those taxi drivers that had a 
trade went back to their trade during the winter. I 
mean, that is a fact, Mr. Speaker. 

So I do not see why we should get all bent out 
of shape. Because you may find during the winter 
months a taxi parked up on a job somewhere doing . . 
. just parked up all day because the person who 
needs to make a living who is renting someone’s car 
is working while that one may be plying their trade 
during the winter months. It is the way Bermuda oper-
ates, and that is a fact, that is a reality. So I do not 
think you should have this bent out of shape attitude 
because we may have taxi drivers parked out during 
the winter months or you may see a car parked here 
or there. Because also a taxi is an investment— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: No, that is a different kettle 
of fish. 
 Now one of the things that has happened, and 
because there is a downturn in the economy, is that 
some people have had their taxis taken from them 
because of non-payment. Well, that is a reality. I 
would hope that if these taxis are not sold, that if 
these lending institutions . . . if the person just got 
[into] default because they just could not make the 
payment—hard economics—if these lending institu-
tions, if they still have these taxis when the season 
brightens up, that they can call these people back and 
say, Look, let me give you another chance. I under-
stand what happens. 

Because the investment is still there—their 
taxi is still worth $110[,000], $120,000 or whatever. 
The person might have even put a brand new car on 
the road and the brand new car might have cost them 
40—took them up to $150[,000] or $160,000. And, Mr. 
Speaker, you are talking about paying close to about 
$2,500-$3,000 a month just on that taxi loan. And that 
may also mean that he may also have a mortgage. 
So, if he has just got a job and he is trying to pay the 
taxi loan and some school fees here or there or other 
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things, it can get tough. So in that regard he may have 
to sacrifice that taxi just to hold on to what he may 
have. 

I would hope that these things can be ar-
ranged and taken care of. It is important. And Ber-
muda is a very small community, a very small com-
munity indeed. When you hear of someone losing 
something, you just feel that you are that much closer 
to a person. It is just like, just about everybody knows 
someone who might pass away from cancer or from 
AIDS–it touches you. 

And when you know that somebody is working 
hard and trying to go forward and unfortunately they 
fall upon hard times through no fault of their own and 
they are trying to do their best and they come up with, 
as some would say, with the short end of the stick, 
that we must try to rally around that person, if we are 
in a position to help them and, certainly, if they want to 
help themselves. So I feel that this is just one area 
that we also just need to look at when it comes to 
these things, Mr. Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to tourism, 
tourism is very dear to my heart because my family 
spent a lot of time in tourism—my mom worked in the 
industry. And one thing that I feel we need to do in 
tourism is . . . and I just heard the Minister speak 
about this new form of advertising and things of this 
nature, there is nothing wrong with that. And I do not 
know if we do or we do not do it, but if we have mon-
ies available, being that we are using new tourism 
methods to promote Bermuda, and we can physically 
put money into airline tickets that will produce people 
coming to Bermuda (as opposed to putting the money 
into advertising and other things like that there), re-
ducing their ticket price—that instead of someone 
paying $450 to come to Bermuda, they may only pay 
$400—it might be economically feasible for a family of 
four. I know we have made cutbacks, but if that is a 
possibility and it can be looked at, then that is fine so 
that we can get people into Bermuda. 

I know I had a group of some Masonic broth-
ers and their wives that came to Bermuda during the 
month of January, and they stayed at the Newstead 
and thoroughly enjoyed it. Some of them had never 
stayed in such a first-class resort. And they truly, truly 
enjoyed Newstead. The Minister of Tourism sent one 
of her fine staff members up there to greet them and 
to welcome them to this country and gave them gifts. 
And they had never been somewhere where someone 
would take the time to greet them and thank them— 
 
The Speaker: We call that raising the flag. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Well, the flag was raised! 
And guess what? They were excited. And I can tell 
you that— 
 
An Hon. Member: Are they coming back? 
 

Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: —they are coming back this 
summer— 
 
The Speaker: Good! 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: —and they are bringing 
their friends, and some of them are even cruising 
back. Right? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And some of them are even 
cruising back because of the fact that they enjoyed 
Bermuda 

Now can you imagine being in Bermuda—
here we were cold as the dickens, its 50 degrees—
and they have got their doors wide open on the third 
floor at Newstead looking out at Hamilton Harbour 
sleeping with the door wide open saying how pleasant 
it is. And while we have got our doors all closed up 
and those suckers have still got sashed windows with 
pegs in them to stop the rattling . . . and they have got 
their doors wide open saying, Man, this is pleasant—
because they had just left 10 inches of snow! So 
these are the types of things that we need to promote. 

And one of the things that we in this country 
have to do—and we have to do it amongst our-
selves—we have to keep speaking in positives. We 
know the negatives exist, but we have to keep speak-
ing in positives because . . . I went to a PTA meeting 
last night, and it was interesting to hear the principal 
say, and it is a fact, that if you have a problem with 
what the teacher is doing, do not speak [of] it in front 
of your child, because your child hears it and so they 
have got that negative connotation about the teacher. 
And it is only because you as an adult have this per-
ception—Why are they doing that? So that is why it is 
important for adult conversations to be held around 
adults and children’s conversations to be held around 
children. 
 So we have to keep speaking the positive, 
even though we may have our issues. We deal with 
the issues, we deal with the facts. Then we go on and 
do the business at hand because it is important. Be-
cause of the fact that our country is 21 square miles—
this is all we have. It is a gem. It is beautiful. And we 
have to respect our country and do what we have to 
do in the best interests of our country. 

One thing that I have learned about being in 
politics is do not take it personal. If you take it person-
ally, you can get sick. But you deal with the issues at 
hand, based on the facts—not innuendos, not on 
hearsay, not this or that—on the facts because it is 
important. And that is very key in this country because 
it is just like how this information came to me—and it 
was good information. You let something transpire 
there, the vicious e-mails circle, and BB circle that 
goes out. And when it is sent out you do not know 
whose family member you are affecting. Because we 
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do not have all the same last name; you could be talk-
ing about somebody’s brother or sister. So that is why 
it is important to promote the positive in our country. 
 Now, when it comes to the Grand Slam of 
Golf, just an observation as being a weekend 
hacker—and I am being— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Yes, that is true, I am a 
weekend hacker. And I will admit I have gotten to the 
point now, since my son has been around, that I can-
not even be a weekend hacker because he consumes 
my weekends. 

But I would say that somehow we need to find 
the Targets and the Walmarts and those types of 
people. In America they spend big money on golf. But 
what we need to do is get in with our exempt company 
friends that are in the industry, because some of those 
people went to school with some of the directors and 
the executives of the Walmarts and all these big com-
panies. And we need to get to talking to them and en-
couraging them to come to Bermuda and to advertise 
and participate in the PGA Grand Slam of Golf, even 
though we are not going to have a Target or a Wal-
mart here.  

But, if they did some research on how many 
times those Bermudian credit cards are swiped at the 
Targets and the Walmarts, and how much cash is ac-
tually spent in various regions of America, they would 
be shocked and surprised to see how much—and es-
pecially with those 24-hour Targets and Walmarts—
Bermudians could certainly do some damage in them. 
So there is just another thought that we can look at. 

And, you know, with our Honourable Minister 
of Tourism saying we have such a wonderful office in 
New York, maybe they just need to start knocking on 
a few doors—at Macy’s on 34th Street and just say, 
Hey look! There’s now a Home Depot in the city, there 
has been one for a few years—and just knock on their 
door and in the New Jersey area. And you see where 
Bermudians are purchasing and just ask—there are 
only two answers you know—yes or no. There are 
only two answers. And there is another way we can 
generate some funds. Get some of these high-fliers 
down here and let them enjoy Bermuda with some 
golf in the Pro-am and then they will get to see Ber-
muda, they will get to see some of these wonderful 
golf courses that we have, and just enjoy Bermuda 
because Bermuda can be enjoyed.  

The only time we really get a chance to enjoy 
Bermuda is when we bring some personal friends 
down and we actually take them out for a little bit and 
enjoy some of the things that we do have to offer. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the other things that I saw 
when I had the newspaper out—and it lets me know 
that Bermuda is working and it knows it has to work—
is that in the daily today. Mr. Speaker, if you would 
allow me—because I want people to know this, espe-

cially those in the trade because it is very important—
that on page 48 of the daily, it says, “[BMC] McAlpine 
and Health Services on Monday at 10:00 am at the 
Fairmont Hamilton Princess. The meeting will provide 
information on the King Edward Memorial redevelop-
ment project. Call to register an interest in securing 
work on the project. The selection process [is] for 
subcontractors and suppliers.”  

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am happy to let you know 
that I am going to be a little bit late coming in on— 
 
The Speaker: You are going to be there. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: —Monday. I will be there at 
10:00 am because I am a carpenter by trade and I am 
going to be looking for some work down the road. It 
may not come today or tomorrow, it may come next 
year, but it is not wrong preparing. So I would invite 
any small contractor to go there and register. And it 
also . . . let me read the part again. It says, “Introduc-
tion by Senator the Hon. Kim Wilson, JP, Minister of 
Economy Trade and Industry.” So now, see this here? 
This should have been on the front page— 
 
An Hon. Member: That is a caring Government. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: This here should have been 
on the front page and— 
 
The Speaker: Well, that is a paid advert. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Hmm? 
 
The Speaker: That is a paid advert. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Let me check, because I 
looked at the front page. I am not going to dispute the 
idea that it is a paid advert, but in the best interests of 
the country, Mr. Speaker, I feel the daily— 
 
The Speaker: Well, they have got it. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: I feel the daily should have 
put that on the front page. In the best interests of the 
country. But remember we are only 22 square miles! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: But what I am saying is that 
that type of information should have been on the front 
page because it is in the best interests of the country, 
because we are talking about suppliers, we are talking 
about small contractors.  

Now, if a fellow has got a firm of two masons 
and two labourers—there is a lot of block to be built 
down there, you know. So if you get 10 guys coming 
down there, well Mr. Speaker, you have got yourself 
20 masons. And there you go! And that entrepreneur 
still gets to keep his business. He still keeps his integ-
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rity. He can still say I am a boss. And sometimes 
when people go to work for themselves, they feel a 
self-pride about themselves. 

So, Mr. Speaker, these are the types of things 
that are important to our country to our economy. And 
as they say, small business generates and fuels an 
economy. But these are the types of things that can 
fuel an economy. And God be on our side, and things 
. . . and I hope that they come sooner than later, the 
legislation for Morgan’s Point, so that those develop-
ers can get underway and do what they are going to 
do. 

And then you hear about down in St. George’s 
with the Corporation of St. George’s with what they 
are planning and the processes that they are going 
through and the little 50-room hotel that they want to 
build for the yachtsmen and things of this nature here. 
I hope that that hurries up and goes forth, because 
when these things go forth they are going to create a 
certain amount of employment. 

Believe it or not, Mr. Speaker, there are some 
people that do not come across the bridge. And so 
that would take—that element that is in St. George’s—
and you could turn them into labourers Mr. Speaker. 

I remember that when I was learning my 
trade, I was pretty decent at this point, and happened 
upon that major renovation up there. The late Mr. 
Lloyd Telford went up to Somerset, and I guess he 
must have gotten about at least 10 of them, and he 
told and this construction company no longer exists, 
Hi-Span Construction. Mr. George DeSilva, one of the 
owners, had gone on to glory, and the other’s son is 
now residing in Canada. He said that now they had to 
hire those guys as labourers just to take them off the 
streets of Somerset and give them some work ethic. 
Some of these same people today are working in the 
industry. Now that is what Mr. Telford did for those 
young men. 

And when we start new developments in St. 
George’s—for those young men in St. George’s that 
do not come across the bridge—we give them a job, 
we make them into labourers, because that is a mind-
set. And some minds you are not going to change, so 
you work with what you have and you try to help them 
and improve them along the way. 
 And these are some of the things that we as 
elected officials have to take the high road on and be 
positive about so that we can give our young people, 
and other people that are not as energetic as some 
others, something. Because it is important for them to 
have their self-worth. And when they get their self-
worth then they will move on and then they will be a 
more productive citizen to this country. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And that is what we are 
looking for. We are looking for people to be produc-
tive. Counterproductive behaviour is leading us no-

where—it is leading us nowhere in this Island and we 
just get those backwards and forwards. 

And so as you see, as the Honourable Pre-
mier has instructed Cabinet Ministers to make various 
cuts . . . and the process started late last year. You 
could see where cuts were being made, negotiations 
were under debate in various different areas—so that 
we can get some reprieve and just try to grow forward 
and go forward. 

It was strange . . . I listened to an advertise-
ment and people may not realise this, but Hellman’s 
Mayonnaise—in a cost-cutting measure—is no longer 
32 ounces. It is now 30 ounces. So the next time you 
pick up a bottle of mayonnaise, take note. Because 
remember sometimes you would look under— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: No, but what I am saying 
is— 
 
The Speaker: That is done with many products. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: That is how that company . 
. . and I just heard that because the 30 oz. bottle of 
mayonnaise was on sale at the marketplace for $4.99. 
But what they have done—they kept the same size 
bottle probably made it a little smaller so they cut back 
on plastic. Now, if you think they are making, let us 
say, 400,000 bottles of mayonnaise and they save a 
quarter of a cent on each bottle, when they add that 
up that is a big figure, Mr. Speaker. So now, they just 
took two more ounces of mayonnaise out of there, 
charged the same amount, but, guess what? By doing 
that we as consumers—who are not as astute as 
some others–just go ahead and pay for it. But just 
think how many jobs they saved by just doing that in 
America. I mean it is just like Humpty Dumpty Chips 
now—they must be down to about a quarter of an 
ounce, because those bags are the same size, but 
when you open them, two hands full and they are 
gone, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Plenty of air. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: It is two hands full and it is 
gone! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Well it is a Canadian prod-
uct, you know. 
 So, what I am saying is that with the Honour-
able Premier letting the civil servants of this country 
know that their jobs are safe . . . I do not want them to 
take that lightly and be disrespectful to the country in 
the service that they are being employed to perform 
(because the Premier said your job is safe) and think 
that they can do as they like and not perform. I per-
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sonally believe the Honourable Premier said (she has 
not said anything to me, I guess she will correct me if I 
am wrong) [that] is to give people that self-assurance 
that you are okay. Because people have to feel that 
confidence—you are okay. 

Contrary to different things you hear around 
election time, you hear various [with] certain people 
saying you need to cut the civil servants, you need to 
do this you need to do that. Well, you grew the civil 
service too big. But one of the things I would say is 
that if you cut the civil service by 100 jobs, where 
would they be? How much would that cost us? What 
would be the damaging effect of cutting it by 100, 50, 
one or two people? 
 
An Hon. Member: Families, financial assistance . . . 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: So, you either pay on one 
end or let them work on the other. 

And then with these new policies and things 
that are going in place, and some that are already in 
place, I would hope that for those civil servants that 
may not be performing at the levels they should, that 
they would start to because they would realise, Hey 
look, things are getting tight and I need to do what I 
have got to do. 
 And one more thing about tourism . . . and 
you know what they say—one man’s trash is another 
man’s treasure. Honourable Minister of Tourism, un-
fortunately, a country to the south of us is having ma-
jor problems with gangs going right down into the tour-
ist area. And that is down in Acapulco, Mexico. So we 
need to take advantage of that and be able to see if 
we can bring some of those people here because they 
are going to have a devastating year. And they are 
talking where they were getting, I think about 
6[00,000] or 700,000 people down there—they esti-
mate that they might max out at 200,000—because of 
the fact that the drug wars and the gangs are coming 
right down in these tourism areas. People are going to 
be looking to fly somewhere sunny and bright. 

We must look at these things and try to find 
out where these people are coming from and try to get 
them here, because Bermuda does have something to 
offer. And I feel that if we get our nightlife in order and 
do some interesting things . . . I mean, we have such 
great talent in the Bermuda Regiment. Even if we get 
some of these guys putting those three pieces to-
gether and performing at various different venues and 
stuff like that, as opposed to the whole Regiment, and 
just break them up a little bit because we have got a 
lot of talent up there. And for a little stipend we get— 
 
An Hon. Member: And in our schools, too. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And in our schools. Right. 

Because some of these are steel pan of 
Sandys Secondary, the Bermuda Institute, and there 
is another group out there that plays these steel 

pans—we can certainly make it happen. And I am 
sure that would be singing from the skies to see all 
those steel pans going. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, with those two things I would 
just like to thank the Honourable Premier for her 
Budget. Hopefully, Bermuda will see what lies ahead 
and we can collectively take on the responsibility of 
getting our country back on track, because sitting here 
today I was truly able to analyse that not everything 
was done perfectly, but it was done for a reason. And 
we now must get on with the job and go forward. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Tucker, the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton South. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 No further speakers. 
 The Minister in charge, the Honourable and 
Learned Minister, P. Cox. Madam Premier you have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the comment was made at a 
recent public meeting that I closed out that Bermuda, 
just like Egypt, has a moment of opportunity. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I sat here, all day practically, 
there have been a number of comments made and 
statements made. And I think what we have to bear in 
mind is the fact that once you strip away the politrick-
ing and the political posturing, you have to recognise 
that we do have an opportunity to move this country 
forward, notwithstanding the economic times and the 
challenges therein. 

And part of the Government’s mission and 
part of the mission of the Government Ministers who 
are all able-bodied, intelligent and very hard-working, 
is to take it to the people not just as part of the Budget 
debate in terms of what we do here, but to go out into 
the highways and the byways of the country to let 
people know what the spending decisions are and 
how their money is being spent. 
 Mr. Speaker, I listened with some amusement 
to certain aspects, because I think that if you bought 
into some of the palaver you would certainly believe 
that the sky is falling and that we are one step away 
from doomsday. And I think the Honourable Member 
(who is an Independent) who just spoke—the Hon-
ourable Darius Tucker—reminded the people of Ber-
muda and reminded Honourable Members here about 
the tremendous opportunity that there is still available 
to be unleashed for those who wish to seize the mo-
ment. 
 And I particularly site the issue with regard to 
the advertisement he cited, and the options for those 
who wish to bid and participate as subcontractors in 
what is the largest PPP project we have ever had—In 
fact, the first PPP project we have ever had. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will also be aware that yes-
terday you saw (by a private sector individual) a $100 
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million project launched that has the ability and the 
potential to create employment for about 150 people. 
 Mr. Speaker, in terms of the payroll tax roll-
back, I think that rather . . . you know, Mr. Speaker, 
what you have to do is see the economy as well, 
equate it to law. It is not a static, inanimate, lifeless 
object; it has the potential for dynamism. And the tools 
that we use cannot be the same old, same old, and 
we cannot just rely on the fact that it is a change. The 
easy option, Mr. Speaker, the easy option—the easi-
est option in the world for me, as Minister of Fi-
nance—is not to have made any change in the payroll 
tax rates. It would have garnered $50 million without 
doing a thing. And if I wanted to take a cautious ap-
proach, I could have said, Okay, let’s roll it back by 
one percentage point so we only lose $25 million in 
revenue. 

But, Mr. Speaker, because of the times we 
are living in, you have got to look at it . . . and, in 
some ways, I would say it is a bold decision because I 
know that I could predict headlines. I could predict the 
habitual refrain that you would hear from certain quar-
ters. But, you know, Mr. Speaker, they say that con-
science asks, Is it the right thing to do? And for the 
times we are living in, I would say that it was the right 
thing to do—to review and revisit the decision that I 
took. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would characterise some of the 
comments made as interesting. But I would say that, 
while I would give some advice, it would be to take the 
position that you are going to ask someone else. Be-
cause I think that sometimes up here people get so 
caught in the ongoing treadmill of partisan warfare 
that it is difficult for them to step out of the comfort 
zone. So something which is factually correct—that 
this is the first Budget Statement given as Premier 
and Minister of Finance—it is not resiling from my re-
cord. I am the last person who would resile from the 
record.  

I speak for the Government and I speak for 
the decisions made of the Government. And I do not 
pretend, shrug, or shrink from them. But I am factually 
saying that this is the first as Premier and Minister of 
Finance. Anybody who does not see the obviousness 
of that is obviously delusional. So I say that . . . the 
question that you almost want to say to somebody is, 
Ask someone else. 

Because you know Mr. Speaker, this Budget 
Statement, this Budget, the policy decisions, and the 
funding decisions that underpin it, represent a Budget 
Statement that is fit for the purpose. That is what I 
would say, Mr. Speaker, fit for the purpose. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, you also cannot look at it 
without looking at the context—the economic context. 
And whether people wish to dismiss or discount the 
reality, Mr. Speaker, the sobering reality—the sober-
ing reality . . . because budgets really are not just 
about figures; they really are about people, not just 
the Miss Annie Youngs, not just about Stephen, but 

about those who are going to be served by our poli-
cies, whether they are students, whether they are 
teachers, whether they are professionals, whether 
they are bus drivers, whether they are architects, 
whether they are engineers, whether they are civil 
servants, whether they are temporary staff. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, you have to look at the 
economic position and the reality to grasp the context. 
And Bermuda, Mr. Speaker (I state the obvious), is 
still suffering from the corrosive effects of the 
2007/2009 global recession. And as far as Bermuda is 
concerned, the significant cutback in economic activity 
had its roots in the earlier recession in the US. There 
are some who would like to pretend it is not so, and I 
would say one word—delusional.  

Once the recession reached Bermuda, its cor-
rosive effect spread to every industry and segment of 
the economy. And the Government of Bermuda, Mr. 
Speaker, was not immune or insulated. 
 Now, specifically, Mr. Speaker, the recession 
started December 2007. The softness in consumer 
expenditures began earlier that year. A key compo-
nent of that slowdown in terms of US consumer out-
lays was a decrease in spending in travel at home in 
the US as well as abroad. So with virtually no time lag, 
the Americans . . . there was a decline in their desire 
to travel and to spend money in other countries. And 
that certainly became evident in Bermuda in the sec-
ond quarter of 2007.  

You saw changes in arrivals during the quar-
ter of a given year compared with the same period in 
a previous year. For instance, Mr. Speaker, from the 
first quarter of 2007 until the first quarter of 2009 you 
saw that the count of air visitors from the US to Ber-
muda declined in every quarter. 

There was also, Mr. Speaker, a sharp intra-
year increase in the number of tourists arriving by air 
from the US between the first and third quarters of 
2009. And subsequently the number of air arrivals 
stagnated over the next year. The shrinkage in the 
number of air visitors from the US arriving in Bermuda 
led to a corresponding decrease in another key com-
ponent of tourism—and that is with the resort hotel 
gross receipts. 

Mr. Speaker, you certainly see that, clearly, 
the recession arrived in Bermuda from the US. It was 
borne primarily by declines in the tourism sector, and 
the recessionary impact spread to other sectors. And 
as it spread, Mr. Speaker, it undercut the capacity of 
almost every industry in Bermuda to offer jobs and 
generate income. 
 Mr. Speaker, you had shrinkage in employ-
ment. And, certainly, it would be important to note that 
the erosion in the number of jobs shows that the year 
to year changes in filled jobs in both number and per-
centage-point terms was impacted. In 2006 total em-
ployment amounted to about 39,686—and that re-
flected a gain of 739 from the previous year. But once 
with the mirroring, the onset of the recession, the 



Official Hansard Report 25 February 2011 729 
 

 House of Assembly 

growth in the number of jobs began to slow in 2007, 
and the increase was just 0.4 per cent. Total employ-
ment peaked in 2008. 

Mr. Speaker, I say that for context because I 
am aware that it is almost 3:00 in the morning. But I 
think it is important to note the effect in terms of how 
the recession in terms of real terms and why the focus 
in terms of even the policy decisions is to focus not 
just on terms of job stability but also the opportunity 
for job growth. 

You have heard some of the Honourable 
Members who have spoken today talk about the op-
portunities even from an entrepreneurial point of view 
with regard to green. And you will see when we table 
some legislation, and legislation that has already been 
passed last year, in terms of how we are seeking to 
give concessions to help stimulate growth in those 
areas which will fuel much more energy efficient 
measures, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us talk about the $150 mil-
lion. Because I think, again, you have the doubting 
Thomas’s (or should I say Honourable doubting Tho-
mas’s, Mr. Speaker?) who would seek to deny and 
decry that, Mr. Speaker. I think it is important to note 
that how that was made up—and as you have already 
heard from some of the Honourable Government 
Members—that it was not a sledge hammer to a fly, 
but it was a directed focus to looking at and providing 
cuts, a trimming of expenditure, but not by way of just 
a general all things to every person in every Ministry 
suffering the same amount of cuts. 

For instance, in Finance we cut by the largest 
amount—21 per cent. Next was Cabinet office, which 
was [cut] by 17 per cent. Others were much, much 
less—but obviously you had to look at what the needs 
are and how far you could go. 

But, Mr. Speaker, for instance you saw there . 
. . but also how did we get some of the cuts when you 
look at the how did we fund $50 million? It was by 
freezing a vacant post where possible, so that led to a 
reduction in salaries. You also abolished some tempo-
rary positions. There was the reduction of discretion-
ary overtime. There was also a reduction—42 per cent 
reduction—in training budgets. A 15 per cent reduc-
tion in travel budgets. There is 18 per cent reduction 
in advertising and promotions, 21 per cent reduction in 
professional services consultancies. 

And if you look at the Budget Statement—
though you also can see it in the Estimates of Reve-
nue and Expenditure . . . but if you look at the Budget 
Statement on page 24 and you look at the top two line 
items—5260 for Local Consultants, and 5265 for 
Overseas Consultants—you will see that it has gone 
down from $17 million to $9 million for Local Consult-
ants and Overseas Consultants going down from $25 
million to $21 million. 

So I think it is important to note that there has 
been a very directed attention to seeing how we can 
properly make some changes which are still sensitive 

without hampering the Government’s ability to do 
business, Mr. Speaker. Obviously, one is not going to 
say that there is no value in consultants—whether 
they be local or overseas. But you certainly were look-
ing at that as a point of view of how you could assist 
and also reduce. 
 I think Mr. Speaker that in addition you will 
note that there are customs duty relief measures on 
capital goods for a number of sectors, including the 
retail sector. You will note, Mr. Speaker . . . you will 
know that from legislation which will be tabled that 
most tax rates will remain unchanged, except for a 
minor change in Customs Tariff and Government fees, 
including an increase in cellular phone licences. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have indicated that part of the 
stimulus includes an amount of $50 million as a result 
of the foregoing of revenues from payroll tax, but also 
we are allocating $12 million to a variety of small pro-
jects, and that includes building upgrades, school 
maintenance, and roadside works. And this, once 
again, is part of the efforts to provide stimulus for 
small contractors and to create jobs. 
 Mr. Speaker, what is also important from an 
institutional and transformational change is the institu-
tion of the Procurement and Tendering Process, and 
through that in terms of making it a unit which actually 
is within the Ministry of Finance. That does not mean 
that procurement did not occur before. But in terms of 
trying and seeking to enhance the controls—
particularly for major capital projects—we are revamp-
ing that so that it can have included expanded gov-
ernance measures. 

And certainly, Mr. Speaker, as I have indi-
cated, this includes disclosure requirements to identify 
potential conflicts of interests, more rigorous change 
order management. As you have already heard from 
the Honourable Minister who is the Deputy Premier 
sometimes when you have estimates that are pro-
vided maybe in 1998 or even prior to us becoming the 
Government that as there are change orders or re-
quirements in terms of the various tenants who are 
subsequently identified, this can also inflate the cost, 
and it will properly show as an increase and going 
over budget. It has gone over budget, and that is the 
appropriate thing and the accurate measure to note. 

However, if you were to assess it from a point 
of view of proper management, you would note that it 
really was not accurate to judge the costing prior to 
[when] you were going to start building because there 
are inflationary adjustments and also adjustments 
which are occasioned by the nature of the changes 
required depending on who will be actually in the 
building. And I think that those things have helped to 
inflate the cost. And we see that there is scope for 
improvement. 

That is why you will see in the Procurement 
and Tendering Unit there is also the ability and the 
intention to have a much more rigorous change order 
management and stricter and more frequent reporting 
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regime to monitor the progress in the construction 
build out. And if it is necessary, Mr. Speaker, we also 
do not preclude this being subject to project audits 
during construction to ensure better value for money. 
 Certainly, Mr. Speaker, we believe that these 
improvements and enhancements in this project man-
agement process will help to improve the mainte-
nance and governance overall and also will help to 
regain trust and confidence in our processes as well 
as ensuring value for money. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think it is important to note that 
because there was much talk about debt, that even 
though it started, certainly, under a prior government, 
the Sinking Fund mechanism continues to be alive 
and well. And $25 million has been allocated as a 
contribution for this year—$25.7 million. And, cer-
tainly, this will bring the balance at the end of the fi-
nancial year to $113 million, and we will continue to 
be on track to reduce our debt by $210 million be-
tween 2014 and 2016. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think also when you want to 
know what else is being done to help those who are 
vulnerable . . . well, Mr. Speaker, continually we have 
indicated that we are providing support to our tourism 
industry. We certainly are continuing to provide sup-
port for the hotel sector, and that is set out in the 
Memorandum of Understanding between the Ber-
muda Hotel Association and the Ministry of Finance. 
And, certainly, we will be continuing to extend that 
relief up until next year—March 31, 2012. 
 The Hotel sector is also keen to be able to be 
weaned off of this dependency and obviously they 
have indicated that they will be seeking to find ways 
so that they will need this less and less. And we will 
certainly support them and welcome this. But, obvi-
ously, while they need help, we as the Government on 
behalf of the people of Bermuda, and those who have 
jobs in the hotel sector, will be doing all we can to as-
sist them in this period. 
 Certainly, Mr. Speaker, the relief provision of 
a reduced payroll tax for retail establishments will con-
tinue and, as I said, we will be doing our part. 
 Mr. Speaker, much seemed to have been 
made of the page which talks about, “What the Gov-
ernment has done for you lately.” I think it is all part of 
context, you know, Mr. Speaker. I think it is important 
to note what government over the years, and this PLP 
Government, has provided in terms of concessions. 
Because, rather than those who seek to characterise 
it as “frittering away,” nothing could be further from the 
truth. Monies have been expended in terms of helping 
the needy, the vulnerable—whether you are talking 
about child day care, whether you are talking about 
free college tuition, whether you are talking about free 
transport, whether you are talking about issues like 
FutureCare, whether you are talking about other areas 
like the Stamp Duty Exemption and the Primary 
Homestead. And I think Mr. Speaker, it is important for 
clarity and accuracy that one reflects that. 

Mr. Speaker, I find that a most interesting and 
useful discussion for us to really look behind the fig-
ures and get a sense of the differing ethos of the two 
political parties—or I should say three political par-
ties—and I think that this Government continues to be 
concerned about the needs of those in the community 
who are aching. And this Government continues to 
pledge to take action to assist those who are hurting 
and vulnerable. 
 For those reasons, Mr. Speaker, and for a 
myriad of other reasons that will be set out over the 
next few weeks, I have great pleasure in having pi-
loted—or tabled—the Budget Statement and I look 
forward with considerable enthusiasm to the debate 
over the next few weeks. 
 So Mr. Speaker, I would now like to move that 
the House do now resume in Committee of Supply to 
consider the Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 
for 2011/2012. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Cox. 
 Any objection? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Will the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke Central, Mr. W. Perinchief, Acting Speaker 
please take the Committee of Supply? 
 

House in Committee at 3:09 am 
 

[Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE ESTIMATES OF REVE-

NUE AND EXPENDITURE 2011/2012 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Chairman, I would now like to 
move Head 83, Ministry of National Security HQ, 
Head 6, Defence; Head 7, Police; and Head 27, Bor-
der Control. 
 And, Mr. Chairman I would move that the 
Committee rise, report progress, and ask for leave to 
sit again on Monday, 2 March 2011. 
 
Hon. Members: February 28. 
 
The Chairman: The hour is late. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Yes, it is. I am reading the typed 
list blindly—Monday, 28 February 2011. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Madam. 
 Is there any objection? 
 No objection. So moved. 
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[Motion carried: The Committee of Supply rose, re-
ported progress, and will sit again on Monday, 28 
February 2011.] 
 

House resumed at 3:10 am 
 

[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE ESTIMATES OF REVE-

NUE AND EXPENDITURE 2011/2012 
 
The Speaker: It is late isn’t it?  

Is there any objection to the report of the 
Committee, that the Committee rise and report pro-
gress and ask for leave to sit again? 
 [Gavel] Agreed to. 
 I now recognise Madam Premier again. 
 Madam Premier. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILL 
 

RETAIL SHOPS (TEMPORARY CUSTOMS DUTY 
RELIEF FOR CAPITAL INVESTMENTS) AMEND-

MENT ACT 2011 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that Standing Order 14 
be suspended to allow me to introduce the following 
Bill, the Retail Shops (Temporary Customs Duty Relief 
for Capital Investments) Amendment Act 2011. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: That is actually Standing Order 21. 
 Any objection? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Agreed to. 
 There is no leave of the House required. The 
Minister has tabled a Bill. 
 There are no further matters. 
 You did table it, didn’t you? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: There are no further matters. 
 Madam Premier? 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House adjourn until Monday, February 28th. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 

 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: The next . . . I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: The House stands adjourned until 
Monday the 28th of February at 10 am. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 3:13 am (26 February 2011) the House stood ad-
journed until 10:00 am, Monday, 28 February 2011.] 
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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 

28 FEBRUARY 2011 
10:02 AM 

Sitting Number 12 of the 2010/11 Session 
 
 
 [Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 18 AND 25 FEBRUARY 2011 

[Deferred] 
 
The Speaker: The Minutes of the 18th and the 25th are 
deferred. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mr. W. Perinchief, from Pembroke Central.  

Mr. Perinchief has the floor. 
 

PRIVATE BILL: WEST END PROPERTIES COM-
PANY (AMENDMENT) ACT 2011 

 

Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 “To the Honourable the President and Mem-
bers of the Senate, to His Honour the Speaker, and 
Members of the Honourable House of Assembly: The 
Joint Select Committee on Private Bills has the hon-
our to submit the following Report: 
 “The Committee has carefully considered the 
petitions together with the relative Bill for the Act listed 
hereunder and is satisfied that the Bill is a Private Bill 
and that all the rules of both Houses having to do with 
Private Bills have been complied with:  West End 
Properties Company (Amendment) Act 2011. 
 “The Committee recommends that the Bill 
entitled, The West End Properties Company 
(Amendment) Act 2011, be accepted without amend-
ment. Subject to the recommendations contained in 
paragraph 2 above, the Committee recommends that 
the prayers of the several petitioners be granted and 
that leave be given to bring in the proposed Bill to give 
effect thereto, all of which is respectfully submitted by 
the Committee and signed.” 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the 
Honourable Member from Pembroke Central. 
 Any further Reports of Committees? 
 We will move on. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: There are none. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member 
Mrs. Foggo, L. Foggo from St. David’s constituency. 
 Madam Whip, you have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I had the honour of attending 
Clearwater Middle School’s honour roll assembly on 
February the 21st. Mr. Speaker, they had a record 
number of students who reached honour status. The 
M1 level had 65 students reaching honour status. The 
M2 level had over 30 students, and the M3 level had 
more than 50 students reaching honours level. 
 In particular, Mr. Speaker, I would like to con-
gratulate the M3 student Maliq Alick, who has the ho-
nour of having reached the Principal’s List for both 
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terms, the fall term and the winter term. He was the 
only student who earned that title. So special congra-
tulations going out to Maliq Alick for a job well done, 
and in general to the Clearwater Middle School. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Foggo. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. W. Perinchief, from Pembroke Central, Deputy 
Speaker. Mr. Perinchief has the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief: Mr. Speaker, I request 
that the House send condolences to the family of Mrs. 
June Bernice Simmons, beloved wife of Colin Sim-
mons, mother to Sandra Woolridge, Brenda Gober, 
Crystal Bailey, and Keith Simmons, special friend to 
David Ramsay; in her 69th year; of #15 Cemetery 
Lane, Pembroke. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Perinchief. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Butler. D. Butler from Warwick North East has the 
floor. 
 Mr. Butler? 
 
Hon. Dale D. Butler: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning. 
 I would like to ask the House to send con-
gratulations to the Bermuda Reading Teachers Asso-
ciation. They had two international speakers Friday 
and Saturday night who were impressed by the fact 
that on a Friday night the room was packed with 
teachers—not unusual to us Bermudians in search of 
higher education and improving our skills. But they 
were very impressed. They themselves committed 
themselves well, and our teachers benefited. 
 In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, the President, 
Darnell Todd-[Wynn] gave a first-class report that was 
jam-packed with activities that the Bermuda Reading 
Teachers Association have been doing. I believe the 
Minister of Education would like to be associated with 
those remarks as well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Butler. 
 I am going to take the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Mr. Swan. Mr. H. Swan from St. George’s West, 
Leader of the Opposition. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, I would 
like a letter of congratulations 
 
[General discussion about the microphone issues] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, I would 
like a suitable letter sent to Mrs. Edith Claire Spencer, 
who yesterday, having served 38 years as organist at 

St. Peter’s Church, was honoured by the Anglican 
community and has the distinction of having a  school 
hall named after her. It was standing-room only in St. 
Peter’s Church, attended by . . . I had the pleasure of 
having the opportunity of being invited and being able 
to say a few words with Dame Jennifer, and certainly, 
Mr. Speaker, it was a very moving occasion. Mrs. 
Spencer and her family have certainly made their 
mark in the St. George’s community. In the Anglican 
Church and also in the community and through educa-
tion, Mr. Speaker, and in other areas. 
 So, I certainly would like a suitable letter sent 
to Mrs. Spencer on being recognised. And the one 
thing I would like to contribute is that oftentimes we 
wait until people have passed on to their great reward 
to show them the honour and respect and recognition 
they are due. And this was an example where it was 
done while the person, Mrs. Spencer, would certainly 
appreciate that many appreciate her.  

I would also like to associate the Honourable 
Member, Mrs. Foggo, who was also in attendance and 
just proved by saying that it is another example of that 
great relationship between, White Hill, and St. 
George’s coming to fruition. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Mr. H. Swan, from St. George’s West. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Dame Jennifer Smith, from St. George’s North, Minis-
ter of Education. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 First of all, I wish to be associated with the 
remarks made by our Government Whip MP, the 
Leader, Foggo; and, of course, I wish to be associated 
with the remarks made by MP Dale Butler and by Op-
position Leader Kim Swan. 
 Mr. Speaker, I wish to add that Mrs. Claire 
Spencer was born and raised in St. George’s and is a 
lifetime member of St. Peter’s Church. She comes 
from a family of musicians. And when I call their 
names, many of you will probably recognise them, all 
of whom have been instrumental in serving the 
church: 
 Her late sisters and brother Millicent Swan, 
Muriel Callabras, and Earlston Ikey Callabras pro-
vided music for churches in St. George’s and St. 
David’s. And her granddaughter currently serves as 
the pianist at St. Peter’s West, Quinell Kumalae. 
 Mr. Speaker, the honour given her of naming 
the church hall after her is no less than what she de-
served for her years of dedicated service. 
 I also wish to congratulate the Department of 
Culture and Folk Life Officer Kim Dismont Robinson, 
Mr. Speaker, for the publication volume 2 the Ber-
muda Anthology of Poetry edited by Kendel Hippolyte 
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and entitled This Poem-Worthy Place: Bermuda An-
thology of Poetry Volume II. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we send congratula-
tions to those who are included in the book: Nancy 
Baugh, Anil Chatergoon , Cha’Von Clarke, Alaina 
Gibbon, Denise De Moura, Arthur DeSilva, Jane 
Downing, Rebecca Dupre, Meisha Easton, Jennifer 
Douphty-Hind, Kendell Hippolyte, Lisa Howie, Nick 
Hutchings, Michael Jones, Ronald Lightbourne, Lee-
Anne Liles, Deborah Lombardo, Anna North-Lowry, 
Paul Maddein, Krystal McKenzie, Milton McKenzie II, 
Alugn McKittrick , Nancy Anne Miller, Quinton Nisbett 
, B. Candace Ray, Kim Dismont Robinson, Krystal 
Robinson-Assan, Sandra Taylor-Rouja, Andra 
Simons, Allen C. Smith, Wendy Fulton Steginsky , 
Kathy Stowel, and Grace E. Welch. 

Mr. Speaker, I also ask that the House send 
congratulations to the Ethiopian Orthodox Church in 
St. George’s, which I had the privilege of visiting on 
Saturday to see the work being done there by Abba. 
Abba is a monk who is also an artist. He came to 
Bermuda in 1999, upon request to paint the church 
here. He stayed for two years until his work was al-
most done, and he has come back to finish that work. 
Mr. Speaker, they are going to be open for people to 
see it. The entire church is filled with paintings based 
on the Psalms, the prophets, the saints. It is just spec-
tacular! I do want to say congratulations to them. 

His painting is very much in demand, and he 
has travelled to some 12 states to paint murals for the 
Ethiopian Orthodox Church. He actually was born in 
Ethiopia, but came to the West to spread the word. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dame Jennifer, the Hon-
ourable Member from St. George’s North, Minister of 
Education. 
 Any further speakers? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Speaker: You need that for congrats or obits? It 
is incredible. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member, 
Ms. Gordon-Pamplin, from Paget West. 
 Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, it is only for accuracy. 

I would just like to offer congratulations, albeit 
that I was unable to attend. I was made to understand 
that it was a wonderful event on Saturday night at 
which the Athletes of the Year were named and hon-
oured. I just wish for this Honourable House to send 
congratulations to the Athletes of the Year: 

The Female Athlete of the Year was Jenaya 
Wade-Fray; the Male Athlete of the Year was Tyrone 
Smith. They also took advantage of the opportunity 
this time for the first time to name Junior Athletes of 
the Year. Those honours went to Emma Franklin for 
the female and Jeneko Place for the male.  

There were other Ministerial awards that were 
also given out at the time and various other athletic 
achievement awards, and those names I will make 
available to the Clerk. But I just think that the House 
ought to take advantage of the opportunity to send 
letters of congratulations to those outstanding young 
people, the Athletes of the Year, and all of those who 
were recognised on that night.  

The Honourable Member, Mr. Michael Weeks, 
has asked to be associated with those remarks, and, 
notwithstanding he is not here, I am sure the Minister 
would want to be associated with those remarks, as 
would our Shadow Minister Charles Swan, the Hon-
ourable Dame Jennifer Smith, also. I think every 
Member of the House of Assembly is proud of the ef-
forts of our young people and would want to be asso-
ciated with those congratulatory remarks. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
  
 The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, the 
Honourable Member from Paget West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 No further speakers. We will move on. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR THE  
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT  
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: Order Number 1, Resumption of Com-
mittee of Supply for Further Consideration of the Es-
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timates of Revenue and Expenditure for the Year 
2011/12, in the name of Madam Premier, the Minister 
of Finance. 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Devonshire North West, Madam Prem-
ier. 
 Madam Premier? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
resume in Committee of Supply to consider the Esti-
mates of Revenue and Expenditure for 2011/12. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 Will the Honourable Member from Pembroke 
Central, Deputy Speaker, Mr. Perinchief, please take 
the Chair of Committee of Supply? 
 

House in Committee at 10:20 am 
 

[Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY  
 
CONSIDERATION OF THE ESTIMATES OF REVE-

NUE AND EXPENDITURE FOR 2011/12 
 
[Continuation thereof] 
 
The Chairman: The House now is Committee of 
Supply. 
 I recognise the Honourable Mr. Weeks, who is 
presenting the Estimates for the Ministry of National 
Security. 
 

HEAD 83—MINISTRY OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
HQ 

 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and 
good morning. 
 I am really honoured to be able to do this on 
behalf of the Minister of National Security, who is in 
the House today in support of his technical offices. 
 I want to move Heads 83, 6, 7, and 27, the 
Ministry of National Security. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: This is found at 83, Mr. Chair-
man. It is found on pages B-270 to B-272 of the Esti-
mates of Revenue and Expenditures book. 
 Mr. Chairman, the mission of the Ministry of 
National Security Headquarters is to direct policy im-
plementation and oversee programme management 
and departmental operations within the Ministry. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 

The Chairman: Carry on, Minister. Do not be dis-
tracted. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
 I asked the Member Friday whether I was to 
be supplied a copy of the brief that this requires under 
new Standing Order— 
 
The Chairman: No, no. Your point of order is refused 
on the basis that— 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I have not made the point of 
order. 
 
The Chairman: No, no, just a minute. I heard your 
preamble. I heard your preamble. Take your seat. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No, no, no. 
 
The Chairman: Take your seat. No, take your seat 
first. I wish to say something first. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Well, I would like to be al-
lowed to make a point of order. 
 
The Chairman: I will allow you after I speak. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Okay. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 

DEBATE NOT GOVERNED BY NEW STANDING 
ORDERS 

[Standing Order 19, Rules of Debate] 
 
The Chairman: This matter has already been raised 
in the public domain. And at this point I am going to 
anticipate that you are going to raise the new Orders 
that this House considered. We have clearly, with the 
respective Whips, established that this debate, this 
Budget Debate, will not be governed by the new 
Standing Orders, which are, in any case, provisional. 

You may now make your point of order, with 
that caveat. 

 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: No, I think not, Mr. Chairman. 
The point has been raised, and we had a private 
meeting between the Speaker and yourself and my-
self and our Whip some time ago to point out the ef-
fect of the Standing Order. 
 Just for the benefit of the public, it is under 
Standing Order 19, Rules of Debate, and it is section 
(7) in that. There it provides for a situation where, in 
some circumstances, statements may be read in the 
House. But at the end of that sub-rule it specifically 
says, “In any case, where statements are read as afo-
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resaid, copies of such statements shall be provided to 
all Members at the time of reading.” 

Of course, that is done, as you know, with the 
Budget Speech and with the Budget Reply. And par-
ticularly in light of the new Premier’s promise of a new 
day, transparency and accountability, the new Stand-
ing Order would specifically apply in this situation. I 
cannot see how the Minister can do other than to 
supply a copy of the brief. 
 
An Hon. Member: Where’s the beef? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I do not think it is your position 
to protect him, Mr. Chairman. I think if he has some 
objection under the Standing Orders, he can make 
that objection. But I do not know. I did not hear you 
say anything which, in my view, would mitigate 
against that. It is not a position that the Chairman can 
rule that the Standing Orders do not apply. 
 
The Chairman: Since I was in that meeting that we all 
attended, we ruled that the Minister’s . . . When there 
is a Ministerial Statement, that statement would be 
provided. However, this is a Ministerial brief. This 
brief, which are notes made specifically for the Minis-
ter, in this instance, are not going to be provided to 
the opposite Members. 
 
An Hon. Member: There is transparency there. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, there is transparency. 
 
The Chairman: Because we have never done it in the 
past there is no precedent for it; and in this instance, 
the new rules do not change that. 
 
An Hon. Member: They do! 
 
The Chairman: That is my ruling. Now, if you wish to 
take it up somewhere else, you may. But we will carry 
on now with . . . We will carry on in Committee. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Mr. Moniz, I would sug-
gest that you take your seat at this point. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I just have a point of clarifica-
tion, Mr. Chairman. 
 What I understood from our Whip, from the 
Whip on the other side, Mrs. Foggo, was that the 
Premier had decided to leave it to Ministerial discre-
tion. But you are now saying there will be no briefs 
provided. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Point of clarification. 
 
The Chairman: Just a minute. Let me say this. 

 Since I was present at all of those meetings, I 
will say to you that it is up to Ministerial discretion; you 
are quite correct. But it is not mandatory. So it is op-
tional and discretionary on the particular Minister if 
they wish to provide their brief. But they are not ob-
liged to under the new Standing Orders. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: But they are, under Standing 
Order 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Mr. Chairman— 
 
The Chairman: Which are not enforced during this 
debate. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Since when? Mr. Chairman, I have 
a point of order. 
 
The Chairman: I did not give you permission to stand, 
Mr. Barritt. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I can stand if I like. You can recog-
nise me— 
 
The Chairman: Mr. Barritt, Mr. Barritt. We will follow 
some decorum and order in the House. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I have a point of order! 
 
The Chairman: I have already ruled on the point of 
order for Mr. Moniz. Is yours any similar? 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, Mr. Chairman. I want to correct 
you on one thing. You have described these rules as 
provisional. We adopted them, and we have been us-
ing them. 
 
The Chairman: No. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The rule is clear! The rule is clear! 
 
The Chairman: They are still provisional, Mr. Barritt. 
In my understanding, they are still provisional. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: So what does that mean? We can 
pick and choose what we like, then? I can choose and 
pick what I like and follow what I like? 
 
The Chairman: The Speaker has stated clearly— 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The Speaker? 
 
The Chairman: —that the Budget Debate will not be 
governed by the new rules. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, that is news. 
 
The Chairman: And I was, again, at this point— 
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Mr. John Barritt: What rules do apply, then, Mr. 
Chairman? 
 
The Chairman: I will say at this point to take your 
seat, Mr. Barritt. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: What rules do apply? Could I ask 
that question? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. John Barritt: I know I did not hear him because 
he has not said anything. I want to know what rules 
apply if these do not. 
 
The Chairman: The rules that we have operated un-
der and the Speaker’s Orders. The Speaker has said 
that in this instance, the new rules— 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Standing Orders. 
 
The Chairman: —new Standing Orders will not apply 
during this Budget Debate, and more specifically— 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, that is wrong, and that is a 
nonsense. 
 
The Chairman: And more specifically, on the issue of 
briefs, Ministerial briefs. The Ministers may provide 
them upon their discretion, and that is the position. 
 So I suggest now— 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, that is a made-up position, Mr. 
Chairman. That is not in the rule. 
 Can I ask this clarification: We follow the 
rules, and we have designed the Budget Debate to 
include 56 hours. Is that one not being followed now? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, it is being followed. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Oh, that one we are following! 
 
The Chairman: Yes, yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: That one is convenient, is it? Is that 
the way it works now? I have to say, Mr. Chairman, 
this is totally wrong and unacceptable. I mean, it is a 
nonsense! Why would he not want to share a brief? 
 
The Chairman: Your comments have been noted, Mr. 
Barritt, and I suggest you now take your seat. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Chairman: And we will continue with this debate. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I mean, are you proud of this? 
 
The Chairman: Minister Weeks? 

 
Mr. John Barritt: It is crazy! Are you proud? 
 
The Chairman: Now continue. Continue. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Chairman, with the greatest 
of respect, with the greatest of respect. 
 
The Chairman: Oh, yes. Yes. Premier, I identify you. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Yes. Thank you very much. 
 Since we seem to be doing political posturing 
here, was it or was it not true that the Speaker, the 
Deputy Speaker, the Whip, and the Shadow Whip 
agreed the rules of engagement and it was made 
clear in the meeting that this was not going to be ap-
plied to the Budget? 
 
The Chairman: That is correct. That is correct, Ma-
dam Premier. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: So all this that we are having 
while we are eating into time was already established, 
yes? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Premier. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, sir. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, yes. 
 Before we resume, I wish to do a bit of house-
keeping. I wish to now identify some students who are 
observing the debate, from the Berkeley Institute, and 
they are Kayla Simonds, Tare Brangman; and from 
C.A.R.E. Learning Centre, the GED students including 
Chauntae Whitter. We wish to welcome them to the 
House. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 

CHAIRMAN’S RULING 
 
The Chairman: Premier, I take your position that we 
have had a preliminary meeting between the respec-
tive Whips, the Deputy Speaker, and the Speaker, 
where we came to a consensus as to the rules that 
this Debate will be conducted under, and I now am 
ruling that this Debate continue under those parame-
ters. 
 Thank you very much. And I am not entertain-
ing any more points of order on this issue because we 
would be here all day. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
The Chairman: It is nothing more now than political 
posturing. The position is clear. 
 Minister Weeks, would you carry on? 
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Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Chairman, there is a mis-
representation here. 
 
The Chairman: Minister Moniz, we must get on with 
this debate. I am not entertaining any points of order 
on this particular issue. If you wish to do it afterwards 
outside of the House, you may. But I am going to con-
tinue. If not, I will have to ask you to leave this Cham-
ber, Mr. Moniz. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Chairman: Mr. Moniz, I have ruled. And if you 
continue this line, I will have to ask you to retire from 
the Chamber. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: I am taking it that it is now interfer-
ence with this debate. 
 So, Minister Weeks, continue. We are now in 
the Committee of Supply. The Debate on National 
Security has started. The Minister is on his feet and is 
now presenting his brief on the Ministry of National 
Security. 
 

HEAD 83—MINISTRY OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
HQ 

 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to remind those that are listening 
that this is Head 83 found on pages B-270 to B-272 of 
the Estimates and Revenue and Expenditure. 
 Mr. Chairman, the Ministry Headquarters 
Budget allocation of $1,445,000 for 2011/12 repre-
sents a decrease of $293,000, or 15 per cent, less 
than the original 2010–2011 Budget, which was allo-
cated to the Ministry’s forerunner, the Ministry of La-
bour, Home Affairs, and Housing. This reduction is 
due to the approximate 15 per cent Government-wide 
cuts that have been put in place for the 2011/12 fiscal 
year. 

Salary costs of $691,000 have increased by 
11 per cent when compared to the 2010–2011 
Budget, which was $620,000. This increase is due to 
an additional administrative assistant position trans-
ferred from the eliminated Security Services Depart-
ment. 
 Training costs have been decreased to a total 
of $5,000, from $60,000, a decrease of $55,000, or 92 
per cent. 

Professional services have decreased from 
$780,000 to $592,000, a reduction of $188,000 for the 
year. The major reduction relates to board and com-
mittee fees of approximately $200,000 which has 
been transferred out of the Ministry. 
 Mr. Chairman, the $385,000 shown as Capital 
Development refers to $85,000 for the security of 
Government premises and $300,000 for the initial 

phase of the renovations of police headquarters in 
Prospect. 
 Mr. Chairman, there has been an increase of 
one to the manpower numbers for this Head. The po-
sition has been moved from Head 54, which is no 
longer active, to Head 83. 

We will touch on some major achievements 
now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to take a moment 
to reflect on a few of the accomplishments of the Min-
istry during the 2010-2011 Budget year, and look for-
ward to our plans for 2011/12. 

This year witnessed a full amalgamation of 
the former Ministries of Public Safety and Housing 
and of Labour and Immigration into the Ministry of La-
bour, Home Affairs, and Housing. 

The Ministry has placed much attention on 
improvements within the Department of Immigration, 
particularly with regard to the speed with which work 
permits are addressed. In addition, the Ministry sup-
ported two key initiatives that are focused on assisting 
our fellow Bermudians who were in need of a hand-
up. I speak of the Hustle Truck programme and the 
Hope for Life programme. 

The Hustle Truck programme was designed to 
accommodate those persons who are not yet able, for 
a variety of reasons, to maintain regular employment. 
The programme provided an opportunity to be em-
ployed on a day-by-day basis and helped them to at-
tain the skills and aptitude required to maintain regular 
employment. The programme has partnered with the 
Bermuda College and C.A.R.E. Computer Centre to 
assist participants to attain their GED and, in some 
instances, an associates degree. 

The programme has been successful as full-
time employment has been obtained as cashiers, gar-
deners, merchandisers, airport ramp attendants, secu-
rity guards, grocer’s helpers, and hotel housemen, for 
example. Further, thanks to the community-
mindedness of the Construction Association of Ber-
muda— 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Chairman, in the book it 
states very clearly. It shows an allocation was zero for 
the Hustle Truck.  

I am on page B-270. I do not have your brief, 
as you well know. I am on page B-270, and 93005 
Hustle Truck, it shows an allocation of zero. I am not 
sure if there is any . . . You talk about funding for the 
Hustle Truck, but it says in this area there is none. 

Any response to that? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Minister. Do you wish to answer 
that question, or would you defer? I suggest you defer 
and ask your— 
 
 Hon. Michael Weeks: I defer that. At the end, I 
would answer all questions. 
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The Chairman: Yes. Accept the question, and then 
defer it until the end of your brief. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I accept the question of the 
Honourable Member. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I think further in the brief we 
may have the answer. But if you are not satisfied, I will 
definitely get an answer to you later. 
 
An Hon. Member: There is no money. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: You know the reason I say 
that is because you have only selected certain Heads. 
And you know, those Heads are the National Security 
Headquarters, Defence, Police, and Border Control. 
So housing, et cetera, is not included. There are areas 
of the Ministry which are not included in those. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I believe the Minister has said 
that he will clarify that— 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: As we go. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: In due course. 
  
The Chairman: Make a note. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Further, thanks to the commu-
nity-mindedness of the Construction Association of 
Bermuda, and, in particular, the foresight of Mrs. Jane 
Correia, the Hustle Truck partnered with the associa-
tion through their Back-to-Work programme to take 
persons from the Hustle Truck to work for member 
firms. 
 Mr. Chairman, this is what a caring and re-
sponsive Government is all about. We are not just 
giving handouts to people. We are providing them with 
the means to be self-sufficient. In the words of our 
Honourable Premier, “work-fare and not welfare.” 
Then this House, all of us . . . one person assisted to 
become independent and gainfully employed through 
this programme is one less person to be provided with 
assistance from the public purse. 
 Mr. Chairman, the Hustle Truck initiative will 
not be funded during the coming fiscal year. With the 
moratorium on the grant of work permits for those 
posts targeted for Hustle Truck participants and the 
increased vigilance of the Departments of Labour and 
Training, and Immigration, it is anticipated that no 
Bermudian should be disadvantaged by the end of the 
programme in this form. 

 Mr. Chairman, another programme worthy of 
note is the Hope for Life programme. This initiative is 
designed to attract young people who might otherwise 
be attracted to a gang or other antisocial behaviour 
and to instil in them a desire to lead a productive life. 
 Mr. Chairman, before I go on, I would like to 
ask, is that— 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Continue, Minister. You have 
provided the response, and— 
 
An Hon. Member: It was said at the beginning it was 
cancelled. 
 
The Chairman: Just continue, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay.  

The Ministry has engaged Mr. David Bas-
come, MBE, who is well known to, and respected by, 
this target population to lead this initiative on our be-
half. Mr. Bascome has a unique presentation that cap-
tures the attention and imagination of our young peo-
ple. 
 Mr. Chairman, you might have seen our 
brightly painted orange bus driving around the Island 
to various schools and community events. This bus, 
provided by the Department of Public Transport spe-
cifically for this purpose, is especially fitted out to be 
engaging to the target population and is a vehicle for 
change. 

The Hope for Life programme has partnered 
with the Island Soccer League in a synergistic rela-
tionship that utilises the power of both to reach our 
young people. Through this partnership, our youth and 
their supporters were featured worldwide on Fox Soc-
cer Channel. Partnerships such as this serve to in-
spire our youth and to give them hope that they can 
be successful and make a meaningful contribution to 
their community. 
 Mr. Chairman, whilst no specific funding allo-
cation for this programme is contained in the coming 
fiscal year, the Ministry will continue to support Hope 
for Life through savings realised in in-kind cost-neutral 
ways. 

Mr. Chairman, the Bermuda Housing Corpora-
tion continues to be a source of pride. Little can sur-
pass the shared joy seen on the faces of Bermudians 
as they accept the keys to their own homes for the 
first time, realising a dream that many of them thought 
that they would never experience. The Loughlands 
development has been completed. The Perimeter 
Lane development is complete, and the Harbor View 
Village, at Southside will be officially opened on the 5th 
of March 2011. 

In a splendid example of components of the 
Ministry working together to address the Govern-
ment’s needs, the Bermuda Housing Corporation and 
the Bermuda Police Service worked together on a 
provision of housing for police officers recruited from 
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overseas. The Corporation purchased the former 
Harmony Club property, renovated the units. This ar-
rangement eases pressure on the local housing stock 
so that more units remain available for Bermudians. 

The Bermuda Regiment streamlined its opera-
tions by amalgamating the functions previously pro-
vided by the Defence Administrator into its own opera-
tions. This move eliminates areas of potential conflict 
and places the responsibility and accountability where 
it is best placed, with the commanding officer. The 
Regiment continues to provide opportunities to young 
Bermudian men and women to develop themselves 
and be of service to our community, either in the 
Regiment directly or upon their return to civil life. 

The Bermuda Fire and Rescue Service has 
successfully managed the amalgamation with the Air-
port Fire Service, creating a unified service capable of 
fighting both structural and aircraft fires. The service 
remains the first responder for the majority of emer-
gencies across the Island. 

Mr. Chairman, in keeping with its policy formu-
lation and coordination role, the Ministry Headquarters 
will oversee a number of initiatives in the coming year. 
These include:  

i. the formation of a single border-control 
agency to be known as the Department of 
Border Control; 

ii. an equitable statutory regime to address mar-
riages of convenience; 

iii. the creation of an independent appeal tribunal 
to hear appeals on Immigration matters; 

iv. a review of landholding policy in Bermuda to 
determine what, if any, might be done to 
stimulate that area of the economy; and 

v. facilitating a paradigm shift in the ethos of 
those areas of immigration policy under the 
Ministry to a more customer-serviced ap-
proach. 
 
Mr. Chairman, the Ministry’s Headquarters is 

a small operation, but works well and will manage the 
budgetary challenges presented admirably. 

I will turn now to Head 6, which is Defence. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 
The Chairman: Carry on, Minister. 
 

HEAD 06—DEFENCE 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Defence, Head 6, can be found 
on B-273 to B-276 in the Estimates of Revenue and 
Expenditure for the Year 2011/12. 
 Mr. Chairman, Head 6 comprises the Ber-
muda Regiment and the Bermuda Cadet Corps. The 
departments under the head perform a number of 
functions, including conscription, military training, 
natural and man-made disaster relief, ceremonial 
support, leadership, real-life skills training, and youth 
development. 

The primary legislation affecting the depart-
ments are the Defence Act 1965, as amended, to-
gether with the Bermuda Regiment Governor’s Orders 
1993, The Bermuda Volunteer Reserve Force Act 
1939, and the Bermuda Cadet Corps Act 1944. 
 The mandate: Mr. Chairman, under the au-
thority of the Defence Act 1965, the Bermuda Regi-
ment’s mandate is to be a military force with the nec-
essary standard of manpower, training, and equip-
ment to enable it to perform its assigned roles effi-
ciently and effectively. The Bermuda Regiment con-
tinues as a military unit that is training and holding 
itself ready to fulfil its assigned role. 
 Mr. Chairman, the mission and roles of the 
Bermuda Regiment were confirmed by the February 
2000 review of the Bermuda Regiment. The mission 
and roles were again reviewed and restated by the 
2006 review undertaking and completed by the De-
fence Board. The mission is set out in the Regiment’s 
mission statement: “The Bermuda Regiment is to 
support the Civil Authority with the security of Ber-
muda, its peoples, property, livelihood and interests to 
maintain normality.” 
 Mr. Chairman, from this mission statement, 
the roles are: 

(a) to provide regimental assistance to the civil 
authority, unarmed assistance rendered to 
the governing authority that makes use of the 
regiment’s capacity to provide manpower for 
organised and sustained directed effort; 

(b) to provide regimental assistance to the civil 
power, assistance rendered to the governing 
authority that makes use of the regiment’s 
ability to act as an armed military force in or-
der to provide assistance in preserving, main-
taining, or restoring law and order; 

(c) to provide regimental assistance to Ber-
mudian society; 

(d) to provide regimental assistance to the inter-
national community. 
 
Mr. Chairman, the total funding for Defence 

for the coming year is $6,913,000. This is $1,219,000, 
or 15 per cent, less than the current year’s revised 
cash limits and marks the third consecutive year of a 
reduction, $300,000 from the 2010/11 Budget; 
$371,000 from the 2009/10 Budget; therefore, reduc-
tions in the last two years, total of $671,000. 

In order to meet the new reduced cash limits 
in the absence of savings realised elsewhere within 
the Ministry, the intent is to shrink the Regiment but 
maintain the current missions and rules. A reduction 
will have a knock-down effect on capability, training 
time, reduced annual intake of recruits to only 110, 
and various programmes to include overseas attach-
ment and courses. 

We are now at the cost centre 16,000, De-
fence Services. Mr. Chairman, Defence Services 
manage the processes for registering, selecting, call-
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ing up, and deferral from service of Bermudian men 
and provides the administrative support and services 
to Regimental Headquarters, the Defence Board, De-
fence Exemption Tribunal, Defence Promotions 
Board, and Defence Medical Board. There are three 
full-time staff paid in this cost centre, two of whom are 
civilian. This year we will see a reduction in general 
administrative costs. 

Cost Centre 16,010, Regimental Headquar-
ters. Mr. Chairman, all command and control functions 
and associated costs are collected here. All adminis-
trative activities in support of, or in the direction of, 
regimental military training activities are funded 
through this cost centre. There is a full-time staff of 10 
persons. In order to meet the new, reduced cash lim-
its, the Regiment will begin to phase out its seconded   
staff from the Royal Anglian Regiment. These posts 
may soon be filled by less-expensive recently retired 
British Army soldiers. 

Cost centre 16,020, Quartermaster. Mr. 
Chairman, the Quartermaster’s Department supplies 
all material and supplies that are required for use. All 
procurement is funded through this cost centre. In ad-
dition, this department is responsible for the mainte-
nance of all military assets, from buildings to weap-
ons. There are 10 full-time staff paid in this cost cen-
tre, including one civilian. 

Cost centre 16,030, Ceremonial. Mr. Chair-
man, the Bermuda Regiment Band and Corps of 
Drums, along with Guards of Honour provided by a 
training company, will continue to produce their high 
parade standards both expected and enjoyed by our 
visitors and residents. This cost centre captures costs 
associated with the normal state ceremonial occa-
sions, including Beating of the Retreat ceremonies 
from April through October; the Peppercorn Ceremony 
scheduled in April; the Queen’s Birthday Parade in 
June; the Convening of the Legislature held in No-
vember; and the Remembrance Day Parade, also in 
November. 

The costs of various community support ac-
tivities carried out by the band in Bermuda throughout 
the year are reflected here. Some of these local activi-
ties are leading the Bermuda Day Parade, performing 
for the Senior Citizens Tea, lead the Labour Day Pa-
rade, perform in support of the Bermuda Cadet Corps 
Camp and Bermuda Regiment Recruit Camp, and 
perform at the request of community organisations 
such as Business Bermuda, the Department of Tour-
ism in support of certain events, and convention 
groups. Two full-time staff, Mr. Chairman, are in this 
section. 

In order to meet the reduced cash limits, the 
Regiment’s participation in the four annual parades 
will be reduced significantly. 

Cost centre 16,040, Local Training. Mr. 
Chairman, this funding is for the local training cost of 
all part-time personnel in training, Alpha and Support 
Companies, for the whole training year. Training be-

gins with the annual recruit camp, now reduced by 
one day, to fourteen days. Training throughout the 
year is carried out on drill nights and weekend camps 
and consumes approximately 14 man-days of time per 
soldier a year. 

The training commitment is higher for senior 
ranks. Costs associated with the junior non-
commissioned officers cadre are included. This cadre 
concentrates on developing leaders and managers 
and is, perhaps, the Bermuda Regiment’s largest and 
most successful, but least visible, programme. Per-
sons on this course are taught and practiced in man-
agement skills, high levels of personal discipline, and 
a broader, deeper range of military skills so as to form 
a solid foundation for the undertaking and successful 
completion of any future military task. 

Those who complete the course go on to be-
come officers or NCOs in the Regiment, many per-
sons that find that their employers’ notice and then 
reward their enhanced performance in the workplace. 
This year, personnel on this cadre will attend their bat-
tle camps in June at the Canadian Forces base at 
Meaford, Ontario, Canada. There are seven full-time 
staff paid in this cost centre. In order to meet their re-
duced cash limits, the annual intake of recruits will be 
reduced to 110, and the reengagement bonus has 
been suspended. 

Cost centre 16,060, Bermuda Cadet Corps. 
Mr. Chairman, the Bermuda Regiment will continue to 
support the activities of the Bermuda Cadet Corps. 
Through the school year, this is done by providing 
instructors and equipment at school sites and by offer-
ing and using the facilities and infrastructure at War-
wick Camp on weekends and for the main cadet camp 
in July. This cost centre captures the costs for the 
support of all adult personnel who are directly support-
ing, either as commissioned cadet officers or non-
commissioned cadet officers, the cadet programme 
and for service and support of cadets for the whole 
training year. 

Cost centre 16,075, Overseas Camp. Mr. 
Chairman, this cost centre captures the costs associ-
ated with taking approximately 200 personnel of the 
Regiment overseas for a mandated 15-day camp an-
nually. In order to assist with reduction in our budget, 
the camp will be shorted by one day, with no signifi-
cant loss in training. Significant items of expenditure 
within this cost centre are the costs of aircraft charter, 
soldiers’ campaign, and the provision of resources to 
facilitate the training and the supply of all materials 
and supplies that are required for use or consumed by 
the soldiers. In April 2011, the Regiment will deploy to 
Camp Lejeune in North Carolina.  

Cost centre 16,080, Courses and Attach-
ments. Mr. Chairman, overseas courses offer an op-
portunity—often, the only opportunity—to acquire 
skills, enhance skills, or retain and maintain skills that 
may possibly be needed for operations in Bermuda. 
This cost centre is for the continuation of training, ad-
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ditional training, and special training of all officers and 
non-commissioned officers, both locally and overseas 
for the whole training year. Depending on the avail-
ability of regimental personnel, the Regiment may 
send up to 25 officers, warrant officers, senior NCOs, 
or potential officers to the UK, USA, Canada, or Ja-
maica to attend a variety of military skills or military 
knowledge courses. 
 Due to the need to cut costs, the Regiment is 
not in a position to be able to fund sending groups of 
volunteers to participate in various camps and exer-
cises organised by affiliated units such as the Royal 
Anglian Regiment and the Royal Gibraltar Regiment. 
Personnel attending overseas courses will reduce to 
approximately 15. 
 Personnel: Mr. Chairman, the Bermuda 
Regiment employs 32 full-time persons. All but three 
are military personnel. The three civilian staff are em-
ployed in the administration of recruitment and ac-
counts payable and grounds maintenance at Warwick 
Camp. Also included are two persons currently on 
loan services seconded to the Regiment by one of our 
overseas affiliated units, the Royal Anglian Regiment. 
 The Regiment has an establishment of 580 
part-time personnel. However, because of past man-
ning shortfalls between the number of recruits re-
quired and the actual number of recruits attending 
recruit camp, the Regiment is currently deficient by 
approximately 100 persons in its manning strengths. 
This level of manning shortfall can affect the Regi-
ment’s ability to undertake a number of tasks in fulfil-
ment of its mandated roles. 
 Output Measures and Objectives: Mr. Chair-
man, the Regiment successfully completed its prepa-
rations for the past hurricane season and was embod-
ied during Hurricane Igor providing assistance to the 
Emergency Measures Organisation. The Regiment 
was unable to conduct a Fitness-For-Role (FFR) exer-
cise in 2010 due to circumstances beyond its control. 
However, the FFR exercise is planned for October this 
year as part of a joint services exercise which will see 
the Regiment test its internal security training readi-
ness in supporting the civil power. 
 Some Major Achievements, 2010: Mr. Chair-
man, during the current year the Bermuda Regiment 
successfully provided disaster relief to Bermuda after 
Hurricane Igor struck the Island. Additionally, the 
Regiment received new colours after 20 years and 
successfully staged a large-scale and unique parade 
witnessed by over 1,000 members of our community. 
 Closing Remarks on this Head: Mr. Chairman, 
the Bermuda Regiment continues to play a vital and 
substantial role in Bermudian society. It is an organi-
sation that maintains very high standards of training 
and discipline and prides itself on being ready and 
able to answer the call of duty as and when that call 
should come. The Bermuda Regiment continues to 
provide all the people of Bermuda with a wide array of 
social benefits. 

The Regiment’s first and most visible contribu-
tion to Bermuda is that individuals from Bermuda’s 
different racial and social spheres are caused to have 
a strong, successful social interaction as individuals in 
the fulfilment of a national task. 
 The second contribution is to expose a group 
of young men, some for the first time, to a disciplined 
and structured environment with a standard of disci-
pline that is somewhat higher than that with which 
they may already be familiar. Within the Bermuda 
Regiment, and regardless of their racial and social 
backgrounds, Bermudians are taught and practice and 
function as a team. This experience of military team-
building helps build better race and human relations in 
Bermuda. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would like to in-
terject something because the Regiment really helped 
to serve me well. Coming up as a young man, Mr. 
Chairman, coming up back of town, so to speak, I had 
very little experience interacting with anybody else 
other than black people. I went to Central, Berkeley. 
Then I went away to school. Up until that point, up 
until the Regiment, I had very little interaction. So the 
Regiment served me well in bringing together all spir-
its of Bermudians. So that is just my testament that 
the Regiment does work to bring in a harmonised 
Bermuda. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: So I will move on, Mr. Chair-
man, if I may? 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Which heads are you speaking 
to next? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Next, Mr. Chairman, I will be 
speaking to Head 07; that is the Bermuda Police Ser-
vice. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: And then Head 27, Border 
Control. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. If you refer to the page number 
in the book, Revenues and Expenditures? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay. It is B-277. 
 
The Chairman: B-277. Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay. I am not yet finished this 
point here. 
 
The Chairman: So you have not completed the head 
of Defence yet? 
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Hon. Michael Weeks: No. But I just wanted to inter-
ject that because— 
 
The Chairman: All right. Well, carry on with Defence. 
Head 06? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Carry on, Minister, Head 06, 
Defence. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes.  

Over the past 46 years, the persons who are 
the Regiment’s leaders, managers, and trainers con-
tinue to render excellent service to their country and 
the people of Bermuda by helping to move new young 
men and women into leaders and responsible and 
productive members of our Bermuda community. 
They do this, some within the Regiment, some having 
pursued full-time employment within the other uni-
formed services, and some throughout the local busi-
ness and civil service community. 
 The serving officers, senior non-
commissioned officers, and junior non-commissioned 
officers have given many years of service. In addition, 
the families of these men and women should be 
commended and thanked for their understanding of, 
support for, and encouragement to these men and 
women. 
 Finally, all those employers who not only sup-
port the Regiment, but who also allow their employees 
to take time off and serve beyond their statutory pe-
riod of service are sincerely thanked for the special 
contribution that they make to Bermuda’s common 
good. 
 I now move on, Mr. Chairman, to Head 07, 
which is the Bermuda Police Service. 
 
The Chairman: Carry on, Minister. 
 

HEAD 07—BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: They are found on pages B-
277 to B-281 of the Estimates of Revenue and Ex-
penditure. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. Carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I am pleased, 
on behalf of the Minister for National Security, to pre-
sent the budget for Head 07, the Bermuda Police Ser-
vice, found on page B-277 in the Estimates of Reve-
nue and Expenditure, the Budget book. 
 The total current expenditure is estimated to 
be $58,202,978. The total revenue is estimated to be 
$476,750. Mr. Chairman, Members of this Honourable 
House, you will be aware that the mission statement 
of the Bermuda Police Service reflects the Service’s 
commitment to public safety. Their work is aimed at 

making Bermuda safer. And everything the police do 
is intended to help achieve this goal. In other words, 
making Bermuda safer is the reason the police offi-
cers and civilian staff come to work each day. 
 The primary mandate of the Bermuda Police 
Service is to protect life and liberty and property, 
maintain law and order, preserve the peace, prevent 
and detect crime, bring offenders to justice in accor-
dance with legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, a primary authority for the op-
erations of the Bermuda Police Service is contained 
within the Police Act 1974. The service also carries 
out the majority of its enforcement activities and re-
sponsibilities under the provision of the Criminal Code 
Act 1907, the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 
(known as PACE) 2005, the Misuse of Drugs Act 
1972, the Road Traffic Act 1947, the Motor Car Act 
1951, the Proceeds of Crime Act 1997, and many 
other statutes of legislation that govern law enforce-
ment. 
 Some Programmes and Cost Centres within 
the Service: Mr. Chairman, let us now outline the pro-
gramme centres within the service. The Bermuda Po-
lice Service is organised into five main divisions: Cor-
porate Services, Community Policing, Support Ser-
vices, Drugs and Intelligence, and Serious Crime Divi-
sion. In addition, the Bermuda Police Service includes 
the Bermuda Reserve Police and the Commissioner’s 
Office. Within the Bermuda Police Service, there are 
17 cost centres. 
 The Corporate Services Division includes the 
Professional Conduct Unit, Human Resources De-
partment, Finance and Administration Department, 
and the Information Management Services. 
 Mr. Chairman, the Community Policing Divi-
sion encompasses the Central Area Command, East-
ern Area Command, and Western Area Command. 
 The Community Policing Division is responsi-
ble for the majority of the operational policing re-
sponse for traffic, crime, public disorder incidents, and 
other calls for emergency service. The Division en-
compasses the majority of uniformed and investigative 
staff assigned to the three main police stations at 
Hamilton, Somerset, and Southside. This Division 
sustains both proactive and reactive patrols and in-
cludes Community Action Teams, the Criminal Inves-
tigation Units, and the Uniform Patrol Units, or 
watches. 
 The Support Services Division includes the 
Operational Support Department, Marine and Woods 
Policing Units, Garage and Workshops Forensic Sup-
port Unit, and Training and Development Department. 
 The Bermuda Police Service Cadet Pro-
gramme is managed within the Training Department. 

The Drugs and Intelligence Division includes 
the Drugs and Financial Crime Department and the 
Intelligence Department. This Department provides 
the core intelligence support for the Bermuda Police 
Service. 
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The Serious Crime Division includes the Seri-
ous Crime Unit, Police Support Unit, Firearms Unit, 
and Vulnerable Persons Unit. 

The Bermuda Reserve Police staffs the volun-
teer reservists. These part-time officers provide critical 
support during public holidays and high-profile public 
events in Bermuda. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now highlight by cost cen-
tre key information about the Bermuda Police Service 
and its estimated expenditure for the fiscal year 
2011/12. The total current expenditure of $58,202,978 
(which is found on page B-278), represents a de-
crease of $7,501,856, or approximately 11 per cent, 
compared to the original budget for 2010–2011. 

Programme 0701 is the Commissioner’s Of-
fice. Cost centre 17,000 is all to the Commissioner’s 
Office. Mr. Chairman, the allocation of $1,736,350 to 
this cost centre represents an increase of $148,864, 
or 9 per cent, when compared to the original budget of 
2010–2011. The principal reason for the increase is 
the funding for Veritas Place, $220,000, the temporary 
home for senior command while the Prospect site is 
being renovated. Offsetting this increase is the elimi-
nation of funding for Police Week, which is $70,000, 
and other austerity measures as mandated for this 
budget year. 

Programme 0702, Corporate Services Divi-
sion. Mr. Chairman, the Corporate Services Division’s 
allocation has been reduced to $6,934,386, or by 7 
per cent, when compared to the original budget for 
2010–2011. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Chairman: Will you repeat that, Minister? I need 
that same clarification. Where were we? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Head 0702, Corporate Ser-
vices Division. 
  
The Chairman: Would you kindly go over that? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay. Corporate Services Divi-
sion has been reduced to $6,934,286 [sic], or by 7 per 
cent, compared to the original budget for— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Chairman: Yes. I will let the Minister give a cor-
rection first, and then I will entertain a question. He 
may clear it up. 
 Minister, would you give us the revised figure 
that you have there? Then we will go on to a question. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Chairman: Strictly by the book here, I see a dif-
ferent figure. 
 

Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay. It should be 
$10,182,000. 
 
The Chairman: Ten million, one-hundred and eighty-
two . . .? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: As estimated for 2011/12; is that cor-
rect, Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: That is the same that I have in my 
Budget book. 
 I will now entertain a question. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Well, with respect if that is the 
right figure. The Minister was imposing a figure from 
somewhere. 
 
The Chairman: I am going from the Estimate book, 
and he has verified that the book is correct, 
$10,182,000. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: The book is correct? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, for 2011/12. His brief is obvi-
ously not correct—$10,182,000, yes, yes. It is consis-
tent with all of our Budget books. 
 Thank you. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 Continue, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I will highlight 
changes in this Division: Cost centre 17,005, Profes-
sional Conduct Unit, $290,507. Mr. Chairman, the 
funding for this cost centre has been decreased by 
$3,349. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, no! 
 
The Chairman: All right. What head again? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: on page 278 of our book. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, yes. He did correct his mistake. 
 A question? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Well, I guess the question, obvi-
ously, is this: Either way, I mean, in the midst of these 
given signals, the Minister has been given figures and 
he clearly has been citing numbers from another 
source. I know we have had problems with some of 
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these things before in this area, so my question is, Are 
these the right numbers that are in the book? Or what 
are the numbers that he has been citing? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: These are the right numbers in 
the book. I will refer to the book. 
 
The Chairman: The question begs of the Minister—
Minister, would you find if there was an errata added 
for the heads for Head 07 for Police, if you would in-
quire from your Ministry? Because we have to refer to 
what is in the published book, Estimates of Revenue 
and Expenditure for the Year 2011/12. That is the offi-
cial documentation that we are all referring to, and 
while you do have a personal brief, that seems to be 
at variance with the printed version of what the rest of 
the Members have—including myself. 
 So I would suggest that you take some in-
struction from your particular technical officers. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I will, Mr. Chairman. 
 Can I continue? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: So that means we will do that 
now, yes? There is no point in carrying on, with re-
spect, if you have got the wrong numbers. It is not the 
Minister’s fault, but he does need to clarify that now, 
because he is clearly—as you rightly pointed out—
reading from a brief [with] numbers that are provided 
from somewhere else. And they are not a couple of 
dollars out—they are millions of dollars out on that. 
 
The Chairman: All right.  

What I will recommend at this point, as the 
Chairman in charge of the Committee of Supply, what 
I shall do is this. Minister, if you would . . . we may 
very well have to . . . 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Can I move on and— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes, go to the next head. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Go to another section.  

What we will do . . . what we will not do is ac-
cept at this point that Head 07, and more specifically 
0702, Corporate Service Division . . . (let’s see. No, 
we passed that.) 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Chairman: All right. Give me the head again, 
Minister, so I can get the numbers correct. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: It is Head 07. 
 
The Chairman: Head 07. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Zero two. 
 

The Chairman: Zero seven, zero two. 
  
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Could I suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that we move on to 0703, and come back on that 
one? 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I do have a copy of an errata 
here, Minister. That is not it? That is still not correct. 
 What I would ask you to do, Minister, is go to 
another head and we will come back to this. We will 
come back to this head because it is obviously not 
correct. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Chairman, may I 
make a recommendation? 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Minister, just wait a half a sec-
ond and I will take this recommendation from Mr. 
Swan. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Head number 07 is 
probably the most important head. I would recom-
mend that we could maybe compromise by debating 
the Defence or the other up until noon or 12:30 to give 
the Minister time to get the Police head sorted so that 
he is talking from the same page as the Ministry of 
National Security. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I am listening to the Honourable 
Opposition Leader, and I will take another recommen-
dation. It does sound to have some merit, but I take 
another recommendation from the Premier. 
 Premier and Minister of Finance? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Yes. Mr. Chairman, I certainly 
can support that, but certainly be assured that the 
Budget book for the police is correct. 
 
The Chairman: It is correct. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: So in terms of the Minister wish-
ing to move those heads, he is fine in terms of talking 
and giving time to the other side. Perhaps there were 
some figures transposed in the Minister’s brief. And to 
give him time to get that sorted out, he can deal with 
the other two heads that he has already dealt with. 
But certainly, the Budget Office has confirmed that our 
information is . . . Unless you have an errata, you go 
back what you have officially before you. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I take your point, Premier and 
Minister of Finance, that we will go by the Budget 
book and those figures are correct. 

And at this point, Minister, I would suggest 
that you go to another head and we will continue the 
debate. What is the next head that you have to con-
sider as your brief? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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The Chairman: It is the Opposition debate. Would 
you want to repeat your request? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Chairman, if the Minister 
wishes, we could debate the first two heads he has 
gone over, the Headquarters and Defence, to get us 
out to lunch. And then when he comes back, he will 
hopefully have— 
 
The Chairman: Then we will move the other . . . We 
will move forward with— 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes, if that is agreeable. 
 
The Chairman: Zero seven zero two. 
 Is that agreeable, Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: So we will now debate Head 06, De-
fence, under the Ministry of National Security. And we 
will return after lunch—that is, after 12:30—with Head 
07, the police. 
 So I now recognise the Honourable Trevor 
Moniz. Yes. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged, Mr. Chairman. 
 When we dealt with the original heads that the 
Minister deal with, the Ministry Headquarters, and in 
that he dealt with a number of initiatives that were 
really funded through Housing, I guess. The one he 
addressed that gives us some concern . . . he was 
talking about two programmes. One was the Hustle 
Truck, and the other was Hope for Life. 
 With respect to the Hustle Truck, I think that, 
after actually giving a glowing tribute to Hustle Truck, 
he ended up saying that this programme would not be 
funded for this coming year. He said it was simply 
cancelled. 
 Now, the Hustle Truck seems to be an initia-
tive which is very much, I believe, an initiative of the 
administer, Senator Burch. It seemed to have had 
some effect; I am not sure that it did what it was sup-
posed to do in the sense . . . I think the object of the 
Hustle Truck was to take people who were unem-
ployed and having difficulty with their lives and feed 
them into employment through doing casual jobs on 
the Hustle Truck, it was then to feed into more perma-
nent employment. 
 The information we received in this House is 
that for most of those people who partook of the Hus-
tle Truck opportunity it remained a sort of permanent 
situation where, when they wanted to work, they 
would go to work with the Hustle Truck, and they 
would make some money. Then perhaps they might 
not turn up for awhile. Then they would go again to 
the Hustle Truck. For most of them, it did not seem to 

lead on to bigger and better things. I am not saying 
that was true for all, but for the majority of them. 
 And from that point of view, it came to be a 
shame that the Hustle Truck is something that is being 
cut. It is something that we can see that there is a 
benefit for it. 
 The other programme that the Minister spoke 
to under the Ministry Headquarters for National Secu-
rity was Hope for Life. There, they said that that was a 
programme of David Bascome. 
 Of course, what was missing from that was 
the most important item during a budget debate— 
there was no monetary figure in there to say how 
much Hope for Life either received last year or will be 
receiving in the next year. I searched my Budget 
book, and we looked in the back under Grants and 
Contributions, and we did not see it under Grants and 
Contributions, either. So maybe it is a question that 
the Minister— 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Mr. Moniz. I have been in-
structed that you are not coming out of the radio. 
Would you like to just move to the next microphone? 
We would not want you to be not heard by your con-
stituents and, most importantly, the general public. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged. I am obliged, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: The ambient microphones do not of-
ten pick up everybody’s voice. But if you would carry 
on now, Mr. Moniz. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Right. Yes. 
 
The Chairman: And I will get some feedback from the 
Sergeant-at-Arms as to whether or not the radio is 
picking it up. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Right. So this one seems to 
be working better? 
 So just to recap that, I was addressing the 
head of Ministry Headquarters under National Security 
and, in particular, the two programmes that were re-
ferred to by the Minister here. One was the Hustle 
Truck, which, after he gave a glowing tribute, said that 
due to the reductions in expenditure will not be funded 
for the coming year. As I then said, that seemed to be 
a very useful programme; it did not quite fulfil its ob-
jective of feeding people from the casual jobs they got 
on the Hustle Truck into the permanent job market. It 
seemed more to be a fact that people who worked on 
the Hustle Truck and took casual work seemed to 
continue working on the Hustle Truck and became a 
sort of way of life. 
 However, it still served a very useful function, 
and I think we on this side are disappointed to hear 
that it is not going to be funded. There were no figures 
given. I know that it came under the Ministry Head-
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quarters and the funding probably came through an-
other department which is not being debated here. It 
could be the Housing head, which we are not debating 
today. 
 The other programme is the Hope for Life 
programme, which is being run by David Bascome. 
Again, although they spoke about what they hoped to 
do with the programme, there was no indication of the 
amount of money that was being put to it. Even if it is 
not coming out of Ministry Headquarters, it would be 
useful to have those figures. 
 The other items that were mentioned were . . . 
The headquarters was working on forming a single 
Department of Border Control; spoke about forming 
an independent appeal tribunal for immigration mat-
ters and spoke of a review of landholding policy, and 
specifically spoke, interestingly enough, of a paradigm 
shift. 

We have seen some legislation tabled in this 
House as recently as Friday which seems to look to 
reviewing which Bermuda properties are available to 
sale to non-Bermudians. I think the Government may 
have taken note of the fact that the property market is 
very dead at the moment and needs some extra de-
mand in that market in order to keep up with the over-
supply of housing we currently have, which is nega-
tively affecting people all through the community, not 
only for people who own properties, but down to con-
struction companies and people who do renovation 
work, et cetera. 
 So we on this side of the House would cer-
tainly support a review of that policy in view of the 
very changed circumstances we face today from, you 
know, when the recession started from, say, two years 
ago. We went from a boom cycle to a bust cycle ex-
tremely, extremely quickly. And we need to get a han-
dle on that. 
 With respect to the Defence head in the 
Budget, the Bermuda Regiment. 
 
The Chairman: Head 06? Is that the one to which you 
refer, Mr. Moniz? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged. Head 06, which 
starts on page B-273. 
 
The Chairman: Page B-273, yes. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged, Mr. Chairman. 
Yes. 
 There we have seen substantial reduction. 
We have seen a reduction of some 17 per cent in ex-
penditure. 
 Now, overall, I would like to perhaps use that, 
sometimes cliché, term, but here I think it is one that 
we do need to use. There needs to be, in my respect-
ful view, a paradigm shift with respect to the Bermuda 
Regiment. I think that we do need a review of the 

Bermuda Regiment not only for fitness for purpose, 
but perhaps a review of the purpose itself. 
 We know that the Regiment has a lot of differ-
ent purposes. We have seen them when the Minister 
has gone through including, you know, the basic lead-
ership training, the Cadet Corps. We also see the 
ceremonial aspect of it, which can be very important 
to Bermuda from not only a local-pride point of view, 
but, perhaps even more importantly, from a tourism 
point of view. For example, when the new colours 
were received and, as the Minister said, there was a 
parade and that over 1,000 people viewed the parade 
at the National Stadium. That is a very useful function 
which is undertaken by the Bermuda Regiment. 
 But there are problem areas. And during the 
course of his presentation, the Minister said that in the 
coming year there would be only 110 recruits. So 
these austerity measures are taking place, and in ad-
dition, the recruit camp is being reduced by one day, 
to fourteen days. I think the overseas likewise was 
being reduced . . . the 15-day camp was being short-
ened to a 14-day camp in order to make savings. 
 In addition, I think that the number of people 
who were able to go abroad for extra experience is 
being reduced. I thought that the Minister said it is 
being reduced to a number of 15. So, you know, obvi-
ously, the Regiment is working very hard to meet 
those reductions in expenditure. It was interesting to 
note that it was stated that the Regiment has an es-
tablishment of 580 part-time personnel and that it is 
currently deficient by approximately 100 people. So it 
is something like 480 rather than 580, which has the 
possibility of affecting the ability for the Regiment to 
efficiently meet its purposes. 
 And particularly, I guess most importantly, is 
in the case of disasters. As was stated, during Hurri-
cane Igor, for example, the Regiment was called up, 
and they went out and they cut trees, they cleared the 
roads, and made the public areas safe. They supple-
ment what the police are able to do and perform a 
very useful function in disaster relief. 
 We on this side agree that it plays a vital role, 
but at the same time it has been having challenges. 
And I believe the practice of conscription has been 
challenged over the years. I think this Government 
has in the past admitted that it would prefer to move 
away from conscription. I know that inducements have 
been given in the recent past in order to encourage 
people to voluntarily join the Regiment, including re-
duction of fees at the Bermuda College, et cetera, in 
order for people to see a benefit in addition to the pay 
that is given. 
 But I notice in this year’s budget, with the re-
duction, they have decided not to renew the re-
engagement bonus. The re-engagement bonus is be-
ing suspended. Presumably, that discourages some 
people from continuing their service over the period 
that they are required to do. I think it is some three 
years and three months if you are conscripted. But if 
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you are re-engaged, it was traditionally some small 
encouragement for you to do that. But that is now be-
ing suspended due to the austerity measures. 
 I had the pleasure of going up during Recruit 
Camp with some of my colleagues and some other 
persons from the community. The Regiment has really 
opened itself up to people visiting. I was very im-
pressed by the friendliness and efficiency of the per-
sonnel, impressed by the performance of the new re-
cruits, as raw as they were, and by the training regi-
men which they have there. 
 We were able to see some of the weaponry 
which they use and the training that they have with 
respect to that, both on the firing range and in terms of 
being able to handle the weapon, take it apart, put it 
together, et cetera. 
 
An Hon. Member: Did they feed you? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: And yes, we were fed while 
we were there. It was a very pleasant day. 
 One could see, though, that some of the facili-
ties there were in need of renovation, that they could 
use a substantial amount of money being spent on the 
Regiment to upgrade it. In addition, some of the 
weaponry that they have is old; it is out of date. It 
could use renewal. 
 In my view, they need severe review of the 
whole Regiment for its fitness for purpose, for its effi-
ciency, so we can see what needs to be spent on it. 
But just generally, where it is going and where the 
emphasis should be on the services that it provides, 
you know, the areas where you have recruits by way 
of conscription and volunteers, but mainly by way of 
conscription. They certainly receive a lot of training. 
They certainly meet a lot of people that they would not 
otherwise meet in their normal walk of life. They re-
ceive very useful training, both physical, but also in 
terms of discipline, et cetera. And these are all useful 
things.  

But overall, we think that times have changed. 
It is being suggested from the UK . . . and certainly 
there has been a long ongoing court case here. In 
fact, there have been a series of court cases over 
many years with respect to the conscription activity of 
the Regiment. And we really need to be moving into 
new times. And somehow, we need to replace that. 
 I know the past Premier, Dr. Ewart Brown, 
often spoke of national service being something 
broader than what we have in the Bermuda Regiment. 
We on this side certainly agree. I think that we need to 
re-examine what is provided to the community in that 
way. 
 Mr. Chairman, that is all I have to say on 
those two matters. Let us see—the National Security 
Headquarters and the Bermuda Regiment. 
 I am obliged, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Honourable Trevor Moniz. 

 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
Head 06, Defence? 
 I recognise the Honourable Mark Pettingill. 
 Carry on, Mr. Pettingill. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 I myself, like many Members, have always 
been a big, big Regiment fan; have always regretted 
that I did not have the opportunity to actually serve in 
the Regiment. By the time I was done, I was past it, as 
I understand it. So one takes the course that they do; 
but I have always been a great fan. 

And what the Honourable Minister said really 
resonated with me today because I know, Mr. Chair-
man, of many young men that have made lasting 
friendships in the Regiment and, in fact, where cultural 
boundaries have been crossed in order that people 
can come together as Bermudians. And it seems to be 
that the Bermuda Regiment is a place, particularly for 
young men, where in a very real sense that takes 
place. 
 I also would say, Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
many of the young men that go into the Regiment 
probably would have ended up on a different path if 
they had not been able to have the training that they 
had in the Regiment. The Honourable Minister 
touched on that. And one has to agree with that fully. I 
mean, there certainly is the aspect of self-discipline, of 
discipline all around, and of leadership. I believe that 
many of those young men come out of there with a 
changed attitude towards life and, in fact, enjoy their 
experience. That certainly seems to be resounding in 
our community, because the drive to do away with 
conscription, the Regiment has not exactly been a 
hotly supported issue. 
 I spot one thing here at page 274 with regard 
to clothing, uniforms, and laundry. I am not so sure 
that those numbers are correct. 
 
The Chairman: Page 274. What specifically are you 
querying? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: And page 275. Clothing, uni-
forms, and laundry. Maybe I am a bit dazed with the 
flu. 
 
The Chairman: And what exactly are you querying? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: It says 274, then 178. Then the 
revised is 243. Then it says the estimate is 143, with a 
difference of 35,000. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: That would be 35,000 of the 
original, not on the revised? Perhaps I am off base. 
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The Chairman: It is 2010 estimates to 2011, versus 
2011/12. So that would be the difference between 
2010–2011 and 2011/12. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes. My point being that the dif-
ferential shown is usually between the revised amount 
and the difference. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, no, no. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: No, no? That is not right? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: It is the previous year and this year. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: So it does not seem to reflect 
that in the column, you know. So I am on page 274. It 
says, the “original” and the “estimate.” 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: It shows that it went from, in 2010 to 
2011, 243 down to— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Take advertising and promotion. 
The original is 23. The revised is 13. The estimate is 
18, which shows a difference of 5, which is between—
no, that is right. 

I apologise. I am completely out of it. Well, it is 
not even really an apology. It is that I am not knowing, 
and the numbers are getting confused. 
 Let me press on with the positive note that I 
was on. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes, thank you, thank you. I 
know. I know that the Minister of Health is a numbers 
man. I look forward to hearing all of his numbers later 
in the day. So I will get my math hat on. 
 But briefly, Mr. Chairman, and just speaking of 
the head generally, I am hopeful that this reduction is 
not going to impact greatly on the functioning Regi-
ment that we have. I am going to speak later to the 
reductions I have seen in the police force. But I do not 
know enough with respect about the Regiment. I am 
hoping that . . . I know that the Minister himself was a 
former Senior Regiment Commander. So I am sure he 
is going to be aware of what they can do and what 
they cannot do and how to streamline it. 
 It seems like a fairly substantial reduction. I do 
not think that changing a day of training by one day 
out is going to exactly cause any great difficulty with 
the Guard. Perhaps they will just have a couple of ex-
tra hours in any given day, as one would kind of ex-
pect when you are on the training. 

 So perhaps this is an area where we can val-
idly make some cuts, in looking at it, and achieve what 
one hopes, at least achieve the same result. Certainly, 
I think that the Regiment is something that we want to 
continue with in this country, and that all of the func-
tions as are set out here that the Regiment in fact 
does are extremely significant. One hopes that that 
continues for a number of years to come and that they 
are fully supported financially. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Mr. Pettingill. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
Head 06, Defence? 
 I recognise the Leader of the Opposition, 
Honourable Kim Swan. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Yes, Mr. Chairman, with 
your permission, I will move forward. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. You may use that microphone. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I would just like to draw 
down a little bit on the numbers for National Security. I 
am on B-269. 
 
The Chairman: I suggest you come closer to the mi-
crophone. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I do not need to, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, but nevertheless, we want to 
make sure that it is operating technically, and if it is 
not, then we will know. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: My problem is that it 
operates too well. 
 
The Chairman: Good. Great. Thank you very much. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I 
would like to start off, with your permission, by con-
gratulating this Ministry, as I did last year, because it 
was this Ministry that followed the mandate put down 
by the Minister of Finance last year to trim their 
budget. It is reflected here in the heads under the Na-
tional Security Ministry, which is a new ministry con-
figuration. But when it was asked to cut budgets at a 
time when we would certainly have been favourable to 
. . . if it was any Ministry that we would have been fa-
vourable for more money being spent, it would have 
been for National Security. 

I think this whole country appreciates that in-
deed, together with the economic challenges that we 
face in our community, national security is of equal 
concern and of importance. But I wanted to thank the 
Minister and his staff for doing what was necessary to 
see to it that it came in once again under the budg-
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eted amount in relation to the previous year having 
done that last year as well. And that is from which I 
would like to start off as we look at these particular 
numbers. 
 As it relates to Ministry Headquarters, I just 
have a couple of questions, and maybe the Junior 
Minister could expound upon. In programme 8301, 
93,000, Administration, there is some $1.425 million 
allocated, which represents a reduction of $313,000 
over the previous year budgeted, a decrease of 18 per 
cent if (he may have done it, and I apologise for ad-
mitting it) . . . But maybe the Minister without Portfolio 
representing this Ministry here could outline for us 
what that $313,000 represents for us. 
 Also in this line item is the removal of the no-
monies allocated for the Parole Board. That is, [line 
item] 93,002. And I understand from the Premier that 
that has gone to corrections, and I appreciate that. 
And I believe treating offenders will probably fall in the 
same category. Thank you. 
 And we do note that under this particular sub-
activity comes the Police Complaints Authority. Cer-
tainly, Mr. Chairman, the Police Complaints Authority 
provides a very important function from my perspec-
tive. I will declare that in 1998 I served as a member 
of the Police Complaints Authority, having been ap-
pointed by our former Governor Lord Waddington to 
serve on that committee and I found it very interesting, 
to say the least, a very time-consuming board, I might 
say, in that there is a lot of reading associated with 
situations that have been brought forward. 
 I do know, and the late Barrister Mr. Coles 
Diel did yeoman’s service in that, as did Mr. Alan 
Dunch, who, I believe, was a representative on that 
board from the police side, if my memory serves me 
correctly. 
 Now, I do know, Mr. Chairman, if I could just 
make some representation on this line item, because I 
think we have had one or two police commissioners 
since that time when I was on the Police Complaints 
Authority, and there have been varying opinions (as 
you would appreciate, being once deputy commis-
sioner, I do believe). 
 
The Chairman: Assistant Commissioner. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Assistant Commissioner 
in the police hierarchy. 
 There are varying opinions from the leader-
ship of the police as to the significance or importance 
or value of the Police Complaints Authority. As one 
who sat on the Police Complaints Authority, I certainly 
saw its value, and it is needed. From the public’s point 
of view, there tends to be, Mr. Chairman, always con-
cerns, suspicions. And I think a properly functioning 
and transparent Police Complaints Authority could 
serve the community and the relationship between the 
community and the police very well if, indeed, it is 
functioning in that capacity. 

 Certainly, through my infancy years in the leg-
islature when people used to come to me with com-
plaints, I always used to tell them that there is a vehi-
cle called the Police Complaints Authority. At that time 
it did not necessarily have as much teeth. But cer-
tainly the amount of work that we had to grapple with 
when we had our meetings, and leading up to our 
meetings, did not seem to me like we did not have a 
lot of teeth because those were some very serious 
issues that you had to really grapple with in a very 
serious way, impartial way, and certainly look at it, 
look at both, all sides of it. 
 So maybe certainly the Minister without Port-
folio representing this today could possibly elaborate 
on where the Police Complaints Authority is in the 
scheme of things, notwithstanding that its $20,000 has 
been allocated to it this year, which represents no 
change. 
 The Hustle Truck, Mr. Chairman, line item 
93005, has no allocation, but was mentioned here. 
And I will just speak to it ever so briefly. 
 There are varying opinions throughout the 
community about the Hustle Truck and its value and 
the like. I would just like to say, Mr. Chairman, it re-
minds me . . . The Hustle Truck concept is one that 
was similar to what . . . and I say we in Works and 
Engineering, because when I was responsible for a 
quango, I came under Works and Engineering. And 
during the 1991–1992 recession, we introduced a 
programme which was called at that time a casual 
labour programme to provide jobs through Works and 
Engineering to persons who found themselves dis-
placed by the recession and the downturn in job op-
portunities. 
 Certainly, the Hustle Truck has a different 
component than that, in that it has been introduced 
during a time prior to the recession, that bit. But not-
withstanding that, there were a number of people that 
were finding it difficult to make ends meet in Bermuda 
when it was introduced. So the spirit of the Hustle 
Truck, I certainly support, and feel it very necessary if 
managed properly. I believe that the administration of 
it has had some challenges over time, how it related . 
. . and that is natural, Mr. Chairman.  

I remember back almost 20 years ago (now 
that we are talking about that time period) there was 
some difficulty between full-time workers and persons 
coming in in a quasi-connected way with the Ministry, 
as to how that relates and whether or not . . . and how 
that ties in to my terms of reference and work. 
 And yes, there are some social side effects 
that come along with the management of persons who 
are having difficulty mainstreaming. But I do know of 
persons, Mr. Chairman, who have used the pro-
gramme as a step up, to move and to find work, be-
cause that is where we want, and particularly during 
this recessionary period, to provide the opportunity for 
persons to work their way through a difficult time. That 
is important.  
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And so I just wanted to elaborate just ever so 
briefly on that important programme, from my per-
spective, being one who is a little bit softer on issues. I 
have the softness in my heart when it comes to social 
issues as it affects people that have fallen by the way 
or need help to find their way to a better space in their 
life. 
 Mr. Chairman, as we look at page B-271, the 
Subject Analysis as it relates to Head 83, I will just go 
through a couple of the lines items listed there (with 
your permission, sir) to note that whilst the Ministry 
overall finds a way to cut its budget down that the 
salaries have increased marginally by 11 per cent. So 
the people that are involved in making this Ministry, 
holding this Ministry together and looking at things as 
we are going forward are still intact. I think that is im-
portant. I preface those remarks by saying that this 
particular Ministry, when out of it, made sure—did not 
go out of its way, but made sure—it followed the man-
date that it was charged with to find cuts. And it was 
able to do so and, on this occasion, not jeopardise the 
people that are working there in this important area of 
Bermuda during these challenging times that we face. 
 I do know that to go along with that training 
has been trimmed by some $5,000, which . . . no, 
sorry, has been trimmed by some $55,000, which 
means that there are some 92 percentage . . . the 
people are going to be there, but they are not going to 
have access to the training that they would have pre-
viously been exposed to. 

However, the travel budget has drifted up, has 
increased by 63 per cent, increased by some $26,000. 
Now, I am not begrudging this important Ministry what 
is required. The people there we need. They need to 
keep on the cutting edge of what is taking place in this 
world. I appreciate all the efforts that have been made 
to make sure that they keep the mandate. But I cer-
tainly wanted to point out that if persons need . . . 
Persons that are there are going to need to keep up to 
date and up to speed with what is happening around 
the world as technology and the cyber crime that 
takes place, with the intellectual crimes that take 
place, that this Ministry is not nickel-and-dimed in that 
regard to keeping itself abreast with what is going on. 
So I just wanted to point out that particular discrep-
ancy that I see there. 
 Certainly, Mr. Chairman, I do note that a con-
certed effort has been made. Whether or not it is 
enough of an effort . . . but maybe an outline of the 
$592,000 in professional services . . . it may have 
been outlined. I apologise. When the Minister went 
through that portion . . . if he did not . . . was as exten-
sive on the professional services part of this particular 
head, Head 33, would be appreciated—$188,000 has 
been trimmed off of Professional Services, but it still 
has close to $600,000 in Professional Services pro-
vided for National Headquarters. 
 
[Pause] 

 
The Chairman: Yes? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. Those are my comments on Ministry Headquar-
ters. I do have an opportunity to have another bite of 
the cherry required, but I want to give the Minister a 
chance to answer some questions as well. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Swan. 
 We are still in the debate of the Ministry of 
National Security. We are actually debating Defence. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Mr. Zane De 
Silva who wishes to contribute to this debate. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you very much. 
 Mr. Chairman, very conscious of time, and I 
am not quite sure if any other Member on the other 
side wishes to speak. 
 
The Chairman: We actually have 50 minutes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Fifty minutes left? Okay. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. We are not going to break at 
12:30; we have extra minutes on that. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, great. Excellent, be-
cause I— 
 
The Chairman: Because we started late. We started 
20 minutes later.  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Okay. 
 
The Chairman: We can still break at 12:30. It de-
pends on the demands of what you require. But we 
can go longer. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, first of all I would like to start . . 
. I have a bit of congratulations to give to the Minister 
and the Ministry. First of all, they have met their finan-
cial mandate for the last two years. I am sure that with 
the competent people that we have on board . . . I 
look for that trend to continue. So, congratulations are 
certainly in order, Mr. Chairman. 
 I also am surprised at the Opposition that they 
have not taken this opportunity to congratulate . . . 
Maybe that will be coming with further debate. 
 
The Chairman: Well, just to correct— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. 
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The Chairman: Just to correct that perception, I must 
give kudos and credit to the Opposition Leader, Mr. 
Kim Swan, who did congratulate the Ministry of De-
fence on actually reducing their expenditures. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, no, no, no! 
 
The Chairman: You are very impressive. You are 
very impressive. So I just wanted to make sure that 
that was not a misrepresentation. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, no, no, no, no, no. In 
fact, you did not . . . I did not get to finish, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Of course. Continue. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Because when I said “con-
gratulate,” I was talking about congratulate with regard 
to the crime and the serious crime that we have hap-
pened to bring under control quite substantially over 
the last 10 months. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, Mr. Chairman, let me 
say . . . Let me move on. 
 
The Chairman: Continue, Minister. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you. Thank you very 
much. 
 
The Chairman: When you are digging a hole, you 
move on. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, thank you very much. 
 So, Mr. Chairman, I would also like to talk 
about the Hustle Truck for just a moment. We had 
some comments about the funding of the Hustle 
Truck. Well, I would just like to say that I know, and I 
am sure that Members will be well aware, that we 
have introduced a moratorium on certain categories in 
the workforce. 
 Well, it is certainly my hope that with these 
moratoria, like your pot-washers and your landsca-
pers, that hopefully, I think it is the vision that some of 
our folks that have been involved in the Hustle Truck 
programme will certainly dovetail into some of these 
categories. So, you know, whilst we have cut the fund-
ing, we are looking also . . . maybe the private sector 
might want to come in and take a little piece of the 
Hustle Truck programme and keep that going, be-
cause I think that all the businesses in Bermuda are 
well aware of the success of the Hustle Truck. 

 So I am looking forward to some initiatives 
coming from the business sector in that regard. 
 
An Hon. Member: Like a big construction company or 
something. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is right. A big con-
struction company or maybe a big lawyer firm might 
want to take part. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Construction compa-
nies and lawyers’ firms, I am sure that they are well 
aware of the success and the need for the Hustle 
Truck programme. 
 Mr. Chairman, I would just like to touch base 
on the Regiment and the conscription talk that went 
backwards and forwards for a bit. I would like to say 
that I, too, experienced three years training in the 
Regiment. My honourable colleague, Mr. Weeks, had 
mentioned that, you know, growing up in his area he 
did not spend that much time with white folks. But of 
course, he managed to make some friendships that I 
am sure are long life-lasting friendships, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 I myself would like to say that I would certainly 
back the Regiment and what they do because, as you 
know, when one is around 18-, 19-, 20-years old, one 
can go off the rails rather quickly. I am not saying that 
those who are in the Regiment do not, but, certainly I 
was one of those that I think benefited from the pro-
grammes of the Regiment, and it has been life lasting. 
 
The Chairman: It kept you on the straight and narrow. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Kept me on a very straight 
and narrow road, Mr. Chairman, yes, indeed. 
 
The Chairman: It did the same for me, Mr. De Silva. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is good to hear. 
 So I would just like to say that I am looking 
forward to the Ministry continuing its fine record in 
terms of financing that it has shown over the last two 
years. And like I said previously, I am sure that the 
group we have involved would do just that. 
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Minister De 
Silva. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Ministry of National Security, most especially De-
fence? 
 I recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member Mr. Crockwell. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 
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 Just so I am clear, are we still dealing with 
Head 83 as well? 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Yes, we are, the Minister of Na-
tional Security; that is correct. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you. And I do 
apologise, and I hope that my question has not al-
ready been answered in the brief, as I was unable to 
hear the entire brief. 
 But looking at page B-270, Mr. Chairman, and 
I am specifically looking at items 93002 and 93003, 
and just querying why there has been no allocation . . 
.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Chairman: You may put the question, but I would 
ask the Minister of Finance to just put the response 
once more, just for your edification and for the general 
public. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: I apologise. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: It has been transferred over to 
the Attorney General and the Ministry of Justice—
Corrections. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Okay, thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Minister of Fi-
nance. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: I was looking to see . . . I 
appreciate it, Madam Premier. 
 The last statement I would like to make, Mr. 
Chairman, on this (as I do recognise that we need to 
move on), I just heard the Honourable Member who 
just took his seat, Minister De Silva, who was talking 
in reference to the Hustle Truck, and certainly I hope 
that his exhortation to the business community will be 
embraced because we have heard, Mr. Chairman, for 
many years how outstanding and how effective the 
Hustle Truck has been. 

And it just begs the question, especially at a 
time now where unemployment is going up, that the 
programme that was bridging that gap is now not be-
ing funded. So you would think that this would be a 
programme at this time that would receive the neces-
sary funding to assist those who are out of work at this 
time. 

Those are my comments, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Mr. Crockwell. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
Head 83, Ministry of National Security? 
 I recognise the Honourable K. Randolph Hor-
ton. 

 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton:  Yes, thanks, thanks, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, just very briefly, I want first to 
also commend the Ministry for National Security in 
their efforts to this point and the progress that they are 
making and, more importantly I believe, too, that the 
look that we have in terms of getting great value for 
our money in what the expenditures are for for the 
Regiment. 
 I, like other Members who have spoken, am 
fully supportive of the Bermuda Regiment and the op-
portunities that it offers for our young men and 
women, Mr. Chairman. I did not go into Regiment my-
self, like the Honourable Ministers who spoke previ-
ously, Minister De Silva and Minister Weeks. I did not 
have the good fortune to be in the Regiment. I was in 
the Cadets at the Berkeley Institute. And there were 
some pretty good cadets. So I got great training at the 
Berkeley Institute in the Cadets. 
 But, Mr. Chairman, you know, when I look at 
the money that is expended here in terms of the value 
that the Regiment brings in ensuring that many of our 
young men who join the Regiment for the first time, for 
the first time have an opportunity to be in an ordered 
environment, one might say. 

You know, we may think, Wow, this cannot be 
so. But, you know, there are young men who just did 
not have the regiment, even waking up in the morning 
and brushing their teeth and washing their face and 
doing those basic things, Mr. Chairman. And the 
Regiment, I believe, provides for many of our young 
men an opportunity to find themselves, an opportunity 
to develop the self-esteem that they need in order to 
go on and be successful members of our community 
outside of the Regiment. 

And while we look at the Regiment, Mr. 
Chairman, certainly I am also mindful of the fact that 
the Ministry, I believe, is looking at the Regiment in 
terms of what the Regiment is doing. The overall pro-
gramme in the Regiment is being continuously looked 
at in order to make it more and more relevant for the 
time that we are presently living in. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I want to commend the 
Ministry of National Security for their efforts in this 
way. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Minister Hor-
ton. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Chairman: I recognise . . . Mr. Swan, did you 
wish to contribute to this debate? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes, I did, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. I recognise the Honourable Mr. 
Charles Swan. 
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Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you. 
 I just wanted to weigh in just quickly because I 
did have a few questions under Head 83, which is on 
page B-270. I believe the Hustle Truck comes under 
this particular Ministry Headquarters. 
 
The Chairman: Right. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I have to admit, when this 
programme first was mooted and it came into being, I 
thought it was quite a good idea, Mr. Chairman. So it 
is a bit of a shame to hear that its budget is being 
slashed to zero. 
 What I was looking for was perhaps some 
thought to be given as to how it can be retained per-
haps under another Ministry or another department in 
some way, shape, or form. One idea that came to my 
mind was that perhaps it could go under National 
Training or the Labour and what-have-you because it 
is, I thought, a good programme and perhaps the ad-
ministration and management of it needed to be 
tweaked to some extent to make it workable. 
 If there is one thing that is admirable in the 
Bermudians’ sort of ability, it is that entrepreneurial 
spirit. I know for a fact in the field of trade that I am in, 
there are a few people who, you know, they may not 
have been able to work in my trade, but they have 
been encouraged to follow other trades and sort of 
been helped to get involved through contacts and 
what-have-you. So I just wondered if there might be 
some thought given to . . . I do not know. If it is going 
to stay within Government, perhaps move it to another 
area; or even see if it can be privatised and get private 
funding and be sort of better run. 
 The Minister (I think he is for Health) spoke a 
little earlier, the Honourable Member, Mr. De Silva, 
about categories that have had moratoria. It would be 
helpful to know which other categories, in addition to 
the ones he mentioned (pot-washers and landsca-
pers) . . . if there were others. Obviously, this dovetails 
into programmes such as the Hustle Truck. 
 One question I had, and this arises from the 
Performance Measures on page B-272 . . . There is a 
list of 10 performance measures. Obviously, it is a 
comparison between previous results and current re-
sults. There is a performance measure given for pre-
vious results, but not applicable. It is written under the 
current performance measures. And I just wondered if 
there is some explanation for that. 
 Moving to Head 06 on page B-273, which is 
Defence (Is it 273? Yes. I am sorry. I am struggling to 
see this morning because I have got an issue with my 
eyes.) . . . But obviously, we all accept and know the 
value of the Bermuda Regiment and the services it 
provides to our Island. 

I think two years ago, the then-Premier made 
a big announcement about a National Service Plan. I 
just wondered where the Government is with that. Is 

that something that has been dropped like a hot po-
tato? Because I actually did a lot of work trying to 
liaise with some of the bodies that were considered to 
be able to take part, you know, some of our helping 
services and charities and what-have-you to channel 
people through into a National Service Plan that in-
cluded the Bermuda Regiment. And I wondered where 
that idea had gone. 

On page B-274, I think it is the line item 
“wages,” slashed by $1.275 million. I am trying to fig-
ure out how that jibes with the staff reductions which 
seem to remain unchanged or actually increased by 
one. So I would like an answer to that. 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Yes, that is on page B-274. 
 Then on line item 16040, local training, again 
the number of people increases by one. But that 
budget has been slashed by quite a bit as well. I am 
trying to see where the local training, item 16040, is 
reduced by $1.033 million. I just wondered if that 
question could be answered, how that has happened 
and where that cut is gone. 
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Thank you very much, Honour-
able Mr. Swan. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Ministry of National Security? 
 I recognise the Premier and Minister of Fi-
nance. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, a couple of brief comments. 
Firstly, let me commend the Honourable Minister for 
National Security because he is known for being an 
innovator and being inventive. 
 I think, Mr. Chairman, I also have to acknowl-
edge on a personal plug that there are some people 
who are can-do. The Minister was kind enough to rep-
resent me on Friday at the [Conference of] Heads of 
Government for CARICOM, and a number of the is-
sues that were within his remit came up. I think that 
suggests also the “can-do-ness.” 
 What I am going to look at on Head 06 is par-
ticularly under the cost centre 16075, which you see, 
Mr. Chairman, has decreased from the original of 
2010–2011 from 910,000 to 896,000. What I want to 
say when I talk about can-do, Mr. Chairman, is the 
fact that when we talk about the fact that doing more 
with less, part of that requires a different mind set, a 
mind set that is prepared to look at how we can 
achieve value for money, and yet still continue with 
delivery of services. 
 The Honourable Minister who sits in another 
place as a Government leader was able to find a way 
that we can still continue to have the overseas camp, 
but instead of using the commercial aircraft he was 
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able to arrange for a charter of a flight which is saving 
the Government a considerable amount of money and 
is also able to still facilitate and go forward with the 
overseas camp, which performs a very useful service. 
And I think that, while our Minister of Finance might 
question whether we needed to do it, that Minister—
being a can-do one—looked at how we can do it, but 
we can do more still with less. 
 I just wanted to heighten . . . and you see that 
there is a reduction in the amount allocated for the 
overseas camp. But at the same time, there has been 
no diminution in the quality or in the programme that is 
going to be provided. And that is what you will find 
throughout in this Ministry, and in a number of others. 
Being able to take what one has, cut one’s cloth ac-
cordingly, and still deliver value for money and provide 
a requisite delivery of services. 
 And I want to applaud that Minister. 
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Premier and 
Minister of Finance, Honourable Paula A. Cox. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to 
Head 06, Defence, or generally to Head 83, Ministry 
of National Security? 
 If no other person wishes to speak specifi-
cally, I will now return to the Minister concerned. 
 Before I do that, Minister, I am getting an indi-
cation from Dame Jennifer. And I have been handed a 
communiqué.  

I wish to recognise and identify in the public 
gallery Master Samuel Bleeker of East End Primary 
School—accompanied by his parents and school 
Principal, Mrs. Idonia Beckles—who introduced the 
“Adopt a Beach” concept and has had nine beaches 
adopted by schools already. Keep Bermuda Beautiful 
has already backed the scheme, and nine schools 
have adopted. 
 I would now defer to Dame Jennifer to intro-
duce them herself. I recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber Dame Jennifer Smith. 
 
Hon. Dame Jennifer Smith: Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 The young man has come up with the Adopt-
a-Beach idea, which is, as you know, run off Adopt-a-
School. And his letter which he . . . This is his idea. 
Nine schools have subsequently adopted nine 
beaches. The Minister of the Environment and the 
Minister of Works, who is in charge of parks, are all 
going to meet the young man as soon as we break for 
lunch and congratulate him on his job well done. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Chairman: Thank you very much, Dame Jenni-
fer. 
 We now return to the general debate in Com-
mittee of Supply, and I identify the Honourable Mr. 

Michael Weeks, who will now continue with Head 83, 
Ministry of National Security. 
 Carry on, Minister Weeks. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 There has been some hearty debate here, 
and I am going to answer a lot of the questions at the 
end, if the Honourable Members do not mind. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes, go right to the Police. 
 But I do want to chime in on something. I do 
not want to make it a dead horse, but I heard a few of 
the Honourable Members, Mr. Chairman, talk about 
the Regiment and what it has done for them. I just 
want to reiterate that a lot of those friendships that I 
formed way back in the day, they are definitely lifelong 
friendships of all hues and complexions and colours. 
We all got along. 

We went in the Regiment, most of us . . . I 
was one of them who went in kicking and screaming. I 
was against anything that represented authority. But 
many years later, I am honoured to say that by the 
time I left I was one of those guys that will always 
blow the trumpet of what the Bermuda Regiment has 
done for me, you know, in terms of leadership and 
organisation and the like. And here I am today, you 
know, with friends from all sides of the track, and we 
are all one big family now. 
 
The Chairman: Minister, by way of direction, I wish to 
say that the Defence Head 06 was very exhaustively 
debated. As far as I can see, no other Member wishes 
to speak to that specific head. They may take the op-
tion later on in the debate, but at this point we were 
trying to move forward and return to Head 07, Police. I 
do believe that there was some difficulty in that some 
of the numbers that you had given from your brief, you 
know, regarding the estimate, did not jibe with what 
we had in the book of Estimates of Revenue and Ex-
penditure. 
 And I wanted to know if you had gotten over 
that difficulty and perhaps could go forward from 
there. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes, I have, Mr. Chairman. 
And I think that— 
 
The Chairman: Which line item would you like to start 
with? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  I would like to go back to pro-
gramme 0702 on page 278. 
 
The Chairman: Corporate Services Division? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Corporate Services Division. 
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The Chairman: Would you go from there? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes, I can. 
 
The Chairman: That would help us greatly. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  I would like to just start . . . 
before I move on, that the $6 million figure was incor-
rect, and the $10 million as seen in the revenue book 
is the correct figure. 
 
The Chairman: Ten-zero-one-eight-two is the correct 
figure. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Ten-zero-one-eight-two. 
 
The Chairman: I’m sorry, $10,182,000. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes, $10,182,000. 
 
The Chairman: That is correct. So would you go for-
ward from there? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  I shall continue, Mr. Chairman. 
I will highlight the changes in this Division. 
 Cost centre 17,005, Professional Conduct 
Unit, $290,507. Mr. Chairman, the funding for this cost 
centre has been decreased by $3,349 due primarily to 
austerity measures as mandated for the budget year 
under review. 
 Cost centre 17,010, Human Resources, 
$1,318,130. Mr. Chairman, the funding for this cost 
centre has been decreased by $493. That is, funding 
for this cost centre has remained virtually unchanged. 
 Cost centre 17,020, Finance and Administra-
tion, $2,289,005. Mr. Chairman, the funding for this 
cost centre has been decreased by $147,876. As a 
result of a reduction in salaries due to the realignment 
of officers to the Training and Development cost cen-
tre, $229,349; but with an off-setting increase in cost 
of civilian staff with the new post of Facilities Manager, 
$104,460. The department has put in place various 
austerity measures in order to realise other savings. 
 Cost centre 17,025, Information Management 
Services, $3,036,744. Mr. Chairman, the funding for 
this cost centre has been decreased by $379,005 as a 
result of a reduction in staffing costs, $179,000, and a 
reduction in local phone calls. The department will be 
utilising a Voice-Over-Internet Protocol (VOIP) sys-
tem, with anticipated savings of $200,000. 
 Cost centre 17,190, Training and Develop-
ment Department, $3,246,727. Mr. Chairman, the 
Training Department consists of the Training Centre, 
Officer Safety Training, the Cadet Training Unit, and 
the Driver Training Unit. The department provides 
most of the core police training for an officer’s first 
three years in the service. In addition, the police ca-
dets reintroduced in 1999 are supervised within this 
department. However, only 8 of the 22 cadet posts are 

funded. The department manages a training-course 
budget of approximately $264,194 consisting of the 
overseas training boat and the local training boat. 
 Training is an important feature of any effi-
cient organisation, and the Bermuda Police Service 
seeks to maximise its training budget by procuring 
trainers from overseas to come to Bermuda to run 
courses here at a savings on the cost of sending offi-
cers overseas. The Officer Safety Instructors provide 
training for the Emergency Response Team and 
armed response vehicles, which respond to firearms 
and incidents. They also provide officer safety training 
and equipment, tasers, batons, handcuffs, protective 
vests, and incapacitant spray to all officers in the ser-
vice. An annual recertification programme is also held 
in this regard. 
 Programme 0703, Community Policing Divi-
sion. Mr. Chairman, the total allocation for the Com-
munity Policing Division, Programme 0703, found on 
page B-278, is $19,451,805, a decrease of 
$3,990,307. 
 
The Chairman: Would you repeat that, Minister? Un-
der Head 0703. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Under Head 0703 
 
The Chairman: Operation of Policing, 17035? Would 
you repeat that? That is the very first line item under 
that head. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Eight-point-eight million. 
 
The Chairman: If you would refer to the book to get 
some guidance? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes, I will refer to the book. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. All right. Minister, I have noticed 
the clock. And I am trying to catch the eye of the Pre-
mier and Minister of Finance. I believe she wants to 
do something at this juncture. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: That is what you call an invitation 
I cannot refuse, Mr. Chairman. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: I would like to move that we ad-
journ for lunch. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. The House in Committee of 
Supply will adjourn until 2:00 pm. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:32 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:02 pm 
 
[Hon. Wayne L. Furbert, Chairman] 



758 28 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
   

 House of Assembly 

 
COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 

 
[Continuation of debate thereon] 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. We will continue the de-
bate on Heads 07 and 27. Border Control and, I think, 
Head 07, which is the Police.  

Minister, do you want to continue? 
 Minister, you have the [floor]. 
 

HEAD 27—BORDER CONTROL 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

I have gotten the indulgence of my colleagues 
to move onto Border Control and I will move to Head 
27, found on page B-282. And I will return to Head 7, 
found on page 217— 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: —in due course. 

Mr. Chairman, the budget for 2011/2012 for 
Border Control is $14,797,211. This sum represents 
those portions of the Department of Immigration save 
for work permits and the border control elements of 
HM Customs.  

The expenditure is explained below: Cost 
Centre, 3720, Personal Services: Mr. Chairman, costs 
$982,431, compared with $1,272,594 in the last fiscal 
year. This represents a 23 per cent decrease from the 
revised estimate of 2010/2011. 
 Cost Centre, 37020, Compliance: Mr. Chair-
man, costs are $1,259,872, down by 29 per cent from 
$1,771,992 the previous year. The decrease from 
2010/2011 budget to the 2011/2012 budget consists 
of cuts in the following areas: Salaries, primary line, 
training, deportations, and board and committee fees. 
 Cost Centre, 2703, Finance and Administra-
tion: Costs are $1,572,334, up from $1,506,566 the 
previous year, which represents a 4 per cent increase 
from the revised estimate for 2010/2011. This number 
is relatively unchanged compared to the previous year 
and the increase reflects salary uplift as required.  
 Policy and Planning: Costs are $97,825, down 
from $193,495 the previous year, which represents a 
decrease of 49 per cent when compared to the 
2010/2011 estimate. This decrease represents the 
elimination of a management post within the section. 
 Revenue: Mr. Chair, Border Control is ex-
pected to earn about $12,406,000 in revenues during 
2011/2012. Personal services revenues are expected 
to be $12,406,000, distributed as follows: $60,000 for 
entry clearance, $600,000 from passport issuance. 
This includes the increase in the cost of passport 
books for which the unit price has tripled. $11,000,000 
from landholding and rent charges. This is the same 
estimate from the previous year. Eighty thousand dol-
lars for permissions to reside; $200,000 for Bermudian 

status-related services; $16,000 for naturalisation and 
registration of British-dependent territories citizens; 
$450,000 for other services such as applications for 
permanent residents certificates and spousal letters 
and credit-card sized cards for travel purposes to re-
place the permission letters and certificates. 
 Compliance, Finance and Administration, and 
Policy and Planning sections raised no revenue. 
 We move to Output Measures and they are 
listed on B-285. 
 Mr. Chairman, the Personal Services section: 
Land. There were 522 applications for land licences 
for houses, up from 189 in 2009. The majority of these 
applications can be attributed to fractionally-owned 
condominiums. There were 61 applications by land 
licence holders requesting permission to rent out their 
houses to visitors. It was 63 in 2009. For such rentals, 
a rental charge equivalent to the Hotel Occupancy 
Tax is levied so that this private visitor accommoda-
tion does not compete unfairly with commercial ac-
commodation.  

There were 113 permissions to reside on an 
annual basis (there were 99 in 2009), and 11 applica-
tions for residential certificates. There were 12 in 
2009. 
 Bermudian Status: Mr. Chairman, There were 
276 applications for Bermudian status. There were 
145 in 2009. Two Hundred fourteen of the applications 
were from spouses of Bermudians. There were 239 
applications for naturalisation. There were 178 in 
2009. Most of these were attributed to the request for 
Bermudian status. However, there were also applica-
tions from British citizens who possess Bermudian 
status and wanted to be naturalised as British Over-
seas Territory Citizens, in order to benefit from the 
visa exemption granted by the United States to Ber-
mudians who are also British Overseas Territory Citi-
zens.  

There were 158 applications for Permanent 
Resident Certificates from long-term residents and 
dependants of long-term residents. Finally, 1,760 per-
sons applied to have their names added to the regis-
ter of Bermudians, down from the 2,106 persons in 
2009.  
 Travel: The Personal Services Section issued 
4,882 adult passports (there were 5,029 issued in 
2009), and 2,275 children’s passports (there were 
2,261 in 2009). A total of 1,046 persons took advan-
tage of the express passport processing procedure, 
down from the year before, 1,232 of the previous year.  

There were no applications for UK passports 
processed and set to Washington, DC for printing. 
This number is down dramatically from the previous 
year which was 4,199, as we no longer process UK 
passports, rather persons who want a UK passport 
now have to apply directly to the British Embassy in 
Washington, DC. 
 The Compliance Section: Mr. Chairman, the 
number of investigations decreased slightly from 
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2,021 in 2009 to 1,064 in 2010. Fifty seven persons 
were added to the stop list. There were 47 in 2009. 
There were 13 deportations as opposed to 6 in 2009. 
This increase is attributable to an increase of foreign 
prisoners who were eligible for release in 2010 and 
also to an increase of foreigners whose character and 
conduct required that they be deported.  
 The Finance and Administration section: Mr. 
Chairman, the section logged in 48,896 documents, 
as compared to 52,408 documents in 2009, a de-
crease of 7 per cent. This can be attributed to the de-
crease in additional documents required for incom-
plete applications. In 2008, the Minister of Labour, 
Home Affairs and Housing announced that incomplete 
applications would be immediately returned to em-
ployers. This has had a profound and positive impact 
on decreasing the number of incomplete applications 
and the number of additional documents that have to 
be requested by the Department from employers. 
 The Policy and Planning section: Mr. Chair-
man, the one employee in the section continues to be 
happily involved in the implementation of the new IT 
systems. Mr. Chairman, the existing Department of 
Immigration website is being revamped. Users should 
have already noticed a change. The site’s content will 
be significantly amended to better convey the complex 
policies of this area. Consistent with the Honourable 
Premier’s mandate for less red tape and more red 
carpet, significant emphasis will be placed on the cus-
tomer service aspect of the Department. We will re-
spond faster and more helpfully. We will facilitate 
while protecting and we will say, Yes, if and not, No, 
because. 
 Mr. Chairman, the elements of HM Customs 
form the next part of the intended Department of Bor-
der Control.  
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I move on now, Mr. 
Chairman, to Customs Border Control. I just gave a 
brief overview of the Border Control.  
 
The Chairman: That is B-282. 
 

HEAD 27—HM CUSTOMS 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes, 2705. 
 Mr. Chairman, you will be aware that the Ho-
nourable Premier in the Throne Speech indicated that 
there would be a single Border Agency created under 
the Ministry of National Security. In support of this in-
itiative, the Customs Department will be split between 
two Ministries. It is intended that the traditional reve-
nue collection function is to remain under the aegis of 
the Ministry of Finance, and the enforcement will be 
transferred to the Ministry of National Security. 

Mr. Chairman, the Customs Department is re-
sponsible for monitoring and controlling cross border 
movement of people and goods. As such, the De-
partment is faced with facilitating legitimate trade and 
travellers while preventing illegal immigrants and illicit 

goods, including drugs, firearms, and other contra-
band being imported into, or exported from Bermuda. 

Recent events have given rise to growing 
pressure on the Department to increase its vigilance 
at the borders, particularly in regard to preventing and 
detecting terrorist activities. This vigilance is also di-
rected at money-laundering activities, as well as traf-
ficking in illegal goods used for carrying out and fund-
ing terrorist activities. 

Mr. Chairman, additionally, the Department is 
responsible for detecting and seizing prohibitive goods 
and regulating restrictive goods arriving in or depart-
ing from Bermuda.  

The mission of the Customs Department is to 
promote compliance with Bermuda’s laws through 
quality service and responsible enforcement, thereby 
contributing to the economic and social stability of 
Bermuda.  

The Department has the following mandate: 
To facilitate legitimate travel and interdict drugs and 
other contraband. In caring out our mandate, we will 
encourage voluntary compliance, communicate and 
cooperate with our clients and stakeholders, we will 
adhere to high standards of integrity and professional-
ism, and we will treat the public and each other with 
respect. 

Mr. Chairman, commencing on April 1, 2011, 
the Ministry of National Security will begin the process 
to take over administrative responsibility for the en-
forcement programmes of the Customs Department. 
This will entail the transfer of 161 positions from the 
Ministry of Finance to the Ministry of National Securi-
ty. These officers are shown in Budget pages as fol-
lows:  

Cost Centre (F=Finance, N=National Security) 
numbers reflect current numbers first followed by 
those contained in the 2011/2012 year.  

Airport shifts 84/80 officers in cost centre 
F2203080/N37080, F22040/N37090, and F22060 
/N37100. 

Vessel clearance including the Yacht Report-
ing Facility 11/12 officers cost centre, 
F22090/N37100. 

Interdiction includes the Joint Intelligence 
Unit, Canines Combined Seaport Enforcement Team, 
Combined Enforcement and Interdiction Team 31/31 
officers, cost centre, F22100/N37120. 

Seaport Enforcement Team 11 officers, cost 
centre F22050/N37130. 

Administration—2 Assistant Collectors, cost 
centre F22080. 

Airport Commercial Operations Couriers, Fe-
dEx and the Bermuda Mail Processing Facility, 22/15 
officers, cost centre F22020 and F22070. 

There are currently 19 vacancies in the Cus-
toms Department which have not been funded in the 
2011/2012 Budget. Ten in Finance and nine in Na-
tional Security.  
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Mr. Chairman, Honourable Members will be 
provided with the Customs Department’s analysis of 
expenditure and results for the financial year 
2010/2011 by the Honourable Premier when she de-
livers her Budget Brief. However, I wish to advise you 
of the following: Mr. Chairman, Customs has re-
mained within the established, approved budget for 
2010/2011, but this met objective by using funding for 
vacant posts to cover overtime costs and additional 
funds required to cover the increased costs asso-
ciated with enforcement activities directly linked to 
drug importation and follow-up investigations.  

Funding for these units in 2011/2012 is as fol-
lows: Budget Code 2705, Customs Border Controls—
total allotted $10,884,748:  
 
Cost Centre 37080 Shift A $1,981,707 
Cost Centre 37090 Shift B $2,146,182 
Cost Centre 37100 Shift C $2,022,740  
Cost Centre 37110 Vessel clearance $1,078,618 
Cost Centre 37120 Interdiction $2,709,268 
Cost Centre 37130 Seaport Enforce-

ment Team 
$946,233 

 
Mr. Chairman, it will be appreciated that there 

is an increase in the demands being placed on the 
department to expedite travellers arriving at the L. F. 
Wade International Airport and to provide 24-hour 
coverage on cruise ships and yacht arrivals and to 
ensure that all relevant laws are enforced. This has 
resulted in the Department being forced to reassign 
officers from the commercial areas to the enforcement 
areas with a consequential increase in overtime costs. 

Additionally, there has been an increased 
demand on the Department to ensure border controls 
are effectively stemming the threat of terrorism and 
illicit goods, including drugs and firearms. Cruise ships 
are in port seven days a week, which provides drug 
importers with an extended period of time to off-load 
or land their illicit drugs and firearms into Bermuda. 
The department utilises risk-based examination to 
identify the highest risk ships for inspection or rum-
mage and observation.  

This approach has proven to be successful. 
However, there is a need to create another specia-
lised team to stem the threat. Bermuda is a small Isl-
and and communications are excellent. It does not 
take long for a potential drug smuggler to identify the 
officers assigned to the specialised unit or units. 
Smugglers monitor where the team is working on a 
given day and take advantage of the window of oppor-
tunity to import their drugs on a different day or by a 
different means. 

There are a number of crew members working 
on several ships as a team involved in the drug trade. 
If one ship is being inspected in the West, the risk ex-
ists for the crew on the ship in the East to import 
drugs avoiding Customs controls. Therefore, the Mi-
nister of National Security has indicated that there will 
be a review of port operations to close any gaps in the 
border controls. This will include the option for a pub-

lic/private initiative that will enhance the control of 
cruise ship terminals.  

Mr. Chairman, marine cargo as a mode of 
transport can easily be exploited to smuggle contra-
band. As I indicated, it is common knowledge among 
local individuals involved in the illicit drug trade that 
Customs enforcement resources are limited and fully 
committed during the cruise ship season. The intro-
duction of the X-ray scanning technology on the Ham-
ilton docks and a dedicated seaport enforcement 
team, will enhance the targeting techniques utilised by 
the teams and strengthen their enforcement capability 
in the extremely vulnerable area of marine cargo.  

Mr. Chairman, whenever there is an increase 
in interdiction at our ports, there is an offsetting de-
mand on resources to complete investigations and 
court files resulting in increased overtime costs and a 
shortage of staff at key ports of entry. 

Mr. Chairman, the new Department of Border 
Control will be formed from the amalgamation of the 
Customs Enforcement Section and the Department of 
Immigration Corporate Services and Compliance Sec-
tion. A transition team has been formed to facilitate 
the creation of the new department. The work has 
commenced with the budget for the sections being 
transferred to the Ministry of National Security.  

Mr. Chairman, the new Department of Border 
Control will result in some synergies in the respective 
enforcement portfolios, but will require the new de-
partment to act in an agency capacity for the Ministry 
of Finance in the enforcement of revenue-related law, 
in collecting customs duty.  

There are likely to be additional start-up costs 
not yet determined. There is also the outstanding X-
ray scanner project. HM Customs has responsibility 
for completing the work to provide X-ray scanning of 
all arriving and departing sea containers on the Hamil-
ton docks. The project started as a joint initiative with 
the Corporation of Hamilton; however, the corporation 
has stepped back from the project, resulting in addi-
tional costs to the Department of $4.5 million.  

The new Department of Border Control will 
continue to work diligently to enforce Bermuda’s laws 
and to provide the travelling public and visiting vessels 
the clearance that meets or exceeds internationally-
established standards. Both the Customs Department 
and the Department of Border Control will work dili-
gently with the Bermuda Police Service and the De-
partment of Public Prosecutions to ensure that all in-
fractions of the law are investigated, and, where war-
ranted, prosecuted before the courts.  
 Mr. Chairman, we will look to strengthen bor-
der controls through effective partnerships with other 
law enforcement agencies and with private sector 
partners. The Customs Department will work closely 
with the transition team to effectively transfer customs 
enforcement units to the Ministry of National Security. 
Tasks to be accomplished include, but are not limited 
to: 
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• Drafting of a Cabinet paper and preparation 
of instructions to Parliamentary Counsel 
with a view to introducing necessary legisla-
tive changes in support of the transition. 

• Discussion with the Bermuda Public Servic-
es Union (BPSU) and staff to advise them 
of the planned transition and any changes 
that will impact their work environment and 
standard operating procedures.  

• Drafting of interim and new employee 
guidelines and procedures. 

• Completing a review of all Memoranda of 
Understanding between Customs and other 
government departments and private sector 
stakeholders to take account of the changes 
resulting from the transfer of customs en-
forcement functions to the Ministry of Na-
tional Security.  
 

Mr. Chairman, as a part of the review of poli-
cies and procedures, the Department of Border Con-
trol will work with the Bermuda Police Service and the 
Attorney General’s Chambers to look at options for 
streamlining the procedures for dealing with personal 
use seizure of drugs, thereby freeing up the staff to 
deal with imports of drugs and supply. During the 
transition period, the Customs Department will com-
plete the work to introduce non-intrusive X-ray scan-
ning technology on the Hamilton docks, including staff 
training and completion of staff guidance documents.  

The Department of Border Control will also: 
• Create a Border Control website which con-

tains all relative public documents and pro-
vides guidance to the public regarding their 
obligations when crossing Bermuda bor-
ders.  

• Enter into a Memorandum of Understanding 
with the Ministry of Finance to provide for 
the exchange of information between the 
two Ministries and for the collection of reve-
nue at the ports. 

• Enter into a Memorandum of Understanding 
with the PBSU regarding border operations 
and staffing matters. 

• Conduct a review of all job descriptions to 
ensure that they are reflective of the duties 
to be carried out by the Border Control of-
ficers.  

 
Mr. Chairman, the year ahead will be chal-

lenging, but I am confident that the staff of the various 
agencies involved in the work required in the transition 
the Customs Enforcement role and Immigration Com-
pliance sections into a new Department of Border 
Control will execute this process in an effective and 
efficient manner.  
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And that completes the brief other than 07, so 
can we start the debate? 

 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister.  

Before we recognise any other Members who 
want speak. I would like to recognize pages Kenika 
Dill and Izrayel Hobbs from the Bermuda Institute.  

Can you just stand so we can all see who you 
are? 
 
[Applause] 
 
The Chairman: We hope that your experience will be 
rewarding as you learn more about the political debate 
taking place today. Thank you for coming. 
 The Chair recognises Mr. T. Moniz from 
Smith’s West. 
 Mr. Moniz, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

Well, it certainly will be a test for the young 
pages, probably more a test of whether they can stay 
awake than anything else during budget debate—not 
the easiest debate to be here for, as well as the rest of 
us. 
 Mr. Chairman, so now we are looking at the 
new Department of Border Control, Head 27, which 
begins in the Budget Book on page B-282. This is a 
challenge because the constituent pieces of it have 
been brought in from elsewhere. So there are new 
departments attempting to be forged out of mainly bits 
from elsewhere.  

One of the things that was helpful was that on 
Friday an errata sheet was handed out for Head 12, 
Customs (which is page B-85). Now, in the actual 
Budget Book itself, B-84 was printed twice. There was 
no B-85. But, in fact, some of the Heads from that 
page (B-85) are the ones which have been transferred 
to Border Control. In particular, those Customs Border 
Control 2705, which includes airport shift A, airport 
shift B, airport shift C, all of those and some vessel 
clearance, interdiction, and Seaport Enforcement 
Team are all of those heads which have been trans-
ferred from Customs over to Border Control. 

For future reference, Mr. Chairman, it would 
certainly be helpful it there were footnotes to indicate, 
where either there is a zero for the previous year or 
zero for this year, to indicate in a footnote whether 
that item, that cost centre has been eliminated or can-
celled, or whether it is being transferred. And if it has 
been transferred, to where it is being transferred or 
from where it has come. So just for future reference, it 
makes it a little bit complicated to try to follow without 
a copy of the brief where these things have come 
from. Particularly, in this Border Control, which, as we 
know, is a part of a new Ministry. 

I think it is an ongoing challenge. The Gov-
ernment is looking for its synergies in this area and 
there may well be some synergies, which remains to 
be seen. But initially, when you are setting it up, it is a 
bit complex both from a financial and budget point of 
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view to move the heads from one Ministry to another, 
not to mention the personnel. But it also can be chal-
lenging from a legal point of view, with my lawyer’s hat 
on, there is various legislation.  

For example, in the Immigration Act which 
handles issues not only of work permits but also Ber-
muda status, et cetera, it just refers to “the Minister,” 
and now you have different Ministers handling differ-
ent aspects of Immigration, as an example. So that 
remains a challenge, I think, for most of us. 

So, “work permits” is really what is being 
moved into yet another new Ministry, the Economy, I 
believe. But with respect to Border Control, we still 
have here the issues that deal with Bermuda status, 
et cetera. 

Now, I hear the Ministers who speak in this 
place on this Ministry speaking about synergies and 
efficiencies, et cetera. And to some degree those 
have been achieved. There are in some areas some 
greater efficiencies. For example, one thing we have 
noticed, if you are a Bermudian and you want to get 
stamped in your passport that you are a Bermudian, it 
seems to be very quick and efficient now. You can get 
it done from reception.  

The register of Bermudians seems to be 
growing more effective now after having been estab-
lished for a number of years and I noticed that the Mi-
nister referred, under the output measures, to the 
number of entries in the register of Bermudians. And 
those are very good. Those are essential, and in 
some areas efficiencies are being created.  
 One of the problem areas is, for example, with 
respect to permission to acquire land. In those areas, 
there may be policy reviews. I think it was indicated 
earlier that we are looking at, I think, it was referred to 
as a “paradigm shift” in that area. An examination of 
whether there should be a paradigm shift. 

If we look at the output measures on page 
285, it is to be noted that this book says that the num-
ber of work permits issued in 2009 was 7,392 and in 
2010 there were 8,171, which seems a bit unlikely the 
number of work permits going up, as the other figures 
we have show a decline in the number of jobs and in 
the number of non-Bermudians in our workforce.  

Now you see there under output measure 
number two on page B-285, measure in corporate 
services, the number of temporary and periodic work 
permits processed has gone down by 1,361—from 
7,361 in 2009, to 6,000 in 2010. And that sounds 
much more likely number; that sounds much more 
reflective of our experience with the economy and the 
decline and the recession in the economy. 

It is useful there, you know . . . one of the in-
teresting things that came up under this Government 
is that we now have this device of temporary work 
permits and what you have from members of the pub-
lic, Mr. Chairman, is that you can get a temporary 
permit of up to three months. That temporary permit 
can be renewed once. It can be renewed for a second 

three months, for a total of six months before you get 
your actual work permit. 

Now this, effectively, has proved to be a de-
vice to increase Government revenue because before 
what you did was you applied for a work permit and 
you just got your work permit. But then somebody fig-
ured out that it was taking so long to get a work per-
mit, we will have a temporary work permit. And now 
you can see that temporary work permits are being 
issued in the majority of cases. So it is not an odd 
thing, or it is not an unusual thing, or is just done in a 
specific case. It is done almost as a matter of course, 
which has increased Government’s revenue in this 
area, but also has increased the cost of doing busi-
ness in Bermuda as a result of the almost necessity in 
due course of getting a temporary work permit before 
you get a regular work permit. It is not a requirement, 
but the period of time it takes to get a work permit can 
cause that to be necessary for business purposes, 
and that is a concern. 

With respect to the airport, now this is going 
back to B-282, the general summary, Customs Border 
Control, 2705. There you have airport shift A, B, and 
C, vessel clearance, interdiction, and Seaport En-
forcement Team. These are some of the problem 
areas. And what you have always had at the airport, 
when you arrive in Bermuda and you come in through 
the airport, I gather at the first instance, where some-
one checks your passport, it is not an Immigration 
person. It is usually a Customs person. And then if 
there is a problem you go into the office and there is 
an Immigration person in the office.  

There always been difficulty with that interface 
and it not being satisfactory. And sometimes . . . and 
this is the area where the Minister said that they are 
working on, you know, the adage, “less red tape, more 
red carpet.” Well, that is where it begins, right at the 
airport. And that has always been one of the difficul-
ties. Sometimes those, traditionally, Customs officer 
who man the immigration booth when you arrive at the 
airport, could be more than a little testy on occasion, 
could be grumpy.  

I had that situation over Christmas. I arrived 
back on a flight from New York, which was arriving 
late in the evening, and, as is frequently the case, the 
flight was late, it was delayed. When we all got in we 
were all very tired. But it became quite plain that the 
Customs officer checking our passports was also very 
tired and very grumpy. And I had to remind the lady 
about herself and the job that she was doing for Ber-
muda. 

So it has always been a problem area. You 
want people to come to Bermuda. One of the most 
frequent complaints that I receive is that when people 
come to Bermuda they want to be welcomed here with 
open arms. And that does not matter if you are a 
Bermudian, if you are a resident, or if you are a tour-
ist, everybody wants to be well received. Unless there 
is some particular cause for obvious complaint, people 
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should be received with opened arms and with good 
grace. And that is one of areas that we really do need 
to work on. 

Now, with respect, I notice with some of this 
Customs Control . . . there is an issue of Customs be-
ing stretched. You know, on the one hand we talk 
about containers, which have to be checked. And on 
the other hand we talk about the cruise ship terminals 
and, obviously, you know, I think the indication from 
the Minister is that the Customs personnel are 
stretched when you have a cruise ship coming in at 
St. George’s, you have, obviously, ships in at town, 
whether they are freight ships or cruise ships, and you 
have the big cruise ships up at Dockyard, the Heritage 
Wharf. And they can be stretched in order to be doing 
their proper checks, if there is a problem. 

The Minister spoke of the consideration of a 
public/private initiative to control the cruise ship ter-
minals. That is something we need to look at, but we 
have to be very careful. You have to balance in this 
time of recession, you know, these public/private initi-
atives, which someone would have to have a pretty 
sharp pencil to make them worthwhile. Otherwise, 
somebody is in there to make a profit. Often these 
things have to be done at very unsociable hours, 
when people who are union members are looking at 
time and a half, double time, et cetera. They can be-
come pretty costly items to the Government and to the 
people of Bermuda. So I just beseech the Minister 
who speaks for this and the Premier and Finance Mi-
nister to have a very sharp pencil when looking at 
these items. 

I know we have this magical X-ray machine 
that is supposed to go on the docks and is supposed 
to locate all sorts of contraband material whether, I 
guess, it is going in or out. Some of the information 
that I have received is that really that is a requirement 
of one of our partners, the US Government, in terms 
of the Department of Homeland Security requiring a 
certain level of security checks on ships and contain-
ers which are coming into the US. So that may be as 
much of a requirement of theirs as it is a desire of the 
Bermuda Government at this end.  

Of course, the jury will be out as to how effec-
tive it is, because, of course obviously, there are still 
ways of getting around it. Whether you put items 
through which do not attract the attention of the X-ray 
because they are not metal or otherwise, or whether 
you just do not come down through the container 
route. You come otherwise to bring in your contraband 
material. As we all know, drug runners have been 
doing for some time. 

Now I see that in the Customs area, I believe, 
that went into Border Control, there were some 19 
vacancies which have not been funded. I believe the 
Minister said that 10 were in that Finance area and 
nine were National Security. And that the saving in the 
budget, as a result of having vacant positions was 
used toward overtime on a temporary basis. And we 

will have to see how that is going forward, whether 
that is a success. We really have to test whether this 
new Ministry, at the end of day, is that efficient.  

From an outsider looking in you see, for ex-
ample, the Immigration Department, and you see a 
major part of the Immigration Department is the area 
that deals with work permits. And the other major part 
deals with the rest of the matters, whether it be Ber-
mudian status inquiries or applications, permanent 
resident certificates, applications, et cetera. And it is 
kind of difficult to see how these areas could really be 
split on a daily basis. How you could split them in half 
and not have them interconnected with each other? It 
is one of those areas were they really are closely con-
nected. You have to connect the dots in these areas. 
So those people need to work together for a variety of 
reasons, and they have the same sort of expertise. 

I believe that physically they are still one de-
partment. So you have a situation with some of the 
people in that office answer to one Minister and some 
of the people answer to another Minister, which must 
be at this stage of the game very confusing. It might 
be nice, it might be helpful for the Minister to indicate 
whether in the future there is going to be a physical 
separation of the people within the existing Immigra-
tion Department, those that are part of Border Control 
and National Security, and those that are part of the 
other Ministry, which I believe is called the Ministry of 
the Economy, Trade, and Industry, which took some 
of those areas.  
 If you will bear with me for a minute, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am just trying to see if I have 
missed anything.  
 
The Chairman: While we are having a coffee break, I 
think we will let you know that we finish all of the 
Heads at 4:50. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Chairman: At four-five-zero. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: It was interesting to note in 
the figures, with respect to the Stop List, I think there 
was a slight increase there with people on the Stop 
List as well as with regard to deportation.  

There are relatively few actual deportations. It 
is more a case usually of foreign nationals being 
asked to leave the jurisdiction, which is a much less 
costly procedure than an actual deportation where 
someone usually is required to travel with them. And 
they are saying the number of deportations has gone 
up to 13 from 6, which I believe was mainly with re-
spect to foreign prisoners who were released, as op-
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posed to foreign nationals asked to leave the jurisdic-
tion, which went up from 72 in 2009, to 178 in 2010.  
 Those are the comments that I have at this 
time, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Okay.  

Would any other Members like to speak Head 
07 and Head 27? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you— 
 
The Chairman: Mr. Pettingill, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill:—Mr. Chairman. Yes, just very 
briefly. I am conscious of the time.  

I join my honourable and learned friend, effec-
tively, in that item with his comments. I also see that 
we are trying new things to make it click over. And, 
you know, it is difficult at this stage to say whether we 
are applying properly or not. It is always good to try 
new things to try and make something more effective. 
I hope this works. I hope it works. I am not going to 
stand at this stage and try and dissect it and point out 
what might be issues or not with regard why it may 
have concerns. All things do.  
 I do certainly agree with my honourable and 
learned friend that these are the people that are on 
the front line. And we do have to make sure we find 
the balance in how we deal with people that come 
through those doors. And I think that the whole ap-
proach, I am hoping, that the whole new approach, if 
you will, is going to be to . . . I think we should have 
passed a law to completely make the term “expat” 
illegal. 
 
An Hon. Member: Amen. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill:  And to embrace the use of the 
term “guest workers,” maybe, “honourable guest 
workers.” Whatever we need to do, because in that 
community I do not think there is that type of feeling, 
of feeling on a majority basis overly welcome.  
 So hopefully this new shift with regard to Bor-
der Control will have that very much in mind as we 
move forward. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Would any other Member wish to 
speak to Head 07 or Head 27?  
 We are giving the . . . any other Members 
from the . . .  

If not, we will have the Minister reply? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Thank you, and moving on. 
 
The Chairman: I believe you want to go back to 
Head 07, correct? 
 

Hon. Michael Weeks:  I am still waiting on Head 07, 
so can we defer that? 
 
The Chairman: You can speak to Head . . . you can 
speak the numbers, if you can, Head 7, which is page 
B-278.  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Okay. 
 
[Pause] 
 

HEAD 07—POLICE 
 
The Chairman: Yes. We are on B-278, Head 07, Po-
lice. Covering line items 701, 702— 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Yes okay.  
 
The Chairman: —703, 704, and 708, 709, and 710. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Okay. Mr. Chairman, I will go 
straight from the Budget Book. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. That is good. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Okay.  

And 0703, Cost Centre, 17035, Operational 
Policing, Patrols. We would not be using that in this 
current fiscal year. The funds have been reallocated. 
Cost Centre, 17040, Central Area Command—
$7,087,000. There is a change of $4,039,000. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  Cost Centre, 17041. There are 
$6,494,000. There is a decrease of $284,000. 
 Cost Centre, 17042, Western Area Command: 
There is $5,870,000. There is an increase of 
$331,000.  Bear with me. 
 [Cost Centre] 17070, Judicial Support: There 
is zero this year. There has been a decrease of 
$1,025,000. It has been transferred . . . I am sorry, 
reallocated. 
 Cost Centre, 17080, Traffic Wardens. This 
has also been reallocated. There has just been a cut 
down on cost centres, a decrease of $392,000. 
 Cost Centre, 17100, Rural Policing Units: 
There is nothing for that. There has been a decrease 
of $2,148,000. There also has been a reallocation.  
 
An Hon. Member: What is the reason for all of that? 
Can you provide an explanation? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I will respond in the end. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Cost Centre, 17155, the Ca-
nine Unit: It is a decrease of $492,000.  
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 Cost Centre, 17200, Community Safety Unit: 
There has been a decrease of $775,000.  
 Moving on to 0704, Cost Centre, 0704, Sup-
port Services Division. 
 Cost Centre, 17090, Operational Support De-
partment: $4,730,000. There has been an increase of 
$860,000. 
 Cost Centre, 17120, Marine and Road Polic-
ing Unit: $2,097,000. This is an increase of $50,000. 
 Cost Centre, 17130, Garage and Workshop: 
we see $1,515,000 and an increase $20,000. 
 Cost Centre, 17160, Forensic Support: we 
see $1,911,000, an increase of $83,000. 
 This is a total of $1,013,000 for 0704 Support 
Services Division.  
 
The Chairman: That was the change, you mean?  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I’m sorry, yes. It is a total of 
$10,354,000, Mr. Chairman, with an increase of 
$1,013,000. 
 
An Hon. Member: Is there a purpose to all of this? 
We are not even getting any explanation at this point 
as to why changes — 
 
The Chairman: Well, the correction . . . the numbers . 
. . the Minister is . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: Go ahead, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  All right.  
 
An Hon. Member: Be nice. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  0708— 
 
An Hon. Member: We are being nice to you. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: —Drugs and Intelligence Divi-
sion— 
 
An Hon. Member: It is not his fault. Someone has to 
prepare the… 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Cost Centre, 17150, Drugs and 
Financial Crime Division, $3,366,000, has an increase 
of $952,000.  
 Cost Centre, 17170, Intelligence Division: We 
have $4,234,000, with a decrease of $160,000. 

So we have total for 0708, Drugs and Intelli-
gence Division, of $7,600,000, with a decrease of 
$2,031,000. 

Serious Crime Division, 0709, Cost Centre, 
17105, Police Support Unit, we have $3,479,000, with 
an increase of $1,366,000.  

Cost Centre, 17140, Special Investigations 
Department—we have $4,858,000, with an increase 
of $2,745,000.  

A total— 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 

Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, as I continue, 
the funding for this cost centre has been increased to 
support the critical investigative team, which handles 
all murder and attempted murder or shooting cases. 
 Programme 0710, Bermuda Reserve Police: 
Cost Centre, 17220, Bermuda Reserve Police. Mr. 
Chairman, the allocation of $542,201 represents a 
decrease of $34,975, down 6 per cent when com-
pared to the original budget for 2010/2011. The de-
crease is a direct result of austerity measures put in 
place for the 2011/12 Budget year. 

The Bermuda Reserve Police has an estab-
lished strength of 184 officers. They provide valuable 
support to the Bermuda Police Service by deploying 
reserve officers for operational duties and for pre-
planned events, such as New Year’s Eve, Cup Match, 
Halloween, and Harbour Nights. In addition, they are 
regularly found on weekends working alongside the 
various watches of the Community Policing Division. 
The Service is indebted to the men and women of the 
Bermuda Reserve Police under the leadership of 
Commandant Jerry Robinson. 
 Capital Development, now, Mr. Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, I would now like to move on to 
the Services Capital Budget. The total Capital Budget 
for Head 07 for 2010–2011 is— 
 
An Hon. Member: What page are you on? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I am sorry. It is C-6. Police 
Headquarters Renovations, page C-6, excuse me. 
Cost Centre, 75103.  

Mr. Chairman, plans have existed for some 
years to rebuild the Prospect Police Headquarters. 
However, until this project commences, funds are re-
quired for renovations of the ageing buildings. Funds 
of $300,000 have been provided for this purpose in 
2011/12.  
 Communications Equipment, page C-16, Cost 
Centre, 76006. Mr. Chairman, funding of $270,000 
has been made available in the coming fiscal year for 
the replacement of Quarry Tower. The Bermuda Po-
lice Service is not the only users of these towers and 
the new structures will ensure that the telecommuni-
cation companies will also be able to install new 
equipment. Access to the towers is managed by a 
Tower Sharing Committee which includes the Ministry 
of Public Works and the Ministry of Public Information.  
 Boats and Engines, on page C-17, Cost Cen-
tre, 76068. Mr. Chairman— 
 
The Chairman: That is C-16. 
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Hon. Michael Weeks:  It is still C-16. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:  [Page] C-16, excuse me. Over 
recent years there has been a programme to replace 
the ageing, inflatable boats that are used both within 
the Harbour, Great Sound, and offshore by the Marine 
Unit. Funds of $250,000 will enable the replacement 
of one of these boats together with new engines for 
various vessels that have a shorter lifespan than the 
other boats. These funds are part of an ongoing pro-
gramme to ensure that the boats support the work of 
the unit that includes enforcement of various maritime 
regulations, assisting other Government agencies with 
search and rescue efforts and to assist in the interdic-
tion of illegal drugs in Bermuda.  
 Vehicles, Cost Centre, 76078, page C-16. Mr. 
Chairman, a total of $500,000 is set aside for the on-
going programme to replace police vehicles. Every 
effort is made to keep police vehicles on the road for 
as long as possible. But owing to the unique require-
ments of police vehicles and their extensive use—
many vehicles, Mr. Chairman, are on the road 24-
hours a day—replacement is inevitable so as to main-
tain proper safety standards. This Budget will permit 
the replacement of some of the ageing vehicles with 
ones that should require less maintenance and that 
are more fuel efficient.  
 Police Computer Systems Upgrade; page C-
16, Cost Centre, 76505. Mr. Chairman, in the ongoing 
efforts of the Service to modernise its computer sys-
tems and services, $500,000 has been set aside in 
the coming year. These monies will be used to contin-
ue with the network infrastructure upgrade project. 
 Equipment and Furniture, page C-16, Cost 
Centre, 76337. Mr. Chairman, $500,000 of new ex-
penditure for furniture and equipment has been allo-
cated for the year 2011/12. The funds are used for the 
purchase of weapons including conventional firearms 
and tasers, ammunition and protective equipment, 
including ballistic vests for officers. 
 HBS Equipment and Furniture, page C-16, 
Cost Centre, 76688. Mr. Chairman, $500,000 of new 
expenditure for furniture and equipment has been al-
located for the year 2011/12. Funding under this cost 
centre will be applied against the purchase of the new 
Records Management System (RMS), as well as the 
computerised Custody Information System (CIS) that 
is required by PACE regulations.  
 Software Development, page C-17, Cost Cen-
tre, 76690. Mr. Chairman, $150,000 has been pro-
vided for the development of software used by the 
Drugs and Intelligence Division and Serious Crime 
Division.  
 Staffing Establishment: Mr. Chairman, the 
established strength of the Bermuda Police Service is 
477 police officers of which the approved payroll for 

2011/12 will support approximately 352 police officers 
and cadets. There are currently 447 officers and eight 
cadets in service. The civilian support staff establish-
ment is 114 posts of which 92 are currently staffed.  
 The Commissioner and the senior team are 
attempting to identify further potential reductions and 
operational costs and other current expenditures to 
transfer more funds to payroll in order to avoid reduc-
tion in staffing levels. 
 Mr. Chairman . . .  
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I humbly apolo-
gise for this confusion. The Bermuda Police Service 
made a decision to reallocate the Training Budget of 
$3.25 million from Corporate Services Division to 
Support Services Division. This reallocation will be 
reflected in the final Budget Book.  

Therefore, the $10.18 million under Pro-
gramme 0702, Corporate Services (as reported this 
morning) is correct. This reallocation results in a cor-
responding difference in Programme 0704, Support 
Services Division, which in our Budget Book does not 
reflect the $3.25 million reallocation for training. Thus 
Programme 0704, Support Services Division, shows a 
total budgeted amount of $10.35 million.  

In addition, there was a decision made to re-
duce the number of cost centres in the 2011/12 budg-
et for the Police. The reduction in cost centres merely 
reallocates funding. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that my 
explanation above corrects any error that may have 
been perceived this morning. And I can now fully ex-
plain the Bermuda Police Service budget.  
 I will begin where I left off at Programme 
0703. 
 Programme 0703, Community Policing Divi-
sion, will be found on B-278. Mr. Chairman, the total 
allocation for the Community Policing Division, Pro-
gramme is $19,451,805, a decrease of $8,823,307 
when compared to the original budget for 2010/11. Mr. 
Chairman, I will highlight the changes in the alloca-
tions for the cost centres under this division.  

Cost Centre, 17040, Central Area Command, 
$7,087,433. The funding for this cost centre has been 
decreased by $4,038,239. The decrease is directly 
attributable to a reduction required for austerity meas-
ures.  

Cost Centre, 17042, Eastern Area Command, 
$6,493,859. The funding for this cost centre has been 
decreased by $283,812, due to a reduction brought 
about for austerity measures. 

Cost Centre, 17042, Western Area Command, 
$5,870,513. The funding for this cost centre has been 
increased by $331,744. The increase pertains to sala-
ry costs for offices.  

As noted, a number of cost centres which ex-
isted in the 2010/11 Budget were merged with other 
cost centres thereby streamlining the reporting 
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process. In Programme 0703 the following cost cen-
tres were merged with existing cost centres: Judicial 
Support, Traffic Wardens, Rural Policing, Canine and 
Community Safety Unit, as a result the 2011/12 
Budget reflects zero funding for these areas as com-
pared to $4.8 million in funding in the 2010/11 Budget.  

Programme 0704, Support Services Division: 
Mr. Chairman, the total allocation for the Support Ser-
vices Division, found on page B-278, is $10,354,000, 
an increase of $1,013,000. This total does not include 
the reallocated Training Budget which will be included 
in the final Budget Book. 

Cost Centre, 17055, Tape Transcribing, 
$101,147. Mr. Chairman, this allocation is to fund the 
cost of transcribing tapes of interviews now required 
by law for certain offences. There are two posts, in-
cluding the tape librarian; however, the post of tape 
transcriber has not been funded.  

Cost Centre, 17090, Operational Support De-
partment, $4,730,482. Mr. Chairman, this department 
includes Com-ops: the Crime Prevention Unit, Court 
Liaison Unit, and Traffic Wardens. The Department 
oversees CCTV Maintenance and Monitoring. The 
decrease in funding is directly attributable to austerity 
measures.  

Cost Centre, 17120, Marine and Road Polic-
ing Units, $2,096,799. Mr. Chairman, the Department 
includes the Marine Unit and Road Policing. 
 Cost Centre, 17130, Garage, $1,515,135. Mr. 
Chairman, the funding for the cost centre has been 
increased by $20,128 required to fund increased la-
bour costs.  
 Cost Centre, 17160, Forensic Support Unit, 
$1,911,102. Mr. Chairman, eight police officers and 
five civilian staff posts comprise the Forensic Support 
Unit headed by an inspector. As the name implies, 
this Unit provides all the forensic support to the inves-
tigative and operational functions of the service, from 
examination of crime scenes, to the packaging and 
processing of exhibits for more advanced examination 
overseas. The funding for this cost centre has been 
increased by $83,487 to support the increase in costs 
for forensic and laboratory services, increasing costs 
of buildings, and funding for second fingerprint officer 
to create capacity in this area of forensic identification.  
 Programme 0708, Drugs and Intelligence Di-
vision, $7,599,732: Mr. Chairman, the allocation of 
$7,599,732 represents a decrease of $2,031,000 
when compared to the original budget of 2010/11. 
 Cost Centre, 17150, Drugs and Financial 
Crime Department, $3,366,229. Mr. Chairman, the 
funding for this cost centre has been decreased as a 
direct result of austerity measures.  
 Cost Centre, 17170, Intelligence Department, 
$4,233,503. Mr. Chairman, the funding for this cost 
centre has been decreased by $160,272 as a direct 
result of austerity measures. 
 Programme 0709, Serious Crime Division, 
$8,337,112. Mr. Chairman, the allocation of 

$8,337,112 represents an increase of $4,111,000 
when compared to the original budget for 2010/11. 
This increase is a result of Government’s commitment 
to gain suppression and a reduction of other serious 
crime activities on the Island. 
 Cost Centre, 17105, Police Support Unit, 
$3,479,454. Mr. Chairman, the funding for this cost 
centre has been increased. Additional funding will be 
used to assist with salary costs which will be used to 
fund staffing required to concentrate primarily on 
gangs, guns, drugs, and violence.  
 Cost Centre, 17140, Special Investigations 
Department, $4,857,658. Mr. Chairman, the funding 
for this cost centre has been increased to support the 
critical investigative team which handles all murder 
and attempted murder cases. 
 The last one, Mr. Chairman, 0710, the Ber-
muda Reserve Police, was already touched on earlier.  
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And that concludes 
Head 7. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. Would any other 
Members like to speak to Head 7, Police, B-278? 
 The Chair recognises Member, Mr. Moniz. 
 Mr. Moniz, you have the chair . . . have the 
floor. Sorry, you can have the chair too. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, I guess we have seen today 
quite a comedy of errors here. The Government can-
not quite seem to get their numbers right and it is not 
the Honourable Member’s fault, the Minister who 
speaks in this place. He is new at all of this, as we all 
know. It is very difficult to make sense out of this. Of 
course, we do not have a copy of the brief. And then it 
appears that, well, perhaps, if we had the brief we 
would not be any better off. It is a sad comment. 

But one of the things that concerns me, one of 
the overall points I want to make here right at the be-
ginning is, if you look at the summary on page B-278, 
there are a number of areas where responsibilities 
have been transferred to another area. And that is 
particularly true under Cost Centre 0703, Community 
Policing Division. And there it says there has been a 
reduction of $8,823,000, a reduction of 31 per cent. 
But of course, most, if not all (not quite all of it, but 
most) of that $8 million is just being reallocated 
somewhere else, so it is not a true reduction. If one 
looks at the bottom of the page—and it says, this ex-
penditure has been reduced by 11 per cent—nothing 
could be further from the truth, because most of those 
are reallocations of those units to another area. 

Those include areas like 17070, Judicial Sup-
port. I am sure they have not gotten rid of Judicial 
Support, it is just being reallocated. Whether it is now 
people from security companies, or otherwise, there is 
still a cost attached to that activity; it is just not put 
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within this area. So that is not a true austerity meas-
ure within the Government. 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: There is no Judicial Support? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Chairman, what the Honour-
able Member . . . with his indulgence, while obviously I 
defer to the Minister who speaks in this House for Na-
tional Security, is that, though there is a zero estimate 
it does not mean that those programmes will not con-
tinue.  

But it is a fact that as the police are realigning 
how they are going to dispense their services, and 
they are also getting rid of, streamlining, some of the 
cost centres, the monies that are there are . . . you 
see there has been a reduction, for instance, in 0703. 
It is $19.4 million. There has been a reduction of $8.8 
million. And the monies that are there have been 
streamlined into the cost centres of 17040, 17041, 
and 17042.  

So I think what is important is that the police, 
because they wanted to have some streamlining of 
some of their cost centres, are still delivering services, 
but they have not put there . . . there is a zero esti-
mate because they are doing what they can within the 
existing monies that they have been allocated. So it is 
not that there has not been a reduction—oh, the po-
lice wish there had not been a reduction—but there 
has been an actual reduction in terms of the monies 
allocated. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Chairman, I think I un-
derstood what the Premier was saying. But even if 
you take out—and that is four, five, six, seven, eight—
that is eight million that you are taking out. But the 
other areas that you are speaking of, 17040, Central 
Area Command; 41 Eastern Area; or 42 Western 
Area, except for Western, they have gone down. Cen-
tral, in fact, has gone down by $4 million itself in this 
coming year.  

So how you could have taken any of those ac-
tivities and put them into Central’s budget, I fail to see, 
because Central’s budget itself has gone done. So it 
does not show that any of those have gone into that 
area. It is as clear as mud; let us put it that way. And it 
does not show me that there has been any reduction. 

However, at the end of the day, you know, 
one of our major problems as a community is, of 
course, crime. And so this is the one area, I am sure, 
that all of us, not just those of us on this side, want to 
see done correctly. And to that extent, even in this 
state of recession, we want to see the police treated 
so that they are able to carry out their areas with effi-
ciency, with improved efficiency than even with what 
we have seen in the past.  

And we know, although it is not shown in this 
area, that there is a new Hamilton Police Station. So 

they are being re-housed in facilities which allow for 
the requirements of the PACE initiative, the Police and 
Criminal Evidence Acts initiative. But, all told, then, we 
are very concerned that there is not a real handle on 
this. 
 You will be aware, members of the community 
will be aware that before the confusion that existed 
today figures went out to the local press saying that 
the police were, in fact, up 9 per cent, they were going 
to get 9 per cent more in money to spend this coming 
year. And then we were told, No, no, no, that was 
wrong. In fact, their money is going to be down by 11 
per cent. And then when the figures come through 
today, I think, they rather add to the confusion rather 
than solve any of the confusion that we see in front of 
us.  
 Now, the police are . . . overall, there has 
been a turnaround in recent times of this Govern-
ment’s treatment of the police. But there was a long 
period of time where they were treated very badly, 
when their increase was disputed, when there was a 
pay dispute going on. There was a time when they 
were out of contract for two or three years, and then it 
was arbitrated, and then an increase was awarded, 
then there was a dispute over the increase, which 
went to court. So there has been an unhappy history 
to all of this with respect to the police which has af-
fected public safety. And if one looks at the recent 
statistics, one would see that this year was the worst 
year in a very long time with respect to gun crime. We 
see gun crime spiraling out of control and we have 
seen some mention in the budget today of dedicated 
support for investigation of murders, of which we have 
had rather a lot of late. 

I have, if you bear with me, the most recent 
statistics from the Police Service with respect to fire-
arm trends. The most recent report of the Police Ser-
vice, which is for the year end 2010, at page 7 it  says, 
“In 2010 there were seven people killed and 29 people 
injured by firearms. This compares unfavourably to 
previous years where four were killed and 13 injured 
in 2009. And there was only one firearm injury in 
2008.” So there we see the escalating number of inju-
ries and deaths from firearms.  

The figures here go from a total of fatalities 
and injured from five in 2006, three in 2007, one in 
2008, seventeen in 2009, and thirty-six in 2010. And 
that includes fatalities and people injured, so that in 
2009 there were 4 fatalities and 13 injured, making a 
total of 17. In 2010 there were 7 fatalities, 29 injured, 
making a total of 36. 

This shows a very alarming trend in Bermuda 
toward these firearms incidents. Most of them, so far, 
seem to have been gang related and drug related, but 
once the lawlessness in society breaks out to such a 
degree, it is going to be very difficult to contain it. We 
are going to have to put every possible effort that we 
have as a community and the Government, as a gov-
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ernment, to put behind the Police Service in order to 
help them cope with this. 

Now, what we on this side of the House would 
like to see is more effort put into some sort of commu-
nity effort to see whether we can deal with it that way; 
that we do not just deal with it on the basis of policing, 
that we deal with something like Operation Ceasefire 
which we have proposed for some period of time, 
which is a reaching out in the community to get the 
community involved in helping deal with gang-related 
gun violence. And the Government, so far, does not 
seem particularly receptive to this approach, or at 
least they have not found an approach which appeals 
to them.  

We think that is an absolutely essential part of 
good policing in today’s society. We do not think there 
is any choice but to enter into some sort of effort of 
that sort. We have looked into Operation Ceasefire, 
particularly our leader in the Senate, Senator Dunkley, 
and produced some pretty compelling reports and 
evidence that it has met with great success in a num-
ber of urban areas and suburban areas in the United 
States where they face similar problems to what we 
face here today.  
 Now, if there is indeed a reduction of the po-
lice budget—which I do not see as obvious from the 
figures presented to me today—if there is a reduction 
in the police budget, we cannot, at this moment in 
time, see that it is justified unless there are genuine 
efficiencies involved, because at the moment we see 
a necessity for increased policing in order to protect 
the society to make it safe for Bermudians, for resi-
dents, to make it attractive for international business 
and exempt companies and to make it attractive for 
tourism.  

And if we do not do that we are going to suf-
fer, each and every one of us, not just in the, you 
know—obviously, the less secure environment—but 
also in terms of a less prosperous community. And 
could again result in a downward spiral because, ob-
viously, in a recession the more people who are out of 
jobs . . . there certainly is temptation for people to get 
involved with drugs, with gangs, and with crime. So 
the impetus towards those areas of criminality is going 
to be increased over what they were before.  
 We were encouraged that we had set up the 
Joint Select Committee on Gun and Gang Violence, 
and we have two Members from our side sitting on 
that. The Chairman is the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Randy Horton. We certainly hope that they can come 
forward with some very concrete proposals in the 
short-term future to see if we can come up with some 
new ways of addressing these issues.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: My colleague prompts me, not 
just in the short-term, but also in the long-term, of 
course. But we do not want to fiddle while Rome is 

burning. I guess what I want to press is that we need 
to get on with the job as quickly as we can.  
 One of the interesting things is a broad ques-
tion about the Hamilton Police Station. I am not sure 
what the plan for the old Hamilton Police Station is, 
now that we will shortly have a new police station that 
will be moved into. We look forward to seeing some 
sort of plan for it, though I believe it is full of mould, et 
cetera. No one is going to want to be in there in the 
condition it is in at the moment. 

Also members of the public concerned with 
the renovation of the police headquarters, the Police 
Command Structure, [which] has been put across the 
street from the new police station in Veritas Place, at 
the cost of some $220,000 for a year. And we will see 
how long that is going to go on for, for the senior 
command. We hope that works out. It is a shame that 
they could not be put up in the same building; ob-
viously, it would make for more efficient command 
structure if they were in the same building as the 
building that the police are in now.  
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: We are very glad to see that 
there is indeed funding, we went to C-6, with Capital 
Development, and the Minister showed us under the 
police there, area C-5103, where police headquarters 
in Prospect, there was an estimate for 2011/12 of 
$300,000 for the headquarters building. And I think 
the building now in Hamilton is finished. It is a little bit 
confusing there because it talks about a TAF of $70 
million and it refers to the police headquarters in 
Prospect. I presume that $70 million was a TAF with 
respect to Hamilton, or is that the money that is going 
to be spent on Prospect, $70 million? Because right 
under is 75129, Hamilton Police Station, Magistrates 
Court, which is slated at $91,800,000 million at the 
present time. So that is a little bit confusing. Is that the 
cost of the renovation project that is taking place in 
Prospect with the overall of $70 million? And this year 
it only shows $300,000 which is a bit . . . it does not 
seem to quite make sense.  
 C-16, with respect, under the Ministry of Na-
tional Security we have the police and we have the 
purchase there under a number of cost headings deal-
ing with communications equipment, boats and en-
gines, vehicles, police computer system update. I am 
glad to see that they had a revised estimate for 
2010/11 of $1,072,000 and this upcoming year there 
is an estimate for 2011/12 of $500,000 for police 
computer system. We are glad to see this in the book. 
This is something that is certainly needed. The 
equipment they have is far out-of-date now and it bad-
ly needs replacing.  
 With respect to C-17, it is a little confusing 
because there is a Border Control there and there is 
just a small provision there I think which referred to 
office furniture, some computer equipment, and a ve-
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hicle, for an estimate of $29,000 for computer equip-
ment and $41,000 for vehicles. So presumably that is 
part of the new headquarters perhaps being set up. I 
am not quite clear there, but where exactly that is I am 
not sure and how it works out. 
 One of the concerning things was a reflection 
at some point that there was a reduction expected in 
revenue from traffic tickets that were given. Not park-
ing tickets, but moving tickets, those tickets for speed-
ing, et cetera. And it was predicted that this coming 
year there would be a reduced income from those 
tickets. And I would like to have some explanation for 
that. Why should that be the case? It does not seem 
to make sense in light of what we know.  
 Certainly, on this side, we believe there needs 
to be increased police on the streets and there needs 
to be an increase in community policing, we need all 
hands on deck with respect to investigating these 
shootings, and as we all know, the investigation of 
these shootings is very heavy-duty, it requires a lot of 
manpower and a lot of man hours. While we seem to 
be achieving a greater number of trials going through 
the court, a greater number of convictions, we seem 
to be seeing some results, we begin to see the light of 
day, a light at the end of the tunnel, we need to keep 
up our effort on that. 

But we want to make sure we keep a high 
level of safety on the roads, with a good level of traffic 
policing. And for that we need to know that the motor-
cycle cops will be out there, the radar will be out there 
keeping the speeds down and trying to stop people 
from killing themselves on our roads, as they seem to 
be so fond of doing.  
 Mr. Chairman, I think I have covered all of my 
preliminary points there. I will now allow someone else 
to take the floor. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Moniz. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Pettingill.  
 Mr. Pettingill, you have the floor.  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

I endeavour to find the balance here because 
there are some positives. But let me start on this ba-
sis. What has to be most alarming to us today, and I 
say this with great respect, is that the Minister without 
Portfolio gets dropped in the deep end, in my respect-
ful view, has a brief that has not been shared with the 
Opposition, and it appears that the right brief has not 
been shared with the Minister either.  
 Now, if that is a reflection of where the police 
are at, in relation to liaison with the Minister, I quake 
for Bermuda. I quake. And it took forever to try and 
rectify it. And my honourable friend just got dropped in 
there and given the brief to run with it, it is no slight on 
him at all. I think that he struggled through it as best 
he could. He had to abandon the debate and go get 
other figures and all the rest of it. 

This is the police, 69 per cent of the people in 
this country, Mr. Chairman . . . this is their number one 
issue. Their number one issue! So we have to dem-
onstrate to them that, if we are cutting the budget—
significantly, in my submission—that there are rea-
sons for that. We know what we are doing, it has been 
well-thought-out, it is well-planned, and it will be well 
executed.  

But when you come to this Honourable 
House, and when you first announced it in the press 
and so on, I was like, I have to say, I was “Hallelujah.” 
And that is not a word I use a lot, but I was. When I 
saw the increase in the police budget, I thought, may-
be other Members and I are being listened to. Be-
cause I have jumped up and down, heaven knows, 
enough about how we need to attack this thing. And 
that rug was pulled out from me within a day, and I am 
sure that there are members of the public that felt the 
rug was pulled out from them as well. 

And the thing that causes me consternation, 
Mr. Chairman, is the police are quiet on this, as one 
would expect when they are not happy. I would have 
liked to have seen the police come out and say, 
Look,—give us some confidence—this is all fine. We 
are the ones that have put this all together. We are 
fine with this. But they are not. And I made my own 
inquiries, as one should do sitting in this place, and 
there is a lot of concern about the cuts in the Budget, 
that in reflecting the number one issue in the coun-
try—substantially the number one issue—that this is 
where you are going to expect to see some pretty sig-
nificant increase with regard to what needs to be 
done. 

Having said that, the police . . . it is not their 
fault. One has to commend the fact that the police 
appear to have (as it was described to me) put a dent 
in crime. But I will tell you what was said, Mr. Chair-
man, was, Mark, we put a dent in it. We would love to 
have the funding to go on and finish that job. And just 
when we make a dent, it gets pulled away. Well, I do 
not know, with great respect, that that makes any 
sense in this area, to be cutting it down.  

There are things going on, and I do appreciate 
this, that the police cannot come out, to even us (the 
Honourable Premier will know, the Minister will know) 
and say, Here is the blueprint for our fight on crime. 
Here is all the secret things that we are going to do. 
That would not be sensible. So what we have to do 
with these budget figures, is look at them and say, 
Okay, but what do they really reflect as far as what is 
transpiring in our police force? 

 So at item 0703, when we see a reduction—I 
will go to 0702 first, Mr. Chairman, Corporate Service 
Division. Complaints in discipline is up, I know how 
that reflects. Retirement Pay, at 17030 . . . I know for 
a fact that there are five senior officers retiring from 
the force in the next fiscal year, and are expecting to 
get paid. So I do not know if the Minister can help us 
with that, where are they going to get the money 
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from? Because according to this, there is zero for the 
retirement pay. 

And when I passed the information on to a re-
tiring officer, he was like, What? That cannot be right, 
and gave me the list of the officers that are retiring 
after long service. So I do not know how the line item 
on retirement pay becomes zero. I think we have to 
have some understanding of that, please. And I do not 
know how you shift it somewhere else and say retire-
ment pay is now going into this pigeonhole. Retire-
ment pay is retirement pay. So that one I have to raise 
the real concern with, I do not see how that can be 
zero given the fact—the absolute fact, categorically—
that there are senior officers retiring in this next budg-
et period, and I know who they are. 

So the 0703, Community Policing Division, the 
Operational Policing Patrols from $21 million to zero. 
Well, obviously, Operational Patrols are carrying on 
and we are now calling it something else, like we have 
done with Customs and trying to, I hope, make that 
more efficient. I do not know quite how, and I would 
love to hear from the Minister, Central Area Com-
mand, Eastern Area Command and Western Area 
Command that there are those types of slashes and 
the Operational Policing CID goes to zero. I mean, 
these are terms, I know for a fact that they have a CID 
office in that new police station. I am going to come to 
that. To me, that is Operational Criminal Investigation 
Department. So I do not know what that means. And I 
have not seen CID anywhere else in the Budget, but I 
know there is a sign over there saying CID.  

Well, that does not make sense either. People 
look at these things and say, Wait a minute. We have 
a CID office in the new police station, well, the hybrid 
police station (let us call it, because that is what it is) 
where we have a CID office and they are not getting 
any money. Where does that go? I am sure that may-
be it comes out of somewhere else, but to me I am not 
sure where it happens. 

When I hear the terms, and I have used them 
many times as a Chairman in this Honourable place, 
about “proactive” and “reactive” policing, I know from 
my own study, from my own years in the area of crim-
inal law that, really, to have an effective system, you 
need to have both. You need to have both. I mean, to 
have membership in a gang should become an of-
fence. I have laid some legislation in relation to that 
and I hope we will be able debate. But you have to be 
able to do both. I have advocated for some time, and I 
think it will probably come out of the Commission 
headed by my honourable friend, Mr. Horton, that we 
need to get people in the communities, Bermudian 
officers on the beat with a picture on a fridge, and so 
on and so forth, that are there and are doing a job for 
the community and getting to know people and build-
ing up trust relationships.  

I had a friend, a very close friend, a senior of-
ficer in the police force who for years was a beat offic-
er in a certain area in Devon in England. He said, 

“Mark, I drank so much tea. I drank so many cups of 
tea.” But he alone had such an impact in the commu-
nity in getting to know people, that they were comfort-
able with him and they were confident that they would 
call him up and talk to him. And information is key; 
and that is proactive.  

If you have an area where you have a gang 
and a little old lady in the area knows the gang boys 
more than she knows the police officers that are in her 
community, well, you can better believe that the code 
of silence wall goes up. Is she going to want to talk to, 
and I say this with great respect, to a foreign police 
officer that suddenly shows up on her doorstep say-
ing, There has been a crime down the road, can you 
tell us about it? And she has to walk by those young 
men every day. What is she going to do? Nothing. 

So when I saw a zero from $1.5 million, in 
community beat officers, my heart sank. And I say that 
hand on heart. My heart sank, Mr. Chairman, to see 
that number go to zero. That is where part of the bat-
tlefront needs to take place. And I know, again for a 
fact, that there are police officers that feel that way. I 
know for a fact there are. We have to have enforce-
ment. We have to have Intelligence. We have to have 
some serious legislative measures, but we have to do 
it at both ends of the spectrum. 

And that particular line item should cause 
people grave concern, unless the Minister can give an 
explanation that No, community beat officers are be-
ing pigeonholed somewhere else. But again, that does 
not make sense, Mr. Chairman. It is just like . . . you 
know? Where else can you pigeonhole retirement 
pay? Where else can you pigeonhole community beat 
officers? Social network officers, I do not know, but I 
do not see that here. It is not in the Budget Statement. 
I looked through it to see, Well, maybe, they have slot-
ted it in under another title, but it is not there. So that 
goes, and I think we undermine this fight if we do 
away with that particular area. 

And, you know, some of the things that cause 
concern—or should cause concern—are, if you look at 
the numbers . . . just look at the numbers on certain 
things and the sensibility of it. Last year you had 400 
more criminal trials in this country and I think, with all 
due credit to the court system headed by the Honour-
able Chief Justice and to the DPP’s office, things ran 
pretty well there. And being in that profession myself, I 
saw it running pretty well, Mr. Chairman.  

But if you have 400 more trials, and you have 
that many more trials pending than you had before—
which you do, because your arrests are up—how do 
you cut the budget at 17055 in tape transcribing? I 
should say . . . sorry, I correct it. I should say how 
does it stay the same? How does it remain the same if 
you are dealing with that many more cases? So you 
have to ensure the smooth operation of the turning of 
the wheels of justice. Justice delayed is justice de-
nied, Mr. Chairman. You have probably heard that. 
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 We got up to speed in this jurisdiction. It used 
to be pretty bad on getting papers served, and so on 
and so forth. I have to tip my hat. It has come a long 
way. It has come a long way, but that number there 
does not make a lot of sense to me either. If you have 
more trials, how does your budget remain the same? 
Because, in my mind, it makes it more onerous on 
what you need to do. 

Now, Forensic Support is key to solving—
solving is a reactive measure, but it is key—we need 
to have a proactive Forensic Support Unit, or, I am 
sorry, an efficient reactive Forensic Support Unit. And 
let me say this, that is somewhere that there are areas 
where we go overseas on (and this is probably in this 
number) and spend a lot of money on getting particu-
lar items of DNA processed, and so on and so forth, 
when we really should be considering could we do 
that right here and make it happen here and cut down 
on the time of trials and make it more effective. But we 
have to fly experts in; we have to fly in forensic 
people. And we use the same people, so I guess we 
could cut a deal with the offices that we use, but one 
tends to be standing up in a courtroom seeing the 
same old faces from the RCMP or from other places 
that they come from. But all that stuff has to be sent 
off, you have continuity issues that rise up about, you 
know, how does it get there, how does it take, and all 
these evidential matters that are essential and we re-
ally should be considering doing as much as we can, 
Mr. Chairman, on Island, and moving in that direction.  
 Next to Community Policing, Mr. Chairman, at 
0708, Drugs and Intelligence Division, and I do not 
know why this particular 17050 Head comes under 
here, under Child Victim Unit. The fact that the Child 
Victim Unit has been dropped from the programme, 
we have a serious problem in this country, a serious, 
sad problem about the taboo subject—taboo, nobody 
wants to talk about it—of child sexual abuse. 

We have adults walking around—I know, they 
have come to my office before—and they have been 
victims and been abused and they have drinking prob-
lems now, drugs problems, and psychological prob-
lems and still see the people that abused them walk-
ing around—people in positions of trust. And the way 
that that unit works, or did work . . . and I saw how it 
worked because, you know, they had a special set-up, 
making it as comfortable as possible for children, a 
special approach in dealing with child crime.  

It is a particularised, specialised area and the 
hat has to go off to the officers that deal with those 
types of crimes. Because I can assure you, Mr. 
Chairman, it is heart wrenching. And you need to have 
the right officers, the right personalities, the right la-
dies that are in that department, the right men that 
take the courses and know how to deal with a victi-
mised child and how to get those cases before the 
court.  

There is more of that as a problem out there 
in this community than we want to acknowledge be-

cause it is a taboo subject. When a little child shows 
up and say, Oh, so-and-so . . . uncle this, or this par-
ticular individual . . . I say across-the-board, Mr. 
Chairman—teachers, family members, public area 
workers, across-the-board, community workers, where 
this problem exists. 
 Again, I do not see the pigeonhole where a 
Child Victims Unit is going. Because that really is a 
unit, with specialised training, Mr. Chairman, and a 
specialised approach to dealing with child victims. 
Very specialised, it is not like taking evidence from a 
guy standing on the street corner and says, Yeah, this 
boy drove by and shot me. As a 25-year-old he can 
deal with that. Try taking that evidence from eight-
year-old, and how you make it safe, and when I say 
“safe,” make the evidence safe.  
 
[Mr. John Barritt, in the Chair] 

 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I see the Honourable Mr. Barritt 
is taking the Chair.  
 How [do] you make the evidence safe, how 
[do] you make the child safe, and how do you make 
the Defendant safe? Because false allegations occur. 
That is a specialised area. How that budget goes from 
$868 to zero, 17050. How that budget on a Child Vic-
tims Unit goes to zero should be of huge concern. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Information] 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 
The Chairman: The Chair recognises the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Z. De Silva.  

Your point of order, sir? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Point of order is, the 
Honourable Member . . . maybe he did not quite hear 
the brief of the Minister without Portfolio through, but 
he did state in that brief that these particular cost cen-
tres were moved to other areas and I think that sever-
al of the items that he discussed, the Honourable Mi-
nister without Portfolio did say they were moved to 
other areas.  

We must be conscious of the fact that they 
have been a little bit, you know, some changes in cer-
tain Ministries, and this is one of them. 
 
The Chairman: All right. Thank you. It was a point of 
information. 
 The Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. 
Pettingill, if you will hold. 

I am looking to the Minister . . . we are in 
Committee. The Minister could clear this up right away 
if he wishes to. 
 The Chair turns to the Minister. Minister, 
would you like to speak to that point? 
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Hon. Michael Weeks: Well, actually, Mr. Chairman, 
some cost centres have been reallocated. I mean, 
there is not much more that I can really add. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I appreciate that.  

So, the Honourable Member for Health, who 
is trying to come to the rescue, with great respect, has 
not done that at all. Because I know that some cost 
areas have been allocated.  

What I am saying, Mr. Chairman, is with re-
gard to these usually significant ones on Community 
Policing and Child Victim Unit, we better hear some 
specifics.  
 
The Chairman: All right. Now that is a different point. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: That is the point.  
 
The Chairman: You can continue. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: That is the point. Specifics. 
 
The Chairman: Okay. 

No, that is a different point than the one he 
was making. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: As I said— 
 
The Chairman: Continue. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill:—the Honourable Member is try-
ing to come to the rescue, and, with great respect, 
that is not ameliorating. Unless you can give me spe-
cifics and stand up and say, Yes, I can tell you that 
this particular, essential unit has moved to here. I 
know that cost areas have been moved around. We 
all know that. 
 
The Chairman: All right. So your question to the Mi-
nister then, with respect to those things is, could the 
Minister please tell you where you can now find the 
funding for those? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Where is the unit, where is the 
staff? Because interesting enough the staff goes to 
zero, and where is the funding? Okay? Those two, 
and I highlight that now at 17050. 
 
The Chairman: Just while you have the Minister’s 
attention, those two are the Child Victim Unit— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: The Child Victim Unit is 17050. 
 
An Hon. Member: What page are you on? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: It would be 5278. 
 
The Chairman: It would be 280, I think. 

 
An Hon. Member: 280? 
 
The Chairman: If I am following along, yes? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: But guess what, when you go to 
the Child Victim Unit, as far as staffing goes, it goes 
from 7 to 0. So the Honourable Minister for Health is 
coming to the rescue on something he cannot be res-
cuing anybody on. What I am saying is that unit has 
been cut.  
 
The Chairman: All right. I appreciate you want to be 
stuck on the Minister of Health, but I am trying to get 
you to direct your questions to the Minister who — 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: He is the one that jumped in. 
 
The Chairman: I know that, but— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I, I— 
 
The Chairman:—we have the attention of the Minister 
who is— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: —take it under advisement.  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I will. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Okay, thank you. 
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
An Hon. Member: It is chaos. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I appreciate that. Well, I hear 
from the background here that it is chaos.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: One has to tend to agree with 
that, you know.  
 
The Chairman: That I am never helpful?  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: That an immovable object hitting 
a . . . what is it?  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: All right, Minister. You have heard the 
question. You do not have to answer now.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
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Mr. Mark Pettingill: When an unstoppable force 
meets an immovable force, what do you have? 
Chaos! 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I think I will an-
swer all of these questions at the end. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes, sure. 
 
The Chairman: Fair enough. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I have some more. 
 
The Chairman: Okay. Good. That is the object, I 
think, to give you an opportunity at the end to reply to 
some of these questions. 
 The Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. 
Pettingill, can continue.  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: For those ones that go to zero, 
yes . . . 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Again, I do not know, and I would 
be interested to hear, if under that same Head, the 
Commercial Crime Unit, which has gone to zero, has 
moved somewhere else. We have Commercial Crime 
and it may well be that that particular unit has— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: It could probably be anywhere 
else. But I do not see— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: But there again . . . you see, Mr. 
Chairman, what you have to do is cross-reference the 
money allocated, then look at what the unit is, and 
then go to page 280. And when you come down to 
Commercial Crime Unit at 17145, you see a big fat 
zero again.  

So the question is, if those officers that 
worked in Commercial Crime are now gone, and 
those officers that worked in the Child Victim Unit are 
gone, and those officers that work on the community 
beat are gone, those areas—which I say are signifi-
cantly essential—have fallen by the way. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Fallen by the way.  

Now it does seem . . . Drugs and Financial 
Crime Division has slightly lowered by 4 per cent. And 
the Intelligence Division has also lowered. Again, I do 
not know what that reflects as far the officers working 
in those areas go. But those are pretty significant 
areas as well, particularly . . . I tell you the key to 

proactively beating crime before it happens, Mr. 
Chairman, is intelligence. That is the one where I 
would have thought you could have heartedly seen a 
doubling in that budget and not said a word about it. 

 Anybody with any sense would have looked 
at that and said, They doubled the Intelligence Divi-
sion. Do not need to hear any more. Do not need to 
hear any more, they got some satellites on the go, 
whatever, recordings, CTV, et cetera, et cetera. It has 
gone high tech and applause, applause. You have 
doubled the budget. But the budget has stayed stag-
nant and, in fact, was reduced by $120,000. And 
overall the budget on Drugs and Intelligence Division 
and has been lowered by over $2 million, $2,031,000.  
 On Serious Crime Division, Mr. Chairman, 
these are . . . now we do see a doubling there, Special 
Investigative Department. One has to applaud that, 
you want to solve the crimes. You want to bring 
people to justice. And I can see where the doubling up 
there is important, but again, you are doubling up on 
the wrong end of things. You are doubling up on solv-
ing the crime, but you have not doubled up on pre-
venting the crime, if you look at those two numbers. If 
you have not doubled up on your Intelligence and you 
have left it alone, but you have doubled up on your 
Special Investigative Department, one has to have a 
concern that what you are doing is seeking to solve 
crimes, as opposed to stopping them from being pre-
vented. We need to solve them as well, but there 
needs to be that balance there.  
 Mr. Chairman, I am coming over now to Ex-
penditure Items. The one that really jumped out to me 
was Rentals. The Government, as part of an election 
position . . . in 2007, was it?  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: In 2007. What I described as the 
big hole in the ground, jumped up and down about 
how they were building a new police station. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: And how it was going to function 
and how great it was going to be. But we do not have 
a new police station, Mr. Chairman; we have a hybrid 
Government building with ministerial offices in it, in-
cluding Planning, which, as far as I know, does not 
have a lot to do with real crime enforcement.  

There are a number of Ministers over there, 
housed in there, the court over there—the largest 
Magistrates Court in the history of the Western Hemi-
sphere. Looks nice; big glass foyer windows and all 
the rest of it.  
 
An Hon. Member: That is for the expensive lawyers.  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: The judges.  
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The point is, Mr. Chairman, that in looking at 
it, I do not know how functional it is actually going to 
be. And the main concern is, like a law firm (you have 
been in a law firm a long time, Mr. Chairman), you 
have your trust department, you have your litigation 
department, you have your corporate department in 
the same building.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: And there is a reason for that. As 
professionals we have to go around and talk with oth-
er professionals in cross areas of the profession.  

So my honourable and learned friend, Mr. 
Crockwell, might get instructed on a corporate matter 
as a litigator, he has to have somebody give him the 
bullets, so he troops on down to the corporate de-
partment, and your firm, Mr. Chairman, Mello Jones & 
Martin, and says, Hey, talk me through this. 

What you are going to have now (and this is 
on Rentals), the police force are not in the new police 
station, they are all about town. And you have one 
department across the road in the private building that 
has been put up there, will not call any names, but the 
private building that has been put up there. You have 
another department down opposite the Children’s Li-
brary, it would be nice if it was the Child Support Unit, 
but it is not.  
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: You have another department 
down in the emporium, so you can nip up to the disco 
afterwards, I guess if you are there late.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Flanagan’s.  

So these key departments are nonsensically 
placed about the city. And I cannot believe . . . and to 
add insult to injury, the police are told, You have to 
pay for it. The police have to be sitting there, Mr. 
Chairman, saying, Hold on, you jumped up and down 
and said you are building us a modern, purposeful 
police station, getting us out of Victoriaville down here 
that we have been in for the last 100 years, all 
equipped out. When can we move in?  

And the next thing they hear is, Well, CID is 
going there, and this department is going there, but 
you are in Commercial Crime, or you are in Fraud, 
you are going to go down to this office here. You are 
in Forensic Support you are going to be somewhere 
else. 

At least four separate offices about the city. At 
the cost to the police force of $2.488 million. Let us 
not split hairs, $2.5 million—an increase of 57 per cent 
in the police’s rental budget. Well, if I was a police 
officer, I would feel well slapped in the face by that. 
You slashed my policing budget, considerably, and 

you have increased my rental budget to 57 per cent. I 
am paying now nearly a million dollars more in rent to 
private people, when you told me you were building 
me a purpose-built modern police station. 

That place over there, and I say this, again, as 
someone who operates in that system regularly, and I 
have been a prosecutor, I have been a judge, I have 
been a defence counsel, still am, and with legislation . 
. . I have seen it from all angles, Mr. Chairman. It is 
going to operate like a fiasco. Even the physical struc-
ture itself has some significant problems that are 
going to have to be addressed, like being able to look 
in windows as you walk by on Court Street, and so on 
and so forth. A serious list of issues.  

Why are the Ministers not renting out accom-
modations about town if they need a nice office? 
Would it not be more sensible to have a functioning 
police force in the same building, as promised? 

Now maybe the Honourable Wayne Perin-
chief, who had some senior experience with the police 
force, will be able to shed some light during this de-
bate to me and to the Opposition and to the country 
(that is not on his shoulders, with respect, but he was 
a senior police officer) as to why that is sensible and 
functioning, and why it is more efficient to do it that 
way than having them all in the same place. And 
maybe the Honourable Member without polio—without 
Portfolio (and without polio either)—could get some 
explanation. And ask that question; ask the question, 
Why is it more efficient that we do not have all the po-
lice departments in the same building?  

They do not really do that anywhere else in 
the world do they? Ask if that is the best system that 
we could be provided with, because the answer of 
necessity is not a good one. Because things like 
Planning and all the rest of them are going into the 
police station that was built for our police officers, is 
not a good excuse, Mr. Chairman, in my respectful 
view.  

I note that the Road Policing Unit has been 
cut to zero, and I am gathering that that one may have 
been moved efficiently to somewhere else. 

You know, the one thing I am not seeing, Mr. 
Chairman, that I wanted to see desperately in this 
Budget, was funds allocated to extended technology. 
You know yourself, Mr. Chairman, as does the Ho-
nourable Mr. Horton, that the cost of that tagging, that 
I have advocated for some time, was $750,000—a 
write in—$750,000. And the presentation that was 
given in relation to that shows how it has great inroads 
in the battle on crime, in other jurisdictions.  

And, again, I am dumbfounded as to why it 
has not been allotted in this budget for the police to 
make use of that particular area of efficient, technolo-
gical equipment. That is where, if you want to have 
the fight on crime, we need to have more monies 
committed. It will make an impact, and it is not going 
to break the budget, Mr. Chairman. 
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If you look at how much we have cut this 
Budget by, to put $750,000 into a really proactive ap-
proach to policing that has been demonstrated to be 
very, very effective . . . I am hoping that . . . you know, 
what this Budget screams out to me is “supplemental,” 
“supplemental,” “supplemental.” Because I can tell 
you—I guarantee, Mr. Chairman—that when the Joint 
Select Committee on Crime comes back with a written 
report you are not going to be seeing a conclusion of, 
We support entirely the budget for the police. We 
could not say that with everything we have heard and 
with the cuts that we have seen, so . . . Well, we will 
have to wait and see. But I highly doubt, in looking at 
trying to find solutions, through weeks and weeks of 
testimony, that that is going to be one of the ap-
proaches that is taken.  
 When one looks at the crime statistics and the 
output measures there is a story that is told here, Mr. 
Chairman. It might be that people . . . you know, total 
crime is down pundits good. It does not say particular-
ly what crimes and so on and so forth, but total crime 
is down.  

Total firearm shootings are up dramatically. 
Drugs seizures . . . and you have heard me advocate 
in this place before, Mr. Chairman, that drugs in this 
country are easily a $50-million-a-year industry, so 
when you have drug seizures of $29.5 million, I am 
sure that the police would not be saying, Yes, we got 
50 per cent of the drugs.  
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Are you all right, son? 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I am not all right, Health Minister, 
but thank you for your concern.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Might have to check me in, after I 
am done here.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I do not think so; it was a point of 
concern. Point of concern. Where was I? 
 I heard, with respect, about some forward-
thinking, out-of-the-box comments from the newest 
Member of this House. I, like my honourable and 
learned friend, Mr. Chairman, am not so sure that I 
agree with everything that that Honourable Member 
had to say in relation to that approach. But I have 
knocked on the same door, and let me say, we just 
have a little different style, but we are going to talk 
about it— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Chairman: I am going to bring you back to this 
debate. We cannot reflect on an earlier debate. We 
are in the– 

 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: That was a debate? I did not 
know it was debate. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, it was, the General Economic 
Debate.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Oh, okay. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: So I am not going to let you stray too 
far because we only have a half hour left.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I listened though, believe me, I 
listened.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: You might want to get me on 
board. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Chairman: I am just trying— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I realise that.  
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I am fully aware of what the de-
bate was, but certainly drugs come under the police 
budget. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, but I am not going to let you 
necessarily deflect— 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: All right. I will allude to it and then 
move on. Here is the point. 
 
The Chairman: Correct. Allude and move on. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: We certainly need to consider 
(don’t choke there, Minister) some out-of-the-box al-
ternatives with regard to this problem. And when you 
see that type of thing—  
 
The Chairman: All right. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill:—in drug seizures and I can as-
sure you, a lot of that is marijuana, and that is what 
drives the figures up on firearms because that is 
where the big business is. One police officer said to 
me that Viennese are down; there are two reasons for 
that. Some of the guys committing the burglaries are 
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locked up and the other ones are afraid of getting shot 
at some of the places they are going to break into. 
And that is from the street as kind of the view that is 
going on with regard to that. 

But we need to be debating and exploring all 
sensible alternatives. Look at what they do in other 
jurisdictions. I mean, in California recently they had 
the 25-foot square legislation that passed where 
people, you know, could grow their own few plants at 
home—not for sale, not for anything else. We have 
already seen in this jurisdiction, let us be real, a de-
criminalising of personal possession. Well, where do 
you think it comes from?  

If we are decriminalising personal possession, 
which I have to say is sensible . . . you know, people 
choose to indulge in the use of marijuana, I guess, Mr. 
Chairman, like I choose to drink red wine, you know? 
And I am sure back in the 30s during Prohibition I 
would have been one of those people that was break-
ing the law, because if you made drinking a red wine 
illegal tomorrow, I cannot honestly say, hand on heart, 
Oh, well, I will just stop drinking red wine. I certainly 
would be going somewhere else to drink it. But I 
would probably tap into the stash I had at home.  

The point is from all of this, Mr. Chairman— 
 
An Hon. Member: Would not let it go to waste. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: No, I would not let it go to waste, 
that is for sure. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Of course.  

We have to explore alternatives, because 
those figures . . . and let me be clear on my public 
statement here, because I do not want to be reading it 
the press, like, Pettingill advocates the legalisation of 
marijuana. What I am saying is that there are ap-
proaches that can be taken which are sensible to ad-
dressing the seizure amount which then are sensible 
to addressing the business. 
 Do you know what happened during Prohibi-
tion with liquor? Everybody carried on drinking, just 
like a lot of people in our country carry on smoking. 
And it drove it underground and it created violence, 
Mr. Chairman. And when you look at these numbers 
that I have looked at here and I think about the prod-
uct and the business and I see how the firearms are 
shooting up, how the gangs started. What the bulk of 
their business is, and let us not be fooled, it is not co-
caine and heroin and other drugs, it is marijuana. It is 
a serious business and when you see the violence 
escalate, it harks back to the issues that America went 
through in the ‘30s with regard to Prohibition. How the 
whole thing got drove underground.  

I think California, in recent times, has looked 
at that, because they were spending so much money 
on drug interdiction and prosecuting for possession, 

and all the rest of it, they eventually said, Look, you 
know, let’s let people grow some of this at home if that 
is what they want to do, just like they grow lettuce and 
carrots and everything else.  
 Those are the types of things we have to 
brainstorm on with regard to our criminal problems, 
because a lot of it flows from that particular area. So it 
is not to be shunned at when that debate gets raised. I 
think it is one that we have to have and I think it is one 
the community has to get involved in and we have to 
look at how it is being managed and used in other ju-
risdictions, like Holland, like California. So there are a 
number of areas, Mr. Chairman, that we have to look 
at very, very carefully.  

I have raised— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I will have a coffee afterwards.  

I have raised serious concerns about the 
number of the areas— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: No, I am not going to smoke. If I 
were, I would say so to you.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Yes I would, I would. Just like I 
said I would drink red wine.  

Mr. Chairman, these areas that I have raised 
(leave the marijuana debate for another day). But 
coming back to the debate where the significant points 
are, those key areas with regard to community polic-
ing, the Child Victim Unit especially, the rentals, I think 
the public deserves to have answers on those areas, 
and what the plan is. 
 
The Chairman: All right. We will see if we cannot give 
the Minister time. This debate ends at 4:50, I am told. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: I was just about to say thank you 
very much and take my seat.  
 
The Chairman: Great. 
 
Mr. Mark Pettingill: Thank you very much. And I will 
take my seat now. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, the Honourable and 
Learned Mr. Pettingill.  
 We have 25 minutes left. I am hoping Mem-
bers will leave time for the Minister to respond. 
 The Chair is going to recognise the Honoura-
ble Member— 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Twenty-five minutes 
left. I will take no more than 10 minutes, for sure. 
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The Chairman: The Chair recognises Mr. Horton, the 
Honourable Member— 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman:—Mr. K. Horton. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Mr. Chairman, sorry. 
 Just first of all to say that I think in regard to 
the challenges that this Government has in relation to 
the funding to operate the country in the next fiscal, I 
think that the Ministry responsible for security, which 
has come in with a budget [with an] 11 per cent reduc-
tion [from] last year, I must say, I do not envy the Mi-
nister for National Security, because he holds the re-
sponsibility for an area which gets probably more at-
tention than any other area in this country.  

He has probably a greater job, a harder job, 
than everyone else in order to make a 10 per cent 
reduction work in order to bring about the level of po-
licing that is necessary in our country. And not only 
necessary in our country, but necessary because that 
is what the people of this country have indicated is of 
major importance to them, and that is that crime be 
under control. 

It has been well documented and Members 
before me have indicated the level of the rise in crime 
that has taken place in the country over the past year, 
especially since 2009. And we will also note that as a 
result of this one a parliamentary select committee 
has been set up to look at the rise in crime and gun 
violence in Bermuda. I have the privilege of heading 
up that committee which is looking at many of the is-
sues and, hopefully, we will be able to come forth with 
further recommendations to assist the Minister and, of 
course, the Government as we move forward to ad-
dress these issues. 
 Now I have to say, Mr. Chairman, that I feel 
so good for the police when I know that they will in 
fact be going into a police building. Now, it may not be 
the police building (the Honourable Member who just 
took his seat, called it a hybrid police station, I be-
lieve). But certainly, you know, having sat in that seat 
that the Honourable Minister from another place sits 
now, and knowing the concern that the police have 
had about working in the conditions on Parliament 
Street, I am so pleased to see, and I am sure that 
every single policeman is very happy to be able to be 
moving out of that building, which was really not a 
very healthy building, into this new building. So con-
gratulations to the Government for moving that.  

I remember as the Minister I was embar-
rassed several times coming up here and saying, Oh, 
man, we’re not quite there yet. But Honourable Minis-
ter, it is great that you are able to see our police in 
that building. 

 When we talk about policemen, and when I 
look at the numbers for the policemen I look straight 
down to the Serious Crime Division. And when I saw 
that the . . .  even though we are being cut back by 11 
per cent across the board, in this area the Govern-
ment has seen that doubling the Police Support Unit is 
important. And, of course, included in that, I am told, 
is in the doubling of this and that money in this regard 
helps also to support the Bermuda Task Force on 
Gangs, which I believe the Minister is heading up and 
is something that I think is absolutely necessary and 
which takes into account a cross Ministry, not only a 
cross Ministry, but a cross community attack on this 
problem.  

So we will certainly have the police leading, 
particularly, you know, intelligence-led deployments all 
around the country. We will certainly have, hopefully, 
in education, our young people being informed and 
educated to assist in proactively digging into the prob-
lem that gangs have caused. And whenever I look at 
the whole gang problem in particular I think of preven-
tion, and I think of intervention, and I think of suppres-
sion. And, of course, when we look at the police, the 
police particularly are engaged in the suppression 
side, but I am mostly happy to see them involved in 
the intervention side.  
 I think the Honourable Member talked about 
Community Policing. I have to say that in my Consti-
tuency particularly, the police officer who is . . . I do 
not know whether you call them a community— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton:—she is a community 
officer who moves around in that community. And she 
is doing a fantastic job of getting out and meeting 
people in the community.  

So Honourable Member, Mr. Pettingill, who 
spoke earlier, just to know that some of this is hap-
pening, that we do have our people. I think what I am 
saying is it may not be in this line, but I am sure it is 
taking place so it has to be covered someplace else 
and the Honourable Member would be able to, hope-
fully, clear that up in terms where it is when he comes.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Right.  

In my constituency I have seen it work and I 
have seen this police officer work with individuals. In 
fact, she came a couple of weeks ago to a constituen-
cy meeting that I had to meet and work with the con-
stituents in terms of addressing some of the crime that 
is in our neighbourhood.  

So we are making progress in this way and I 
want to commend that policewoman because I have 
worked directly with her. But certainly all those others 
who may be involved in similar activities in getting (as 
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the Honourable Member mentioned) to know the 
people, I think that is so important with policemen.  

You know, we have to have it such that po-
licemen are not seen as the enemy. You know, we 
have to get to the point where the police are not seen 
as the enemy. And, of course, that starts right down in 
our schools. I am not sure whether that is there right 
now, whether it is in the Budget. But, hopefully, there 
are police who are still going into the schools where 
young people are able to see policemen, get to know 
policemen, and just see policemen as human beings 
knowing that policemen are there for them and not 
there against them. Policemen are there to protect 
them and not to be against them. That is why we have 
the police. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, I said I did not want to 
stay long. You know, we are going to be coming back. 
Certainly, we have heard lots and lots over the last 
couple of months where the parliamentary select 
committee has been running. We have heard lots of 
ideas and suggestions and concerns that have come 
forward that certainly we will be able to share with the 
House once it all has been completed.  

But I would just like to take my hat off to the 
police and those in the Police Service and the Minis-
ter. I encourage the Minister as well to help our police 
to use the vehicles and the materials and resources 
that they have to get the job done. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you, Honourable Member.  
 The Chair will recognise the leader of the Op-
position, the Honourable Kim Swan.  

But I just want to look to the Minister. We 
have 17 minutes left. Minister, how much time do you 
think you will need to respond to questions that are 
outstanding? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Chairman: An hour? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: All right. I will not be 
long.  
 
The Chairman: We do not have an hour. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Chairman: Okay. We will try and give you— 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: How much? 
 
The Chairman: Well, we will give him as much as we 
can.  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Okay. 
 
The Chairman: But I think he has indicated five to 10 
minutes, at least. 

 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: It is appropriate, Mr. 
Chairman, that you would ask that question because I 
feel duty bound to say that if only this debate had 
started the way that it is ending. And that is with— 
 
The Chairman: With me in the Chair? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan:—and you in the Chair. It 
has been good chairmanships this day indeed with the 
Honourable Member, the Deputy Speaker being in 
there as well.  

But, Mr. Chairman, as we have debated Head 
7 today, probably the single most important issue of 
this country we have been denied the opportunity to-
day to drill down on public safety in the way it needs 
to be.  

And, Mr. Chairman, as one who has spent 
nine years in another place, and all 13 years in Oppo-
sition, you do not have the benefit, Mr. Chairman, of a 
civil servant or the likes to prepare a brief. You have 
to know the line items and know what it relates to. And 
it is unacceptable that an issue such as this could 
been allowed to have three to four hours go adrift 
whilst we try to figure out how we are going to get 
through today. 

Mr. Chairman, the area that has been denied 
the most has been the scrutiny of public safety. And 
we need better and we deserve better. We have 
heard from the Honourable Member that just spoke, 
Mr. Chairman, as it related to important areas be-
cause the commission that you sit on, the bipartisan 
committee, there are persons in this chamber today 
that have been wrapping their minds around public 
safety on a daily basis with briefs as tall as I am, here, 
I am sure, to dissect. And we have not had the oppor-
tunity to drill down on that, Mr. Chairman, and that is 
most unfortunate.  

I would be willing, Mr. Chairman, to give up 
two hours that comes out of my jurisdiction as a Sha-
dow Minister to substitute, if the Government felt it 
necessary, to bring police back to this Chamber dur-
ing this budget, because today is not acceptable, Mr. 
Chairman. I have to say that. We have been able to 
get through it, but to what detriment? And if this issue 
was not so important to all of our communities, Mr. 
Chairman . . . I felt it necessary that the point had to 
be made. 

As we look at a couple of line items, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to say that the Minister and the Min-
istry I congratulated earlier and I congratulated last 
year have made cuts when other Ministers refused 
and did not do the same. And if there was any area 
that we could have justified not cutting it was indeed 
here. And so, Mr. Chairman, I have a question. How 
can you, on B-280, come here today and tell me that 
you are going to have 615 employees (which I am not 
criticizing for having 615 employees) . . . last year 
budgeted . . . in the original Budget we budgeted 613. 
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But we said on the salaries on B-279, that last year 
we were going to pay them $45 million. And today we 
are budgeting, under salaries, $37 million—a savings 
of $9 million. Those two numbers do not jibe.  

That is problem we have had here today. 
Those numbers . . . you cannot tell me you are going 
to have the same amount of bodies budgeted and pay 
$9 million less. It is not on. It cannot happen. And that 
is the problem we have here. This issue needs to be 
drilled down. 

When it comes to community policing, how 
can . . . and I want to salute PC Joseph from the East 
End Division whose proactive work in the community 
has certainly held hands . . . you talk about pub-
lic/private partnerships. The police have to operate on 
public/private partnerships every day, now with less 
money. And what is that going to mean?  

That is going to mean that you can talk to 
community policemen, but they are not going to have 
the resources to carry it out. And if it is any Ministry 
that is going to need a supplementary . . . let me put it 
out front and centre. No one is going to stand on this 
floor and deny the police the supplementary that is 
needed because last year the police took the cut 
when all the other Ministers ignored the Finance Mi-
nister.  

And do you know who the biggest culprit was? 
It was the Ministry we are going to debate tomorrow—
the Cabinet Office under another Premier. And it is 
criminal, criminal, in the sense that we have criminals 
in this country— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: The Chair recognises the Premier— 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Chairman,— 
 
The Chairman:—the Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox:—you would recall that some of 
your Members, actually, talked about how the Minister 
for Education, two minutes to midnight, was told about 
cuts. Even if the factual circumstance as to when he 
knew about budget trimming, the Minister of National 
Security was certainly not the only Minister to accept 
and make cuts. You have also heard Minister Blake-
ney talk about cuts that he made last year, in fact, 
even volunteered a half a million.  

So that Honourable Member—who is your 
leader—should certainly not misstate or misrepresent.  
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  

I appreciate that clarification that the Premier 
quite rightfully said that there were one or two other 

Members that joined in. But we know all too well that 
the chorus cries for cuts by Finance Minister Cox, was 
not taken full board, and that was the point.  

Maybe in my zeal I did single out that Minister 
because I remembered all too well the speech that I 
made where I heralded the fact that if ever there was 
a Ministry (indeed, education as well) that deserved to 
have the budget that it had previously, and quite pos-
sibly needs some more, it is in public safety.  
 And there is the argument for many that in 
some other areas and budgets we do not get value for 
money. That is for another debate that I am sure will 
come up. But in this area here today, Mr. Chairman, 
we have some serious concerns and some serious 
issues. And if I can just ever so briefly conclude by 
touching on this community police initiative.  

If we are going really get the synergy between 
the public and the Police Service, it is going to be dup-
licating the services of what I just explained took place 
in the Wellington area, heralded by not only by 
PC Joseph but other members of the Eastern Divi-
sion. Because you certainly hear from residents that 
they find it difficult, Mr. Chairman, to come to terms 
with the fact that the police station that was renovated 
in the Old Town is not fully functioning. 

But I do have to acknowledge the officers that 
are making community policing a reality. That is where 
we need to put our resources and ensure that the re-
sources are continued to be made available to make 
sure that that type of community initiatives are en-
hanced upon.  

The time is limited and I just wanted to give 
the Minister whatever time he needs left of the next 15 
minutes to answer questions.  
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, the Honourable Member 
Mr. Swan, Leader of the Opposition.  
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister responsible for this debate who has eight mi-
nutes left in which to respond.  
 Minister, do you wish the eight minutes?  
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am grateful— 
 
The Chairman: [Addressing Minister Weeks] You de-
fer to the Minister for Justice, the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. Scott? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am grateful to the Minister 
for giving me two minutes.  

I want to commend the substantive Minister, 
Colonel Burch and his Member who speaks in this 
House, the Minister without Portfolio, Mr. Weeks, for 
this allocation for Public Safety under the Ministry of 
National Security.  
 From my perspective, I took note of the fact 
that it was a studied effort not to compromise the deli-
very of law and order and public safety in the country. 
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And as I listened to Minister Weeks describe the $59 
million allocation for Head 7, which covers the police, I 
saw how Minister Burch and his department prudently 
allocated funding to key areas that would help this 
country to hold the line. Forensics, the Police Support 
Unit, which is a unit that is needed for targeted polic-
ing, as was indicated by Minister Weeks, at gangs, 
shootings, violence. 

This is what the country needs to hear, that no 
compromise has been permitted to insert itself into the 
delivery of public safety in the country. We do this in 
the context of stringencies within our budget alloca-
tions for every Ministry, and, indeed, within every de-
partment of every Ministry. But the Minister of Public 
Safety has been wise, he obviously used his man-
agement team, the Police, to help him to construct an 
uncompromised allocation and support of national 
security in the country and Border Control too, as Mi-
nister Weeks indicated.  

So the trilogy of the Police Support Unit, Fo-
rensics, which helps at the middle-end after the inves-
tigation of crime, and the gathering of evidence . . . 
there is good support for the making of that evidence 
good for the presentation of evidence gathered in a 
court, which is where the Ministry of Justice comes in 
and where the Department of Public Prosecution has 
been, as has been acknowledged, has sustained 
good success in the context of the crime wave that we 
have been experiencing in the optic and violent and 
gun crime in the country.  

And so with that kind of momentum, that has 
encouraged Commissioner De Silva and his man-
agement team, all of his Assistant Commissioners of 
Police and all of the rank and file members down to 
the constables and CID sergeants . . . and CID has 
not been unallocated. Minister Burch has indicated 
that he streamlined, which is the reason for the pres-
ence of zero allocations. But you have $59 million. 
And with that kind of money, provided there is stream-
lining taking place, there is reallocation that is both 
strategic and . . . well, primarily strategic. You ensure 
that the momentum and the support for the key areas 
of the attack, the targeted policing . . . targeted polic-
ing.  

I can recall even within any self-respecting po-
lice department, from the Metropolitan Police in Lon-
don, that is exactly what they talk about. You have 
targeted policing from targeted units, targeted on the 
issue in your country. That is a best practice for bring-
ing your country’s problems of crime, whatever pers-
pective they have taken on, whatever hue they have 
taken on, you have targeted policing and then you 
resource your people to deliver that targeted policing 
to that problem. 

I think it is more than fair to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that we have seen good results as a conse-
quence of that strategy. Therefore, I am not surprised 
that the allocation has taken place in the way that Mi-
nister Weeks has presented it so that we can maintain 

the momentum. Throughout this whole exercise, just 
because you discover a non-allocation or a reduced 
allocation, it does not mean that the sky is falling, or 
that we have compromised. The key is to watch how 
you can do just as much as you could have done with 
less than you did when you had a lot more. Doing 
more with less. So I commend the Ministers, and I 
thank the Minister for this opportunity to just come in.  

Thanks. 
 
The Chairman: The Chair recognises the Minister 
who has been conducting this debate for the Govern-
ment, the Minister without Portfolio, the Honourable 
Member Michael Weeks. 
 Minister Weeks, you have the floor, sir. Three 
minutes.  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will 
try to answer as many questions as I possibly can in 
these three minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, many of the questions posed 
by Members were covered in my brief so I obviously 
do not have time now to repeat them all again. 

First question: Why is there no funding for the 
Hustle Truck programme? That was one of the earlier 
questions. In the case of funding for the Hustle Truck, 
I repeat some of what I said in my presentation.  

Mr. Chairman, the Hustle Truck programme 
was designed to accommodate persons who are not 
yet able, for a variety of reasons, to maintain regular 
employment. The programme provided an opportunity 
to be employed on a day-by-day basis, and help them 
to attain the skills and attitude required to maintain 
regular employment. The programme has been suc-
cessful, as full-time employment has been obtained as 
cashiers, gardeners, merchandisers, airport ramp at-
tendants, security guards, grocers, and hotel house-
man.  

I will move on to another question in the inter-
est of time. The Honourable Member, Mr. Pettingill 
asked, Where has retirement pay moved? 

Bear with me. Retirement pay was once . . . 
retirees were kept on the payroll until their last day of 
service. The police have now given them a final pay 
cheque on their last working day. It comes from pay-
roll, so no separate budget is required.  
 
The Chairman: Minister, at that point, I regret to say 
that we have reached 4:50 and I am going to have to 
ask you to stop, as much as it pains me to do that.  

For the listening public, I just want them to 
know that we have set five hours aside for this debate 
and we have hit the five-hour mark and we now have 
to move on to the next Head.  
 So Minister, if I could invite you to make the 
appropriate motion, which is that Heads 83, 6, 7, 27 
be approved and stand part of the Estimates.  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: I so move, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Chairman: Thank you. Any objection to that? 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Chairman: No. So approved.  
 
[Motion carried: Heads 83, 6, 7, 27 approved] 
 
The Chairman: We now move on to the following 
Heads. They are non-Ministry departments. The Mi-
nister who is leading that debate . . . I am looking to 
the Government benches. It is the Legislature, Head 
2, the Office of Auditor, Head 5, the Parliamentary 
Registrar, Head 63, the Ombudsman’s Office, Head 
85, and Internal Audit, Head [92].  
 The Minister without Portfolio, Mr. Weeks, has 
risen to his feet, so the Chair recognises the Minister 
without Portfolio, the Honourable Mr. Michael Weeks. 
 Mr. Weeks, you have the floor. 
 

HEAD 02 —LEGISLATURE  
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 Mr. Chairman, as often as we stand in this 
Honourable House, we overlook the fact that there is 
a subtext to all that we do. It is only because the op-
erations of the Legislature Department are run as a 
smooth-oiled wheel that we can stand and conduct 
the people’s business without major issue.  
 In that regard, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
turn our attention to Head 2, the Legislature Depart-
ment. The Legislature’s current account estimates can 
be found on pages B-9 and B-10 of the Budget Book.  
 Mr. Chairman, the mission and objectives of 
the Legislature Department are to provide compre-
hensive administrative and professional support ser-
vices to the House of Assembly.  
 
The Chairman: Minister, if I may. I just wanted to 
make sure that the Clerk gets it, that you have moved 
the Heads that I said, Heads— 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: So moved. 
 
The Chairman:—Heads 02, 05, 63, 85, and [92]. We 
are doing them all at once, non-Ministry departments. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: That is the motion before us. Please 
continue. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you.  

The mission and objective of the Department 
is to provide comprehensive and administrative and 
professional support services to the House of Assem-
bly, the Senate, and Parliamentary Committees for the 
work of the officers and members of the Legislature, 

as well as the relevant Government department and 
officials. Included in the Support Services is the provi-
sion of impartial advisory services and assistance on 
parliamentary procedures for the most efficient of 
management of the legislative process.  
 Mr. Chairman, the objectives of the Legisla-
ture Department are to promote the growth of mutually 
beneficial relationships with other Commonwealth par-
liaments, not just in the Caribbean region, but also 
worldwide, and to meet the established benchmarks 
and standards recommended by the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association for democratic legislatures.  
 Mr. Chairman, in support of Government’s 
articulated position on transparency, Parliamentary 
Committee meetings, such as the Public Accounts 
Committee and the Joint Select Committee on gangs 
and gun violence, were open to the public, thereby, 
not just enhancing Parliament’s oversight rule, but 
also affording the community the opportunity to be 
witness to the meetings. For those who may not be 
certain, the Public Accounts Committee meetings are 
designed to ensure that the reports of the Auditor 
General are publicly debated in an effort to promote 
and improve accountability throughout Government. 
The first of these meetings occurred on the first of July 
2010.  

Mr. Chairman, in order that the tone and tenor 
of this House remains at the highest level, a best 
practice used by other parliaments was agreed in July 
2010 by the Standing Orders and Privileges Commit-
tee. As a result, the former House of Assembly Par-
liamentary Rules are now called “Standing Orders” 
and lend absolute clarity to the standards and 
processes to be used in this Honourable House. 
 Mr. Chairman, although we operate in a locale 
which is bound in tradition, I am happy to report that 
we have not been bound by tradition. The House, built 
in the 19th century, finally reflects 21st century technol-
ogy. Mr. Chairman, Wi-Fi has been established within 
the House and Members can now readily access in-
formation via the Internet, thereby enhancing the level 
of parliamentary debates.  
 Mr. Chairman, in the same vein, Hansard 
went live in May 2010 providing a means to capture 
parliamentary debates and make them available to the 
Members. In 2011/12, it is envisioned that Hansard 
will be available on the Internet and, therefore, be ac-
cessible to the public. The House of Assembly’s Par-
liamentary website is soon to be reviewed by the Par-
liamentary House and Grounds Committee to ensure 
that content is within the established standards.  
 Mr. Chairman, while still in the vein of moder-
nisation, I wish to comment that Bermuda’s future 
looks set. Youth Parliamentarian, Jayson Jackson, 
was voted as most outstanding debater at the 7th Na-
tional Youth Parliament held in Trinidad and Tobago 
in July 2010.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Legislature’s 2011/12 cur-
rent account estimate totals $5,367,000, an increase 
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of approximately $463,000, or 9 per cent over the 
2010/11 estimate of $4,904,000. These figures can be 
found on pages B-9 and B-10 of the Budget Book. 
This increase is attributed to several factors, filling one 
administrative assistant post to assist with administra-
tion, provision for an expected increase in the number 
of Parliamentary Committee meetings held in public, 
provision for professional legal services on constitu-
tional matters and for the ongoing costs for the Han-
sard, for example, maintenance, outsourced transcrip-
tion, the hiring of an editor, or editors, and annotators, 
information technology support, and so on.  

Mr. Chairman, the public requires full access 
to all parliamentary debates, including debates occur-
ring in the upper House, the Senate; hence, it is only 
proper that the Senate be included in the Hansard 
project. 

Mr. Chairman, Capital Development funding 
of $500,000 (and this can be found on page C-5) has 
been allotted for continuing works at the Sessions 
House, such as necessary electrical works. Addition-
ally, Capital Acquisition funding of $147,000 (seen 
page C-11) has been allotted for the Legislature for 
the next stage of the Hansard project—inclusion of the 
Senate proceedings and publishing to an enhanced 
Legislature website.  

To enhance accountability and transparency, 
new performance measures have been implemented 
to monitor the efficiency and effectiveness of adminis-
trative operations to pay its bills timely, answer re-
search requests from Members, the timely processing 
of legislation and the timely response to myriads of 
queries received from the public. 

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of my colleagues in 
the House, I want to take this opportunity to thank all 
of the Parliamentary staff in the Legislature for their 
yeoman service in making sure that this Parliament 
runs smoothly and that we are able to carry out our 
parliamentary duties as efficiently as possible. I would 
like to acknowledge the fine efforts of the Parliamenta-
ry staff who are led by the Clerk to the Legislature, 
Mrs. Shernette Wolffe.  

Also included are Deputy Clerk to the Legisla-
ture, Mr. Clark Somner; Assistant Clerk to the Legisla-
ture, Mrs. Carolyn Todd; Sergeant-at-Arms, Mr. Albert 
Fox; Administrative Assistants, Ms. Udora Ford, Ms. 
Greja Smith; Cabinet Office Intern, Mr. Derek Lamb; 
Office cleaner, Mr. Cal Grimes, and Aid to the Opposi-
tion leader, Ms. Gina Spence-Farmer. 

Mr. Chairman, we acknowledge Mr. Crock-
well. 

 
HEAD 05—OFFICE OF AUDITOR GENERAL 

 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, information on 
the Office of the Auditor General is provided under 
Head 5 on pages B-12 to B-14 and C-11 of the Budg-
et Book. 

Mr. Chairman, the mission of the Office of the 
Auditor General is to add credibility to the Govern-
ment’s financial reporting and to promote improve-
ment in the financial administration of all Government 
Ministries, departments, funds and controlled entities. 
The Auditor’s report, attached to every financial 
statement tabled in the House of Assembly, provides 
a high level of credibility to the audit and includes the 
Auditor General’s opinion as to whether or not the fi-
nancial statements are fairly presented.  

Mr. Chairman, there is a second part to the 
mission statement, which is to promote improvement 
in financial administration, reporting, and control. This 
is provided by recommendations generated from fi-
nancial statements for audits and performance audits. 
A performance audit refers to an examination of a 
programme and reporting on the adequacy of man-
agement control systems and practices including 
those intended to control and safeguard assets, the 
extent to which resources have been managed with 
due regard to the economy and efficiency, the extent 
to which programmes, operations, or activities have 
been effective and in compliance with legislation and 
policy.  

By exercising these responsibilities the Office 
of the Auditor General helps Parliament to hold a 
Government to account for its management of public 
funds and contributes to a well-performing public sec-
tor.  

Mr. Chairman, output measures, which at-
tempt to gauge the effectiveness of the office in carry-
ing out its mandate, are as follows: Timeliness of 
submitting the annual report for tabling; the number of 
financial statement orders conducted during the year; 
the number of performance audits and special reports 
produced; and new management recommendations 
included in the annual report.  

Mr. Chairman, the Office of the Auditor Gen-
eral was involved in a number of key activities during 
the past fiscal year. Time will not permit me to cover 
all of them, but I have gleaned some of the more sa-
lient points for the purposes of this report. 

During fiscal 2010/11 the Office of the Auditor 
General focused on addressing the 34 significant rec-
ommendations stemming from a formal review of the 
office conducted by the former Deputy Auditor Gener-
al of British Columbia. That review called for a major 
overhaul of its organisational structure, policies, pro-
cedures, and practices. In response to this review, the 
Parliamentary Standing Committee on the Office of 
the Auditor General supported a new organisational 
structure and an increase in our staffing from 18 to 25. 
This was subsequently approved in September 2010. 

Mr. Chairman, a Corporate Services Division 
was established with responsibility for recruitment, 
training, and staff development with a key focus on 
preparing Bermudian staff for future promotion. The 
Corporate Services Division is managed by Bermu-
dian, Charla Furbert, a CPA who joined as Director of 
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Corporate Services in 2010. The establishment of this 
division represents an important step in the develop-
ment of the office which is designated as the official 
training office for accounting students by the Institute 
of Chartered Accountants of Bermuda.  

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to report that 
three, young Bermudian trainees, Trudy Simmons, 
Oranthus Turner, and Andrea Franklin have joined the 
formal in-house training programme and are regis-
tered as CPA students. We wish them every success. 

 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Bermudian, Deneka Borden, 
CA, joined fellow Bermudian, Zaynab Brown, CPA, as 
a staff auditor. Ms. Brown recently passed an Informa-
tion Systems Analyst examination and, consistent with 
her personal development plan, she will be fast-
tracked to the post of senior staff auditor. Another 
qualified Bermudian will join the office as audit man-
ager in May 2011.  

In February 2011, the office sponsored a two-
day seminar on the new Canadian auditing standards 
that are now required for all financial statement audits 
with year-ends dated on or of December 14, 2010. 
The Accountant General and the Director of Internal 
Audit, along with their staffs, were invited. It was 
equally important for those key officers to understand 
the standards. Thirty-six participants attended the 
course, which was well received.  
 Mr. Chairman, the audit of the Consolidated 
Fund for the year ending the 31st of March 2010 was 
finalised in October 2010. Other major audits underta-
ken during this period include the West End Develop-
ment Corporation and the Bermuda Hospitals Board. 
A special report on the Motor Vehicles Safety and 
Emissions Testing Programme was also issued. 
 Mr. Chairman, 41 audits and three special 
reports are in various stages of completion. The an-
nual report of the Auditor General for the years ending 
2009 and 2010 should be completed by April 2011. 
There exists a backlog that has not been submitted for 
audit. However, with the increased staffing approved 
for 2011/12 the Auditor General will be better aligned 
to eliminate the backlog within two years and ensure 
the timeliness of audits going forward.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Office of the Auditor Gen-
eral has an aggressive work plan in place for the next 
fiscal year. The Office will carry out a government-
wide risk assessment, inclusive of Information Tech-
nology in conjunction with the Internal Audit Depart-
ment, to identify financial and operational risks of gov-
ernment. The Office will also finalise all statutory au-
dits for the year ending the 31st of March 2011 in a 
timely manner, bringing up-to-date at least 60 of the 
backlogged audits, complete at least two performance 
audits, and develop a success plan for Bermudian 
staff. 

 Mr. Chairman, overall, the current account 
expenditures increased by $744,000, or 23 per cent, 
of which $520,000 relates to funding for new audit 
staff, and $146,000 relates to additional audit services 
to be provided by professional accounting firms. Mr. 
Chairman, as indicated in the Budget, salaries have 
been increased by $520,000 to $2,698,000 in order to 
accommodate this new audit staff. Professional ser-
vices increased by $146,000 to $745,000, or 24 per 
cent, to cover additional costs for all the services pro-
vided by professional accounting firms.  

Training has increased from $20,000 to 
$50,000, or by 150 per cent [sic]. This increase is es-
sential, Mr. Chairman, in order to support the addi-
tional costs required by the Office to support its train-
ing programme. We cannot achieve the best result for 
the public if our staff is under prepared with respect to 
delivery.  
 Mr. Chairman, the revenue expected for the 
conduct of audits is expected to increase by 2 per 
cent (or $17,000) to $807,000. Finally, Mr. Chairman, 
there was some capital expenditure activity for this 
Office (and it is found on page C-11), as $25,000 was 
allocated for computer equipment for new staff and 
$42,000 was allocated for a new telephone system.  

Mr. Chairman, as I bring this section of com-
ments to a close, I would like to thank the Auditor 
General, Ms. Heather Jacobs Matthews and her staff 
for the exemplary work which they do. She is ably as-
sisted by Ms. Tracey Pitt and Ms. Charlene Martin, 
both of whom are Assistant Auditors General. The 
Director of Corporate Services is Ms. Charla Furbert 
and Audit Managers are Mr. Claude Nantel, Mr. Mi-
chael MacPhee, Mr. Joel Forbes, Mr. Johnson Mugu-
lusi, Mr. Lennox Cumberbatch, and Ms. Christine 
Marquez.  

Senior Staff Auditors are Ms. Deann Penney, 
Ms. Denise Lecompte, Ms. Priscilla Ogamba, and Ca-
rolyn Okello. 

I have previously mentioned the staff auditors 
Zaynab Brown, Deneka Borden, Trudy Simmons, 
Oranthus Turner ,and Andrea Franklin. We are also 
indebted to IT Support Manager, Eugina Place, and 
Administrative Assistant, Rhonda Gilbert. 

 
HEAD 63—PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRAR 

 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, the Parliamen-
tary Registrar is appointed by the Governor under the 
provisions of the Parliamentary Elections Act 1978 
and, as such, is required to discharge the duties con-
ferred or imposed under that Act. The Parliamentary 
Registrar is subject to the general direction of the 
Governor and, in the exercise of his statutory duties, 
is assisted by such number of public officers as may 
from time to time be authorised to be employed.  

The Parliamentary Elections Act 1978, as 
amended, and the Bermuda Constitution Order 1968, 
are the instruments by which the activities of the Par-



Official Hansard Report 28 February 2011 785 
 

 House of Assembly 

liamentary Registry Office are governed. On occasion, 
the Houses of the Legislature may pass other Acts, 
such as the Capital Punishment Referendum Act 
1989, the Independence Referendum Act 1995, and 
the Municipalities Reform Act 2010, that have direct 
effect on the office’s activities.  

Mr. Chairman, the staff at the Parliamentary 
Registry Office consists of four full-time staff members 
and a controller administratively attached to the office 
responsible for all non-ministry department accounting 
procedures. The staff are: Mr. Kenneth Scott, Parlia-
mentary Registrar; Ms. Tenia Woolridge, Assistant 
Parliamentary Registrar; and Mr. Rafael Simmons, 
Administrative Officer. The post of Registration Officer 
is currently vacant.  
 Mr. Chairman, the year 2010/11 was a busy 
year for the Parliamentary Registrar’s Office. The of-
fice conducted one by-election in Constituency 26, 
Warwick South Central, as a result of the resignation 
of the former Premier. Historically, by-elections in 
Bermuda have a lower voter turnout than general 
elections— 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks:—therefore, a targeted cam-
paign was conducted through radio and other media 
to remind voters in Constituency 26 of the upcoming 
event.  

The total number of registered voters stood at 
1,149. Of that number, a turnout of 458 voters, or 40 
per cent, was recorded. Additionally, the office worked 
and assisted closely the members of the Constituency 
Boundary Commission with finalising work, which 
started in June 2009. I am happy to say that the work 
was successfully completed with the submission and 
tabling of the report of the Constituency Boundary 
Commission for Bermuda and its recommendations 
were submitted to both the Governor and Premier and 
to this Honourable House. 
 Mr. Chairman, during the month of April 2011 
the office will conduct its third Voter Awareness Cam-
paign targeting in the main, first-time voters from se-
nior schools, but also reminding the registered voter 
population about registration requirements. In addi-
tion, the office will commence informing the public of 
changes to the constituency boundaries, starting with 
a targeted campaign to those households who are 
affected by the new changes. This will be by way of a 
constituency map, showing areas of change hig-
hlighted, and other information mailed to those 
households affected by the new changes.  
 Mr. Chairman, the office took part in a cross-
department initiative to issue photo identification to 
Bermuda’s war veterans or their spouses. This has 
proven to be very successful and is ongoing. The Par-
liamentary Registry Office has also assisted the Na-
tional Training Board (NTB) with issuing identification 

to persons who become certified under the NTB’s Na-
tional Certification Programme.   
 Mr. Chairman, the fiscal year 2011/12 will be 
an active one for the Parliamentary Registry Office. 
An information campaign will be mounted to make the 
public aware of constituency changes which will take 
effect at the next general election. The office stands 
ready to implement changes to the Franchise as a 
consequence of the passage of the Municipalities 
Reform Act 2010. For the first time, the responsibility 
for conducting municipal elections falls under the Par-
liamentary Registry. Therefore, during this session, a 
Municipalities Election Order will be laid before the 
Honourable House of Assembly.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Parliamentary Registry will 
continue developing, testing, and implementing the 
computerised E-Apostille system which will allow the 
office to adopt the principles of the 2006 Electronic 
Apostille Pilot Programme (E-APP) sponsored by the 
Hague Conference on Private International Law 
(HCCH). The key objective of this pilot is to encourage 
the extensive use of E-Apostille by 2011/12 and 
beyond in order to make the overall operation of the 
convention faster, cheaper, more secure and, thus, 
more effective.  
 Mr. Chairman, I now turn my attention to the 
specific estimates of expenditure and revenue in the 
four cost centres of the Parliamentary Registrar’s Of-
fice. The total Budget allocation for the Parliamentary 
Registry Office for 2011/12 (as shown from pages B-
16, B-17 of the Budget Book) is $1,035,067. This 
represents a decrease of $116,642 (or 10 per cent) 
over the allocated budget for 2010/11. This decrease 
was achieved, in part, by not filling the Legalisation 
Officer’s position.  
 Mr. Chairman, the proposed budget for the 
Administration Section, cost centre 73000 of the Par-
liamentary Registry Office for 2011/12, is $733,215, a 
decrease of $129,000 when compared to the budget 
allocation of $779,000 for fiscal year 2010/11.  
 Mr. Chairman, the proposed budget for the 
Boundaries Commission, cost centre 73005 for 
2011/12, is $104,000, which represents a decrease of 
$89,000 (or 89 per cent) over the allocated budget in 
fiscal 2010/11. The decrease is due in large part to 
the completion of the Commission’s work and the 
chairman’s and judicial members’ office being va-
cated. Mr. Chairman, a residual month has been allo-
cated to this cost centre so that the office can contin-
ue with preparation and dissemination to the public 
regarding changes to the constituency boundaries. 
 Mr. Chairman, the proposed budget for the 
general and by-elections, cost centre 73010 for 
2011/12, is $96,000. There is no increase in this cost 
centre allocation. 
 Mr. Chairman, a new cost centre 73015 has 
been added to the Office Work Programme as a result 
of the passage of the Municipalities Reform Act 2010. 
In anticipation of the office and reforming the Fran-
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chise, the office got to work immediately making 
changes to accommodate the Municipalities Reform 
Act 2010. 
 Mr. Chairman, it is anticipated that draft regu-
lations to this Act will come before this House during 
this session. A budgeted allocation of $102,000 has 
been made to this cost centre to fund all activities in 
relation to municipal elections in both the City of Ham-
ilton and the town of St. George’s. This amount is in 
line with budgeted amounts for the office by-election 
cost centre. The next scheduled municipal elections 
are due to take place in 2012.  
 Mr. Chairman, $30,000 has been allocated 
towards the department’s Capital Acquisition Request 
Expenditure Programme. This amount has been allo-
cated towards the upgrade of the office website and 
the acquiring of hardware for the E-Apostille man-
agement system.  
 Mr. Chairman, revenue returns for the de-
partment are small and are derived from the issuing of 
Apostilles and the sale of Parliamentary Registers. 
Total revenues for the 2010/11 fiscal year were 
$252,000.  
 Finally, Mr. Chairman, the Parliamentary Re-
gistry is partnering with private industry and selected 
Government Ministries to jointly host a seminar on the 
work of the Hague Conference on Private Internation-
al Law during next year. This seminar will not only 
focus on the Apostille Convention but other important 
works by The Hague 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my remarks on 
the Parliamentary Registrar.  

 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 

HEAD 85—OMBUDSMAN 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I will now turn to 
Head 85, the Office of the Ombudsman.  
 Mr. Chairman, July 31, 2010, marked the fifth 
anniversary of the Ombudsman Institution in Bermu-
da. The Institution was established by the 2001 
amendment to the Bermuda Constitution Order and is 
governed by the Ombudsman Act 2004.  
 The Act requires the Ombudsman to submit 
an annual report of her operations to Parliament. The 
accounts of the Ombudsman are audited annually 
(independently of the Consolidated Fund) and re-
ported on by the Auditor General, who does so in the 
Financial Statements of the Related Organizations 
and Funds (the Public Accounts) of the Government 
of Bermuda.  
 Mr. Chairman, the office opened to receive 
complaints from the 1st of September 2005. A 
mandate of the Office of the Ombudsman is to inves-
tigate any administrative action of an authority for the 
purpose of deciding whether there is evidence of ma-
ladministration on the part of the authority pursuant to 
an investigation, to make recommendations to the 

authority concerning any administrative action that 
formed the subject of the investigation and then, gen-
erally, about ways of improving its administrative prac-
tices and procedures.  From September 2005 through 
to July 2010, an average of 136 complaints were dealt 
with each year, of which about 35 per cent were re-
ferred either back to the authority being complained 
about, or to a more appropriate authority.  

During the last reporting year (August 1, 2009, 
to July 31, 2010), complaints rose to 248, a trend that 
shows that Bermudians are perhaps becoming more 
aware of the recourse for resolution offered by the 
Office of the Ombudsman. Of these new complaints, 
80 (or 32 per cent) were referred, leaving 168 com-
plaints to be handled by investigation and/or informal 
resolution. The trend continues: since August 1 
through December 31, 2010, there were some 90 
complaints (or about 18 per month).  
 Mr. Chairman, in addition to 168 new com-
plaints to be handled, some 54 complaints were car-
ried forward from previous years. During the last re-
porting year, the Ombudsman disposed of 145 com-
plaints (110 new complaints and 35 complaints from 
prior years). This left 75 [sic] complaints in total (58 
new and 19 from prior years) that were carried for-
ward into the new reporting period which began on 
August 1, 2010.  

Of the 145 complaints disposed of during the 
year ended July 31, 2010, the Ombudsman declined 
to investigate 73 complaints, and found no maladmini-
stration for 41 complaints. Although problems were 
identified for 31 complaints, just over half of these 
were resolved through informal resolution rather than 
formal recommendations.  
 Mr. Chairman, the issues investigated or me-
diated by the Ombudsman span the departments and 
boards of the Government. Selected summaries of 
closed complaints are detailed in each Annual Report.  
 Mr. Chairman, in addition to the Ombudsman 
the office staff is comprised of an Investigation’s Of-
ficer, an Administrative Officer, and an Administrative 
Assistant. The Ombudsman also contracts a part-time 
Administrative Associate and engages 15 per cent of 
the liaison services of a non-Ministry Comptroller as 
mandated by the Accountant General. On occasion, 
temporary, technical, and professional advisors are 
engaged from time to time as provided by section 18 
of the Act.  
 Mr. Chairman, through the 2010 Speech from 
the Throne, we have already committed to providing 
additional staffing resources for the Office of the Om-
budsman, a commitment which will be followed 
through on during the upcoming fiscal year.  
 Mr. Chairman, the value received by and in-
ternational regard for the Office of the Ombudsman for 
Bermuda through international networks cannot be 
overstated. The Fifth Annual Report notes an early 
instance where the Ugandan Ombudsman assisted to 
resolve the concerns of a Bermudian family. The as-
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sistance is reciprocal. On several occasions the Om-
budsman has been asked to comment on draft rec-
ommendation reports of Ombudsman colleagues 
overseas.  

In June 2010 the Commonwealth Secretariat 
sponsored the Ombudsman of the newly established 
office for Grenada to train for a week in Bermuda. This 
was the third such training during the five years since 
establishment of the Ombudsman for Bermuda. Pre-
viously, the Ombudsman for the Turks and Caicos 
Islands and the Deputy Ambassador for the British 
Virgin Islands also trained here.  
 Mr. Chairman, you should know that on 20 
October 2010, a panel discussion co-sponsored by 
the Bermuda College and the Office of the Ombuds-
man capped a four-day Annual Meeting of the Board 
of Directors of the International Ombudsman Institute. 
Presenters were from Austria, Namibia, New Zealand, 
Papua New Guinea, South Korea, Sweden, Trinidad 
and Tobago, and the United States. The Ombudsmen 
for Namibia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, and 
Zambia were also guests on radio talk shows.  
 Mr. Chairman, in September 2010, the Om-
budsman offered an advanced investigations course, 
“Sharpening Your Teeth,” to 55 participants from the 
Civil Service. Created and delivered around the world 
by the Ombudsman for Ontario on a cost-recovery 
only basis, this course has proven invaluable, not only 
for Ombudsman staff, but also for civil servants who 
conduct investigations, but often have only on-the-job 
training. There is already a waiting list for the 2011 
course.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Commonwealth Secretariat 
has agreed in principle to pay for and deliver a week 
of presentations in September 2012 on “Integrity and 
Good Governance.” Two days will be offered to fellow 
oversight institutions (such as, the Auditor General, 
Human Rights Commission, and the Police Com-
plaints Authority). Two days will be offered to senior 
civil servants. An evening public presentation will cap 
the week. Because of the sponsorship from the Com-
monwealth Secretariat, this will have minimal impact 
on the Ombudsman’s budget.  
 Mr. Chairman, the strategic plan for future 
includes consolidating internal training and systems, 
particularly the creation of a complaint and feedback 
form. This later project will entail comparisons of 
feedback systems from Ombudsman offices around 
the world to assist in devising a workable system for 
Bermuda.  
 I now turn my attention to the specific esti-
mates of expenditure for Administration, cost centre 
95000. 
 
[Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell in the Chair] 
 
The Chairman: Eight-five. 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: Excuse me? 

 
The Chairman: I am sorry. The book says 8-5. No, I 
am sorry. Continue. 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: [Cost centre] 95000. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: Okay. The total budget alloca-
tion for the Office of the Ombudsman in respect to 
fiscal year 2011/12, as shown on page B-21 of the 
Budget Book, is $826,240. The overhead and operat-
ing budget for 2011/12 actually represents a decrease 
of approximately 3 per cent below the 2010/11 over-
head and operating budget before adding a cost of 
any additional human resources. Overall, the net in-
crease of $113,548, or 15.9 per cent over the revised 
budget for 2010/11, is due to the addition of one full-
time equivalent salaried position and a $35,000 re-
serve for potential systemic investigations.  
 Mr. Chairman, in closing, I would like to thank 
the Ombudsman for Bermuda and her information for 
this presentation to the House of Assembly. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 

HEAD 92—DEPARTMENT OF INTERNAL AUDIT 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: Mr. Chairman, I now turn to 
Head 92, the Department of Internal Audit (which can 
be found on pages B-24 to B-26 of the Budget Book).  

The Department of Internal Audit manages its 
activities through one cost centre designated as Ad-
ministration, 102000. Mr. Chairman, with your indul-
gence, I would like to spend a bit of time to explain 
exactly what the Department of Internal Audit is about. 
 For the avoidance of doubt, the Department of 
Internal Audit is separate and distinct from the Office 
of the Auditor General (about which I have already 
commented); however, the two have a very strong 
working relationship which was solidified by the sign-
ing of a Memorandum of Understanding on April 1, 
2010. The scope of work of the Office of the Auditor 
General is focused on financial statements and fair 
presentation and conformity with generally accepted 
accounting principles.  

The scope of the Department of Internal Audit 
is much broader as they look at the underlying opera-
tions that drive the financial numbers before those 
numbers are recorded in the general ledger and into 
the financial statements. This bodes well for the Gov-
ernment of Bermuda as we join forces to promote 
good governance.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Department of Internal Au-
dit operates under the Internal Audit Act 2010. The 
scope of work of the department is to determine 
whether the Government network of risk management 
control and governance processes, as designed and 
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represented by management, is adequate and func-
tioning in a manner to ensure that:  

• public funds are adequately safeguarded and 
are used as intended;  

• public funds are used economically, effective-
ly and efficiently;  

• risks are appropriately identified and ma-
naged; 

• financial, managerial and operating informa-
tion is accurate, reliable and timely;  

• Ministry/Department/Quango’s actions are in 
compliance with policies, standards, proce-
dures and the law; and  

• plans, goals, and objectives are capable of 
being achieved. 

 
 The Department accomplishes its mission by 
providing the following:  

• Financial audits which address questions re-
garding accounting and the proprietary finan-
cial transactions. Compliance audits which de-
termine the degree of adherence to laws, reg-
ulations, policies, and procedures.  

• Operational Audits which review operating in-
formation and procedures to determine if any 
modifications of the operations could result in 
greater efficiency and effectiveness.  

• Information Technology Audits which evaluate 
system processing controls, data security, 
physical security, systems development pro-
cedures, contingency planning, and system 
requirements.  

• Consulting Services encompass a wide range 
of services which allows the department to uti-
lise the financial and information technology 
expertise to address a known problem or 
need.  

 
 In summary, Mr. Chairman, the Department 
provides reasonable assurance that persons en-
trusted with public funds carry out their functions ef-
fectively, efficiently, economically, ethically, equitably, 
and in accordance with their mandate and legislation.  

Mr. Chairman, the Department has deter-
mined a range of output measures to attempt to 
gauge its effectiveness in carrying out its mandate. 
These measures include completion of the strategic 
annual work plan, participation in training and devel-
opment venues to promote good internal control go-
vernances, timeliness of issuance of final reports, re-
porting on the number of operational/financial reviews 
conducted during the year, reporting on the number of 
compliance reviews conducted during the year, and 
completion of the Annual Internal Audit Report. 
 The 2010/11 fiscal year was a busy one for 
the Department. During fiscal year 2010/11, the De-
partment issued 51 reports, many of which identify 
deficiencies and/or areas of improvement. The De-
partment issued 41 Compliance Reports, 3 Informa-

tion Technology reports, and 7 Financial Operational 
Reports. 
 Mr. Chairman, as a part of the Department’s 
communication plan to raise awareness regarding 
Internal Control Governances, the Department 
launched its website on January 12, 2011. In addition, 
the Department participated in workshops both locally 
and in the Caribbean to increase internal control 
awareness and strengthen operational controls and 
risk management.  

During fiscal year 2011/12, the Department 
will undertake an update of the 2011/12 Government 
Risk Assessment and will execute the 2011/12 Annual 
Audit Plan as a result of the 2011/12 Risk Assessment 
follow-up of the Annual Management Exit Points of the 
Consolidated Funds, form a Quality Internal Audit 
Programme in conformance to the International Stan-
dards for Professional Practice–November 2011, and 
strengthen internal control, risk management and go-
vernance process throughout the Public Sector 
through the participation of Ministries/Department 
trainings.  
 Mr. Chairman, the Department has a priority 
as to the need to hire, train, and develop our em-
ployees and offer continuous training at all levels. Cur-
rently, four Bermudians are on staff, of which only one 
is professionally qualified. The remaining three are in 
various stages of completing a professional qualifica-
tion. Investing in the training for the Internal Audit of-
ficers, not only benefits the Department of Internal 
Audit, but also Bermuda’s public sector.  
 Mr. Chairman, in terms of expenditure, the 
revised 2010/11 budget of $1.391 million reflects a 
decrease of $343,000 (the original budget of $1.734 
million versus the revised budget of $1.391 million). 
The $343,000 reflects an accumulated saving attri-
buted to salary related expenses and benefits for ap-
proved posts that remain vacant through December 
2010. For the fiscal year 2011/12, the Department will 
have six professional full time equivalents on staff for 
a full year as opposed to a partial year for 2010/11.  
 Mr. Chairman, current account expenditures 
of $1,703 [sic] decreased by $30,000. This is a result 
of an increase in salaries of approximately $120,000, 
coupled with a decrease in professional services of 
$149,000.  

Mr. Chairman, the Internal Audit Department’s 
complement of 15 posts was approved in 2009. Nine 
posts are currently filled while another three are antic-
ipated to be filled by April 1, 2011.  
 Mr. Chairman, there was a reduction on pro-
fessional services of $75,000. This reduction was at-
tributed to the conversion of a consultant post, 
coupled with the nature of reviews undertaken in fiscal 
year 2010/11.  

Mr. Chairman, it is not anticipated that the 
Department will have expenditure related to capital 
this year. Last year $14,000 was spent on new com-
puter equipment to facilitate operations for the new 
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Department. There were no additional computer 
equipment requirements for the 2011/12 fiscal year.  
 In closing, Mr. Chairman, allow me to thank 
the staff of the Department which is headed by Direc-
tor, Ms. Heather Thomas. She is most ably assisted 
by Lorelie Autor, who is the Assistant Director. Charity 
Tusiime and Maricel Marcelo who are both Audit 
Managers; Grace Park, Victory Chimbi, and Mary A. 
Inocencio, who are Senior Auditors; Ajeme Webb, An-
Wanae Wilson, and O'Shea Tucker who are the Inter-
nal Audit Officers, and Angela Julio who is the Admin-
istrative Officer.  
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister Weeks, Minister 
without Portfolio. We are debating non-Ministry de-
partments, Heads 2, 5, 63, 85 and 92. Does any other 
Honourable Member wish to speak on these Heads? 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. John Barritt. 
 Mr. Barritt. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 The Minister took just under an hour, and I am 
grateful that he was able to do his presentation under 
an hour, Mr. Chairman, because that leaves the rest 
of us two hours to debate these five non-Ministry 
Heads.  
 I just wanted to say by way of a general com-
ment, Mr. Chairman, sharing this with Members of the 
House and the public as well, that I find myself in 
something of a bit of a quandary when we do these 
non-Ministry Heads. And the reason I say that is that I 
think the public is, obviously, entitled to know how 
their money is being spent, even in non-Ministry 
Heads, and on what. So there is no issue there. 

The issue is, who really should speak for 
these non-Ministry Heads in the House of Assembly? 
And, I think it poses a challenge and an issue for all of 
us as Members of the Legislature, not just the Gov-
ernment of Bermuda. There was a time I recall, Mr. 
Chairman, where the Legislature was initially slotted 
under the Ministry of Justice. And I criticised that at 
the time and complained somewhat, and I was 
pleased to see that those arguments that I advanced 
as to why it should not be under a Minister of the Cab-
inet and under a particular Ministry of the Government 
were heard and the Legislature came out and is now a 
non-Ministry item. That said, you then wonder who 
should speak for these non-Ministry Heads. And I will 
come back to that as I go through each one of these 
Heads, Mr. Chairman.  

Obviously, the Minister without Portfolio has 
spoken here today on behalf of the Government to 
walk us through the respective budgets. I was not for-
tunate to get a copy of his brief (can’t say there is a 
pattern yet; this is the second time), so I had to follow 
along as closely as I could (initially in the Chair, and 
then in my seat) to his presentations. And I apologise 

here and now if I missed something and I ask a ques-
tion that he already answered. But that is part of the 
challenge we have, Mr. Chairman, when we listen to 
these things, even with the best of intentions, and we 
miss the odd thing. 
 But what I wanted to say, although he did not 
share with me his brief, I had to wonder to myself 
whether each of the Heads of these different non-
Ministry departments—in the case of the Legislature, 
the Clerk to the Legislature; and in the case of the 
Office of the Auditor General, the Auditor General; 
and the case of the Ombudsman, the Ombudsman 
herself; and then in the case of the Parliamentary Re-
gistrar, the Registrar himself; and then in the case of 
the Head of Internal Audit—whether in fact they de-
veloped their own briefs which they shared with the 
Government. They are not subject to, under their leg-
islation or the Constitution as it applies, direction or 
control of anybody else and they would be perfectly 
entitled to produce their own briefs. 

And so I wonder . . . I make no accusation, I 
have no suspicion. I would just like to know whether 
there were, in fact, separate briefs from each of these 
Heads as to their expenditure and what they asked 
for, and why they ought not to be shared with all 
Members of the Legislature unabridged (if they were 
abridged in any way) and without any form of interfe-
rence from anyone in the Legislature.  

It is a point to consider, Members, as we go 
forward and we try to move Bermuda solidly and firmly 
into the 21st century and the parliaments of the mod-
ern Commonwealth. Those of us who read the Par-
liamentarian, the publication of the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association, and who attend confe-
rences, know what I am talking about. As we move to 
try and modernise and improve governance, general-
ly, it is an important thing to consider. 

I do have a question, though (and perhaps the 
Minister who handled this here in the House today, or 
the Premier herself, if she is inclined to participate at 
some point), as to why the Internal Audit is considered 
a non-Ministry Head.  

I say that . . . it is an honest and open ques-
tion because, as I recall the Act (which I do not have 
in front of me now), the person who heads that de-
partment reports to the Cabinet Secretary. And it is 
part of—as the title suggests—the internal workings of 
Government rather than this person is solidly inde-
pendent as the Ombudsman, the Auditor General, or 
the Parliamentary Registrar. The Clerk to the Legisla-
ture is a little hazier, but that is something that I think 
we need to come to grips with, Mr. Chairman. 

What I would like to do is . . . and on that point 
(I will just move off from that) . . . it still puzzles me, 
particularly since the Human Rights Commission has 
made these arguments and representations, why it is 
not a non-Ministry Head and separate and apart as 
opposed to, say, the Internal Audit, or should be in-
cluded, in my humble view, in this particular category 
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of Heads. And so I make that point as well, Mr. 
Chairman. 

What I intended to do this evening in asking 
that these Heads be discussed, as the Shadow Minis-
ter responsible for Legislative Affairs (so we say gen-
erally) and Public Administration, is to try and drill 
down on some of the specifics. These are described 
as non-Ministry Heads—accurately in the case of four 
of them, for sure, in my opinion. They are important. 
They are important to the overall government (small g) 
of Bermuda, Mr. Chairman. And Bermudians and vot-
ers and listeners here this evening, and members of 
the public, ought to know more about what is going on 
or is not going on with money that is being spent and 
what is being spent. 

I think it is important to do it this year, or more 
important than, say, last year, in view of the overall 
push for there to be cuts in the budget this year. And 
in some cases there are no cuts here, Mr. Chairman. 
On the contrary, there are increases. When I point 
that out I do not do it to criticise, nor do I intend to cri-
ticise as I go through those increases—as extraordi-
nary as that may seem for an Opposition Member to 
do. But there is a reason for that, because sometimes 
there is money well spent for which one gets a very 
good return. And here members of the public who pick 
up on this, I am thinking particularly of the Office of 
the Auditor General, the Internal Audit as it works, fits 
in with the Office of the Auditor General . . . I am sure 
they must work relatively closely together, hand in 
glove, as it were, looking at all sides of financial prob-
lems. 

Also with respect to the Legislature, Mr. 
Chairman. And perhaps I will start then, if I could, with 
the Legislature which is . . . I have now received a 
podium on which I can put my papers, Mr. Chairman, 
which I have managed to do while talking at the same 
time, but not chewing gum.  

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us turn to the Legisla-
ture . . . which is in the Book of Estimates on page B-
9. It says there that the objective . . . I believe the Mi-
nister read the Mission Statement, but the objective is 
to provide professional administrative support to Par-
liament by fostering public respect for the institution 
and the democratic process. I mean, a very, very 
good objective for the staff of the Legislature to 
have—to provide professional administrative support 
and foster public respect for the institution and the 
democratic process.  

Unfortunately, our history, Mr. Chairman 
(without belabouring the point too long as we are in 
the Estimates), is one that arose out of an oligarchy 
where the House of Assembly was basically run like a 
private member’s club. Indeed, the joke was that more 
decisions were made, back in the day, in the Yacht 
Club than there were here in the House of the As-
sembly on the Hill, and they simply came up here and 
ratified them. And such information that people got as 
to what went on and why was gleaned from whatever 

reporters were able to pick up in reporting the pro-
ceedings in the House and what was shared. But it 
was rather limited and, I mean, really stuck in days of 
which have long since gone, I am pleased to say, long 
passed.  

And here we are. We find ourselves on the 
road to the 21st century. And if everyone is to be be-
lieved—and I do not suggest for a minute they ought 
not to be believed—we are trying to move ourselves 
forward into the 21st century and open up our process 
and invite people in. Not just for the sake of transpa-
rency, although that is an important tool, but for the 
sake of bringing about participation. And with partici-
pation through transparency comes greater accounta-
bility. 

And I think all of us, whether it impacts or im-
pinges on us in any way, ought to bear that burden 
willingly, because we are not always going to be here. 
We are simply trustees. And our job, I have always 
maintained, is to improve what we find and leave a 
better system than the one we came up against, 
whether we sat in Government or in Opposition, or, 
even better, if at one time you were in Government 
and then you find yourself on the Opposition benches 
and vice versa. There is no greater teacher than expe-
rience. We all know that, Mr. Chairman. And we all 
learn perhaps more by our mistakes than we do from 
our successes. 

So I look at the expenditure for Parliament 
and it is up 9 per cent, as I say. And if you look on 
page B-9, the general summary, you will see that Ad-
ministration has increased by $137,000; Youth Par-
liament by $2,000 (which is really de minimis, Mr. 
Chairman, so I do not drill down on that). Ministers 
and Members, though, we see that the increase there 
is giving us $324,000. 

I do not live in an ivory tower, despite the criti-
cism that I sometimes get from people when we take 
positions that people do not like. I am out and about in 
the community. I listen to the talk shows. I read the 
letters to editor. And there is no question that people 
have lighted upon this already. There was report in 
the newspaper, the Royal Gazette, focusing in on sal-
aries and asking the questions.  

As we went through here today I just won-
dered. This is probably one thing on which the public 
should have had a greater, more detailed explanation 
as to how the increase of $324,000 came about. I 
have not been able to do the arithmetic. I suspect it 
has something to do with the change in Cabinet and 
the increase in size from the last administration under 
the former Premier. I suspect, I do not know.  

But it would be nice to have that broken 
down—not for me personally, but for the public—
because we all bear this burden when people see sal-
aries increasing. You know, the one lot of people who 
seem to be making out all right, thank you very much, 
are the MPs and the politicians. So it behoves us, I 
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think, to be proactive. Get out there in front and ex-
plain to people what the $324,000 increase is. 

The one thing I have read was a comment 
from a Government spokesman in the newspaper, Mr. 
Chairman. It was, I think, following the meeting that 
the Premier and her Ministers had down in one of the 
Sheds (number six Shed was it?) on Front Street, 
where people talk about Why is that MPs are getting 
these increases and getting paid so much? 

And, indeed, you know, the cry is for us to 
show some symbolic—if not symbolic, meaningful— 
action to the current state of affairs by cutting back our 
salaries. Indeed, the official Opposition made that as a 
proposal. But here, as I say, we find $324,000 oppo-
site our name “Ministers and Members.” What is it 
comprised of? 

And one of the things that was said, I think in 
response to some of the criticism and the investiga-
tions by the newspaper—and I will go very slowly here 
so that I am not misquoted and so that I do not get it 
wrong. The indication was given that we have not had 
a salary increase since 2009 for this reason: that 
when we debated a proposal then for there to be what 
I would call an ‘adjustment’ to the base salary (that is, 
what the job of Minister is worth and what the job of a 
Member is worth and what the job of a Senator, the 
person who sits in that other place, as we call it [is 
worth]) . . . that they be adjusted. We at that time de-
ferred that. Absolutely. No problem with respect to 
that. We all agreed on that, Mr. Chairman. 

At the time, that was back when the recession 
was coming on and we could see it coming and we 
did not feel we could take that kind of adjustment to 
the base salary. We turned it back. 

But the fact of that matter is that we have 
been getting an increase year over year because 
when we decided our salaries based on a recommen-
dation of that committee under legislation back on July 
14, 2006—going back that far—when the initial 
change was made to the base salaries (and I am sure 
Members who were in the House then will remember 
that debate well), what we resolved was that each 
year thereafter, as of April 1, the start of the financial 
year, salaries would be increased by the cost of living 
as reported by the Department of Statistics for the 
previous year. So last year we did, in fact . . . I am not 
sure, I think it was 3 per cent, 3.8 per cent the year 
before that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: And I am happy to be corrected, Mr. 
Chairman.  

I follow these things along and I know what . . 
. I went through an accounting exercise with the Ac-
countant General herself at one stage, because I was 
inquiring to know what adjustments were being made. 
But the resolution was— 
 

[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The resolution was that it would be 
increased by the cost of living for the preceding year.  

Now the Premier is saying, in interpolations, 
that it was never actioned. And that is not, I have to 
tell you in all honesty and sincerity, my understanding. 
But if that is the case, I mean, I seem to recall going 
through this recently last year where they explained to 
us— 
 
An Hon. Member: Not last year. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Not for last year.  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Not for last year? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: The year before. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: For the year before? So the last one 
we— 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: It was April 2009. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: April 2009 for 2010 and April— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I will have to go back and— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I will have to go back and look at my 
pay cheque.  

But the Premier is saying that we were caught 
up for the previous year and we have not had any-
thing for the last two years.  

Is that what you are saying, Madam Premier? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I am trying to hear you, Madam 
Premier. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: So that is what the Premier says the 
position is.  

That is something that I will have to check be-
cause, as I say, that is at variance with the resolution 
and my understanding, Mr. Chairman. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, I thought I had, you see. And I 
looked at things that I had had from previous years, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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Mr. John Barritt: But if that is the case, Mr. Chair-
man, that is good news. And, again, we ought to be 
telling people, and I want to, if I am corrected— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. John Barritt:—and if I need to correct myself I 
will, Mr. Chairman.  

I put that to one side for now. I hear what the 
Premier says, and I will check that because I really am 
. . . I am mistaken, if that is the case. Because I 
thought it was last year that I went through this. 

But in any event, Mr. Chairman, moving on 
from that, as I still say, we ought to know where the 
$324,000 came from and what that is comprised of, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The other thing that I looked at with respect to 
the Legislature when I looked back on various years, 
as I said, it is important to put this in perspective . . . 
and the Minister who spoke for this raised it in his 
brief. One of things that we see in this particular vote 
that is responsible for the increase in the money being 
spent is for the development of Hansard and a web-
site. And these, Mr. Chairman, I regard as a very, very 
positive development.  

One of the things that we would like to see is 
a website where minutes, and eventually where 
speeches, are posted where the public . . . where bills 
are posted so they can come in on it and see what we 
are doing in this House and what is intended to be 
done in the House, Mr. Chairman. And I think this is 
all to the good because it increases transparency and 
accountability.  

I heard the Minister speak and I think he said . 
. . and I do not at the moment . . . although I have re-
cently been appointed to the House and Grounds 
Committee I have not sat in on a meeting yet, so I am 
not au fait with the schedule in terms of when they 
hope to have things up and running. But I think I heard 
him say (and I tried to make a note of this) that it is 
hoped to be up and running in May of this year, the 
website.  

Yes. Have Hansard . . . it started in May of 
2010, which we all know here in the House as we 
have been getting copies of what is recorded and 
what is transcribed and we are able to make such 
changes as we think, or where things were not heard 
properly. You are not allowed to, in fact, rewrite what 
you said; but to make such changes . . . and then it is 
hoped to have it available on the Internet in the next 
financial year. That is starting April 1 through to March 
30, 2012.  

The House and Grounds Committee of the 
House of Assembly has responsibility for this, Mr. 
Chairman. And again, I thought it might have been not 
just interesting but good information to share with the 
public if we know roughly what the time table is in 
terms of when we hope to have that up and running. 

The Output Measures in the Book of Esti-
mates says the full implementation shall be completed 
by December 2010. Well, we are not there yet, ob-
viously, because I do not think the public . . . I think 
we have a draft website that might be up. But it is not 
one that any of us have access to as yet, and certainly 
not the public. But I would hope that we would see 
that, or at least have information as to what the posi-
tion is and see that definitely up and running in this 
coming financial year, Mr. Chairman, as this is very 
important to the work of the House and I think will be 
money well spent and wisely spent.  

It does not appear to be a fantastic sum. I 
think for the computerised Hansard for this year we 
are allocating $147,000. And last year, although we 
have an original estimate of 40, it has actually gone 
up to . . . it looks as if we will have spent $110,000 
trying to move this forward. 

Again, as I say, I think it is a wise decision to 
do this. It is more than wise; it is proactive and right 
and proper. And I think we ought to be crowing about 
that, Mr. Chairman. Frankly, we ought to be telling the 
public precisely what we are proposing to do as it is 
actually in their interest, Mr. Chairman. And, as I say, 
it would be a marked and welcomed departure from 
past practice which had its roots in letting people 
know the least amount of information rather than the 
most. 
 On Capital Accounts I see too that we have 
budgeted for this year $500,000 in Parliamentary 
Building Refurbishment. I would be curious to know, 
Minister. I was trying to follow along, I am not sure if 
you were able to tell us precisely what is planned for 
that $500,000. That is on page C-5, under Legislature, 
Parliamentary Building Refurbishment. There is no 
question . . . I think there is electrical work to do here. 
I am aware of that. It is on page C-5, Parliamentary 
Building Refurbishment, Mr. Minister.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: I am.  

But I just recently got appointed to it. I have 
not been able . . . there has not been a meeting yet, 
subsequent to my appointment, that I had the oppor-
tunity to attend. 
 
The Chairman: The Honourable Minister asks you to 
repeat the query. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Repeat the query? 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: With respect to the refurbishment of 
$500,000 on C-5, I wonder if you could give us a de-
tailed breakdown of what those monies will be for. 

Perhaps it will be for the air-conditioning. I 
mean, this is an old building, it is weepy. I sometimes 
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look at the ceiling and I wonder what, in fact, is com-
ing through there when you see all the black, sort of, 
soot-like marks coming out of the air-conditioning. And 
I know we have had problems with water up here as 
well. It may be that this building is due for an overhaul. 

Would you like me to yield, Minister? 
 

[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Michael Weeks: We are just going to answer all 
the questions at the end, that’s all. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Honourable Minister, yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: That is fair enough. That is the nor-
mal practice, Minister. And I am happy, and certainly I 
will do my best to make sure you have time at the end 
to answer questions. Otherwise, it makes a mockery 
of the debate if the Minister [to whom] we put ques-
tions does not get the chance—or she—to answer the 
questions, Mr. Chairman. 
 And so I come to this point, with respect to the 
operation of the House, just generally, Mr. Chairman. I 
know in other jurisdictions—and this is the point I 
made about who presents the brief. It seems to me 
that there must be a better way of handling this. And I 
know in other jurisdictions what they tend to do, rather 
than have a Minister of the Government be responsi-
ble, they, in fact, develop what I might describe as a 
‘management committee’ comprised “multi-partisan” of 
members from both sides headed by the person who 
heads up the legislature (and in the case of the other 
place, the President there) who, in fact, is responsible 
for the budget, for fighting the corner for funds for the 
legislature so that that person, in fact, speaks in the 
end for what we are doing or not doing here in the 
House of Assembly. 
 I do not quite know how we could finesse that 
and whether it would be part of the Budget Debate 
because the Speaker never comes out of the Chair to 
participate in the debate. I am not suggesting that we 
even depart from that practice, but there must be a 
way that we could find . . . I am sure we will not be re-
inventing the wheel when we do this in other ways in 
which we can do this, Mr. Chairman. 

It may be that we can handle it like we do the 
Office of the Auditor General, which I will come on to, 
as to how those finances are set. There is, in fact, a 
Committee of the House, Mr. Chairman, to which the 
Auditor General does present her requests each year. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: And I am suggesting that we might 
move in that direction with respect to the Legislature 
as well. The Speaker himself does not necessarily 
have to descend into the pit of argument. You have 
the Clerk of the Legislature who is, in fact, the de-
partmental head, as it were, Mr. Chairman. 

I want to say too (going back to Ministers’ and 
Members’ salaries) that the Minister did say one thing. 
And in looking across the Floor to the Chairman of the 
Joint Select Committee on Crime (of which I am a 
member), Mr. Horton, the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Horton, I seem to recall that it has been said several 
times that this increase is also to help fund the work of 
parliamentary committees. And if that is the case, 
again, it is encouraging news from my perspective, 
and I will tell you why in a minute.  

But I think when we have information like this 
we ought to share it with the public. It is exactly the 
sort of budget that we are anticipating, because these 
joint parliamentary committees (the one that I am on 
now in investigating the causes of crime with Mr. Hor-
ton) . . . I do not know how many meetings we have 
had so far, Mr. Chairman. They must number between 
12 and 20, easily. We sometimes sit for as long as 
three hours of a day. That is time you give up, and it is 
time well spent. I am going to tell you that. It is the 
only commercial I am going— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: We have had 14 meetings so far 
and we are not yet finished.  

We have been able to secure someone who 
transcribes the meetings so we can have that after-
ward to review. I can tell you that stack is—and I am 
not exaggerating when I tell you—is, one on top of the 
other, almost three feet high in paper. It is quite an 
extraordinary . . . but the thing is the public has wel-
comed that in terms of participation— 
 
The Chairman: Yes. 
 
Mr. John Barritt:—the opportunity to give their views, 
and to hear the views of other people. And I know we 
have heard already today in another debate that 
people are looking forward to that report. But all of 
that comes with a cost. You have to have a transcrib-
er. And what you also have to have is someone who 
can assist you in writing the report. 

And you can imagine, Mr. Chairman, if you 
have three feet worth of testimony on 8 x 10 pieces of 
paper to sift through and try to come up with a report 
that is appealing and interesting and has some, ob-
viously, one hopes, really good recommendations for 
the Government of this country, that you need some 
assistance. Those of us who sit on these committees 
are not Members of Cabinet. That is done deliberately 
to give Backbenchers an opportunity to participate. 
We are part-timers. We are not full-timers. And we 
obviously need some help to get these off the ground. 

But I have to tell you, again, for my money (it 
is not just my money other than as a taxpayer) it is 
money well spent to keep these sorts of things going. 
And I hope that this will be a shining example of how 
Members can work (and by “Members” I mean Mem-
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bers on all sides of the House, multi-partisan, and the 
other place as well, it has two Senators on it), how 
they can roll up their sleeves in the public eye and do 
some work, receive submissions, chew them over, ask 
questions and come forward, hopefully with a consen-
sus and recommendations. 

I have to say, Mr. Chairman, we have not 
done anything new here in terms of the Common-
wealth. But locally it is to be regarded, I think, and 
should be regarded, as something of a breakthrough, 
something more that we ought to see. 

I am thinking the other area which it would be 
useful is when we look at all the health issues we 
have—cost of health, medical care, and insurance as 
well. It is incredible, Mr. Chairman. And that is another 
area in which everyone can have an opportunity. Now, 
if we are boosting the budget there with the $324,000, 
I think we ought to say so. And we ought to say so in 
more detail than has been the case, Mr. Chairman, in 
what I have heard to date. 

I see that I have spent more time than I in-
tended to on that, Mr. Chairman. Perhaps I can move 
now to the Auditor General, which I mentioned before 
in my comments on the Legislature.  

Again, this is another department where we 
see an increase, Mr. Chairman. It is an increase that I 
think . . . and I do not intend to be long on this  . . . the 
listening public and those who read their newspapers 
and listen to the radio and watch television know that 
the added expenditure here is well worth it in terms of 
what is required. Yes, I heard a guffaw from the front 
bench, but I think in the overall scheme of things we 
need to have an office that has all the personnel that it 
needs to get on with the job and get on with the job 
smartly. 

Because while we have in the mission state-
ment that the job is to add credibility to Government’s 
financial reporting and to promote improvement in the 
financial administration of all Government ministries, I 
mean more than that, in short, the Auditor General’s 
job of looking over the shoulder or making special re-
ports is to keep people honest and to make sure that 
money has been spent wisely and all of it can be ac-
counted for. And we know from our newspaper the 
litany of things that have gone wrong and the extent 
that the Auditor General needs to catch up. We need 
to give her all the help we can. 

Now, on that point, in terms of finances, I 
mentioned earlier that the situation with respect to the 
Office of the Auditor General under the old rules and 
now under the new Standing Orders. There is a com-
mittee of the House of Assembly, five Members. I 
think one of their duties is, in fact, reviewing, reporting 
to the House . . . I am sorry, I cannot find the actual 
paragraph. But I think the Auditor, in fact, presents the 
financial resources that she requires from year to year 
to this committee. And it is approved by way of rec-
ommendations from this committee as to what sort of 
funds the Auditor General should have for the forth-

coming financial year. And that has always been the 
case, Mr. Chairman, and I think that is right and prop-
er. 

If you are going to have a non-Ministry Head, 
someone who is reporting directly to the Legislature 
(which is the case under the Audit Act, directly to the 
Speaker), it is a non-Ministry item that really ought to 
be overseen by a committee of the House. I am all in 
favour of that. And I think what we have to do is to try 
and improve it. And improving it is how the Auditor 
General actually reports to the House. And, again, it 
may be one those things that ought not to be done by 
a Minister but [should] come to us directly, as it were. 
We have got to put our heads together to find a way, I 
think, for this to happen. 

Now the Auditor General, I looked on page B-
14 . . . and the Auditor General, by the way, is in the 
House this evening. I am pleased to see that she has 
attended this evening’s debate. I noticed on page B-
14 . . . over the years Government has been trying to 
develop a page called ‘Output Measures.’ And I know 
the Minister had touched upon it very briefly in his 
presentation, but it is difficult to glean much from that 
other than the office is behind. And I suppose that is a 
good enough argument as to why there needs to be 
an increase in funding so that the Auditor General can 
get on top. 

I seem to recall that the Auditor General was 
saying that her office is some 60 reports behind and 
[she] wants to get them out of the way by 2012. I 
should hope so because, you know, getting behind 
like this does not make for effective governance, Mr. 
Chairman. And, again, I am not criticising the Office of 
the Auditor General when I say that. We are partly to 
blame in the Legislature here. The Legislature now—
hear me, I am not criticising the Government . . . I am 
saying the Legislature because we do have a Public 
Accounts Committee, which the Minister mentioned.  

And that is another House committee that 
may suffer from lack of funding and resources be-
cause they ought to be meeting, in my view, far more 
often than they do. They ought to be reporting in a far 
more timely fashion than they do because otherwise 
we get reports that are two years out of date on re-
ports that were done two years ago. That does not 
make for an effective bite because that is, ultimately, 
what watch dogs do—they are meant to bite. And the 
only way you bite is if you are on top of a situation as 
and when it occurs, or shortly thereafter. 

So, again, any funding under that increase of 
$324,000 for the Legislature (that line item to which I 
refer) that goes toward that is to be welcomed. And 
one of the things that they may find—the Public Ac-
counts Committee—is that they too need help per-
haps sometimes. What help do I mean? I mean the 
Auditor General attends those meetings and provides 
what guidance her office can when they tackle prob-
lems. But sometimes you come against legal issues, 
Mr. Chairman. And I know that is another thing in this 
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funding. There has been a greater funding for the Au-
ditor General by the Government in order to give (I 
believe I am correct in saying this) the Auditor General 
access to legal advice, those professional services as 
and when she needs it. 

The same question may arise for the Parlia-
mentary Accounts Committee or the Joint Select 
Committee on Crime because there are powers under 
the Parliament Act of 1957 to issue subpoenas for 
people who will not come and to produce papers and 
documents. One hopes you never get to that situation, 
but you may need access to legal advice to issue 
those subpoenas and get on with what is required. 

And I hope—and this is a plea at this stage, if 
it is not a conflict—that in these increased resources 
of the Auditor General that if the Public Accounts 
Committee comes up against some legal issues that 
the Auditor General may be able to assist as well on 
that particular front, Mr. Chairman, because there is 
no doubt in my mind that it may be required from time 
to time. 

It certainly came up again in an issue recently 
with the TCD investigation that was being done, and 
people were not pitching up to give evidence. And it 
may be that you will need legal advice to make it hap-
pen and to follow these things up. And, as I say, you 
have got to have the resources if they are going to be 
effective. And this is why in this case, too, it is money 
well spent. I suspect the people of Bermuda will grasp 
immediately what I mean when I say that, Mr. Chair-
man. 

So I want to say that I do highly commend the 
current Auditor General and the conditions and the 
lack of resources under which she has operated to 
date and I hope that what we are going to be approv-
ing will give her office what it needs to get up to date 
so that we are not 60 reports behind, Mr. Chairman. 

It is important work for which we in the Legis-
lature bear some responsibility and we ought not to 
expect—it is unreasonable to expect—Government to 
shoulder that burden entirely. And that is one of the 
reasons why we wanted to highlight that particular 
Head in the current debate on Estimates. 
 Mr. Chairman, I now move to Head 63, if I 
may, and that is the Parliamentary Registrar. This is 
another one of those non-Ministry Heads. The Parlia-
mentary Registrar is appointed by the Governor and 
is, under that legislation, meant to be, for all intents 
(that is, the Parliamentary Election Act) an indepen-
dent person. That is, one independent of the political 
process. I think the Registrar probably faces greater 
challenges than, say, the Auditor General, or the Om-
budsman, who are protected by the Constitution as 
being not subject to the control or influence of any 
other authority. But one hopes in operation under the 
Governor that he does get that freedom. 

Now, with respect to this particular office . . . 
and I have a number of observations which also lead 
to questions, Mr. Chairman, some of which can per-

haps be answered by the Government of Bermuda 
rather than the representative who is speaking in the 
House on this particular Head, here in the House of 
Assembly. 

And one of them, Mr. Chairman, is . . . I see 
on B-18 under these Output Measures—and the Par-
liamentary Registrar has three pages worth, Mr. 
Chairman—and I am grateful for the information. It is 
nice to know what is being done with your money . . .  
and under B-18, the Parliamentary Registry, I noticed 
there that the office submitted (and I am quoting) 
“cabinet papers detailing and recommending sug-
gested changes to the Parliamentary Election Act 
1978.” 

Under “Results,” there are two columns, “Cur-
rent 2010” and “Previous 2009.” It simply says, “Ongo-
ing.” I would like to hear from the Minister . . . and you 
know, and I see the difficulty here, that the Parliamen-
tary Registrar makes recommendations to changes in 
legislation and it goes to the Cabinet table, who either 
approves it or does not, goes over it, looks at it, sends 
it back or puts it to one side. We simply do not know. 

And I have to say this is another case when it 
comes to the administration of elections and every-
thing else that probably ought to be taken out of the 
ministerial framework. 

In other jurisdictions, again under their legisla-
tion, they would have a Management Committee, an 
independent committee comprised of representatives 
from both sides who help the Parliamentary Registrar 
administer the Act, all with a view—always—to im-
proving it and trying to come up with better ways to 
make it effective. And you take it out of the Cabinet 
and out of ministerial control because the temptation 
for political influence is great. And one can, of course, 
retreat and hide behind the maxim that you must not 
only be . . . what is it? Caesar’s wife must not only 
[seem] to be beyond reproach—not only must be—but 
must be seen to be. 

And, you know, this is the principle that I am 
trying to drive at here when I say it ought to be that 
way, because I would very much like to know. We 
had, back in the days of former Premier Alex Scott, I 
think we even had amendments to the Act tabled here 
in the House (that would be 2004/05) which included, I 
think at the time (from memory), a number of sug-
gested changes, some administrative, one rather pro-
gressive, which was the introduction of a postal ballot, 
if I am correct. 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes, that is right. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: And it was tabled for information for 
comment and— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Over the summer. 
 
Mr. John Barritt:—and it appears to have— 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Disappeared. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Disappeared. Yes, just gone 
straight off the radar screen.  

But, yet, here we are again seeing in the Out-
put Measures that there were Cabinet papers submit-
ted detailing recommended changes. 

And I light upon that because just before the 
close of the last session Members will remember that I 
introduced an amendment to the Act which the Gov-
ernment rejected. And one of the things that we were 
told—and we were told very little at that time—was 
that this Act is under review and we have changes 
contemplated and we will be coming back. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, there has been some 
speculation that an election may be around the cor-
ner. And here we are still wondering, quite rightly so, 
what the situation is. And it is not just a case of want-
ing to see changes to the Parliamentary Election Act. 
It has been talked about. A number of jurisdictions 
have moved to a postal ballot or changed these re-
quirements of having to be here a week before you 
vote if you are going to take advantage of the travel 
vote, you know, voting a week before. A lot of that 
stuff is antiquated by modern standards and really 
needs to be addressed, and addressed smartly. I do 
not think it requires great thought; it is hardly like roll-
ing a rock up a hill. It is quite simple. 

And when I look at things like on page B-20 
under “Output Measures,” the Parliamentary Registrar 
noting that in non-general election years the number 
of correctly registered voters in a constituency . . . this 
is what his objective is. It says, “should be not less 
than 85 per cent of the registered voters.” The number 
of correctly registered voters in a constituency shall 
not be less than 85 per cent of the registered voters. 

I wish it was 100 per cent. I am sure he does 
too. But he has obviously put down 85 per cent as a 
realistic percentage based on his experience. Well, 
we need to improve the tools that he has at his dis-
posal so we can improve his experience, Mr. Chair-
man—Madam Chairman, I am sorry. 
 
[Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin, in the Chair] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: There has been a change in the 
Chair, which I have just noticed. The Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell, has stepped down 
and the Honourable Member, Mrs. Pat Gordon-
Pamplin, has gone into the Chair. 

And why do I say that? Because the Regi-
strar, I think, has also been quoted as saying last year 
(I think when the debate over my amendments was 
raging) that there may be as many as 2,000 people 
incorrectly registered in Bermuda. That, to my way of 
thinking, is unforgivable. Not only is it wrong, it is un-
forgivable. And we ought to be tackling that as a mat-
ter of some priority. 

I think an argument could be raised that the 
law requires people to be registered in the areas in 
which they live, and only to vote in areas where they 
live. Because the temptation in Bermuda with some of 
the marginal constituencies (if you move and you 
were originally in a marginal) is to stay registered 
there because your vote is far more valuable there 
than it is than if you moved to a safe seat.  

We all know that that happens, and not nec-
essarily with encouragement by us Members, who are 
candidates, but by the people who support the parties 
who can figure it out for themselves. And it is wrong, 
and I think that he ought to be given the tools to inves-
tigate and correct, Madam Chairman. 

Now if I may, and there is one thing before I 
move off Output Measures. I am trying to do this . . . I 
know I am jumping around. But as I was on Output 
Measures I noticed that one of the things he has as 
his Output Measures is to attend two Friday sittings of 
the Legislature each session. I am not quite sure . . . 
obviously I know the purpose of his attendance here 
today . . . but I am not quite sure why his staff would 
want to attend two Fridays in every session, two Fri-
day sittings of the Legislature each session. That, I 
have to say, requires some explanation for me. Un-
less, of course, he is anticipating that his legislation is 
coming, which is something I would very much like to 
hear if that is in fact the case.  

Now, if I may, Madam Chairman, this is one 
department which has seen a decrease in budget of 
some 10 per cent. And for that, the Parliamentary Re-
gistrar is to be congratulated—obviously because he 
has taken the call for cuts to heart and tried to do what 
he can where he can. And it appears, if I understood 
correctly, that there is one post that is going unfilled at 
this time, something that was called a “legalisation 
officer.” I am guessing, but I am not sure, that this has 
something to do with the Apostille division of the Par-
liamentary Registrar, which is work that they have 
taken on and that the legalisation officer is under 
there. 

That is something of which I would have liked 
to have heard more, Madam Chairman. Is that the 
case, that the legalisation officer belongs, or would do 
work that is under the Apostille division, as opposed 
anything that is under the Parliamentary Registrar?  

I am getting a nodding of the head that that is 
the case. 

And the comment I have, if that is in fact the 
case . . . and I do not want to get too far in building an 
argument based on a constructive supposition, but I 
noticed under “Revenues Summary,” that under “Rev-
enue Stamps,” this office was doing quite well. In 
2009/10 there was an actual intake of $114,000. 
There was an original estimate of a quarter of a million 
($250,000) for the current financial year which ends 
the 31st, and the revised estimate is $350,000. Now 
that is a direction we would like to see more revenue 
intake going, and that sort of pace is very good. 
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But then I see that the estimate for this year is 
$252,000. And it may be that the Registrar is just 
simply being conservative so next year he can report 
too that not only did we estimate $250,000 but, in fact, 
we ended up with $350,000. But if it means that we 
are going to lose the opportunity without this legalisa-
tion officer . . . I hope that is not the case. Because, 
you know, if you invest that sort of money to get a 
greater return, if Apostille is a growing business then 
we ought to take full advantage of it and maybe the 
cut ought to have been made somewhere else.  

But again, the Parliamentary Registrar can 
best speak to that rather than I. I seem to recall that 
there . . . not that I can. But he can speak to that. I do 
not know whether the Minister can, I should have said, 
who is speaking for this. 

But I also noticed and I heard there was 
something called a “comptroller” down there who 
works across several ministries with respect to that. I 
do not know whether all of that person’s salary is attri-
buted to the Parliamentary Registrar’s office . . . it is 
not. Hopefully that is spread around so it is fairly dis-
tributed and not unfairly distributed to the Parliamenta-
ry Registrar’s office. But he does appear as a person 
in your department, but his salary— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt:—that is right across.  

Well, that is an interesting development. I am 
glad I asked the question. As they say, I have been 
“learned up.” That is the importance, that is the whole 
purpose of this debate, I think—not to learn John Bar-
ritt up, but the general public. 

With respect to the Boundaries Commission . 
. . now, I saw there (this is on page B-16 under cost 
centre 73005) that we had an original estimate for the 
current year of $193,000 and the Parliamentary Regi-
strar was hoping to come in under $183,000. And I 
presume that this would have included all the meet-
ings, the transport, maybe even the hotels for the in-
dependent Members, the transcription and the profes-
sional services that they had to have. And he ma-
naged to keep it under [by] $10,000 of what he was 
estimating. 

But then when I see $104,000 projected for 
the current financial year—which is more than half of 
the money that we had last year, where there was a 
bigger task—one has to ask the question, and I think 
here we are entitled to some detail, as to just how this 
money will be spent. Now I heard that there are maps 
that are going to be drawn up. It may be that it is ad-
vertising that is going to be done and letters that are 
going to go out to those who are affected. And, as I 
say, $104,000 for all of that compared to the actual 
work of the Commission just seems a little on the high 
side to me, but it could be explained. 

I see too (and this is an interesting question) 
that under “General and By-elections,” the Parliamen-

tary Registrar has put in $96,000 for this year, and last 
year he had an original estimate of $96,000, and the 
revised estimate is showing as $96,000. I presume 
that was for the by-election that was held in Warwick 
South and all of those funds were spent. And yet the 
year before we saw $45,000, which was for the by-
election, I think, that the Honourable Minister himself 
won. And so that is double.  

Is Warwick more expensive than Pembroke? I 
do not know. I am just trying to follow why those costs 
would double for— 
 
An Hon. Member: It is bigger. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: It is a bigger constituency. All con-
stituencies have the same number on them, Honoura-
ble— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. John Barritt: Warwick is a bigger land mass?  

The Parliamentary Registrar does not knock 
on doors, with respect. In any event, I think it is worthy 
of explanation. 

And then, you know, I noticed that under “Mu-
nicipal Elections,” which is something new that he is 
taking on, he has $102,000 there. And we are told that 
that is because he has taken that responsibility on, 
but, in fact, if I heard the Minister correctly the election 
will not be held until 2012. If I heard the Minister who 
speaks in the House on this budget, it will not be held 
until 2012. So I am wondering what we will be doing 
with $102,000. Indeed, the question I have for the Mi-
nister is whether or not any costs associated with cor-
poration elections will be borne equally, at least equal-
ly, by the two corporations. I do not want to think that 
Government is taking on the entire cost of municipal 
elections in its reform. 

In fact, I would have thought that the two cor-
porations would be well-placed to continue to have 
management and control of the administrative side of 
elections with the assistance of the Parliamentary Re-
gistrar who has the experience with working with voter 
lists, and the voter lists will have changed. So I would 
hope, and perhaps we will get some explanation.  

And despite . . . and this is an interesting 
question. One of the things I noted when I was looking 
back in various books of estimates (and I went back 
five years) is the cost of elections, generally. The 
general election in 2003 was $465,000. In 2007 it was 
$741,000. And I am just wondering what the cost 
would be today. If you look at how those things have 
jumped and the cost of by-elections, I dare say it 
might be close to a million dollars. And that would be 
a big hit to take if the Opposition Shadow Finance Mi-
nister and the rest of us are right in our speculation, to 
have that sort of thing come at you in a particular 
year. 
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 Mr. Chair—Madam Chairman, I am sorry, I do 
apologise. You know, you start in one vein and then 
you get stuck on your salutations, as it were. 
 A couple of other questions I have with re-
spect to the Office of Parliamentary Registrar (and 
that is found on page B-17) is the Subjective Analysis 
of Current Account Estimates. And I noticed that in the 
columns, as you go down there they are much like 
they are for all departments—salary, wages, training, 
travel, communications, advertising promotion, pro-
fessional services, rentals, repairs, maintenance, in-
surance, energy and materials and supplies. 

And there were just a couple that did not just 
jump out at me, but questions I had, because in many 
respects you see things for the first time, like the ac-
tual for 2009/10, the original and the revised for the 
current financial year, and then the estimate for the 
forthcoming year. And I noticed under Professional 
Services in 2009/10 the office spent $180,000. And 
now that we have an actual figure on that, it would be 
interesting to know what professional services were 
engaged for $180,000 and for what purpose. 

You will see that Madam Chair, as I say, un-
der the Subjective Analysis of Current Account Esti-
mates, where we get the actual for the previous year 
and it is still budgeted . . . no, sorry  . . . and this year 
it was budgeted at $96,000, still expected to be 
$96,000, and the estimate is for $92,000 for the forth-
coming year. And it would be interesting to know for 
what services that money is being allocated and for 
what professional services and, as I say, why they 
were just double that amount two years ago. 

I also had a question . . . now; “Advertising 
and Promotion” is an interesting one—actual, $91,000 
in 2009/10. The original estimate for this year is 
$156,000. The Registrar is hoping to come in this year 
at $135,000. But I notice that the estimate for this year 
is $170,000. 

Now this may dovetail, I do not know. This 
may dovetail with what he is intending to do with re-
spect to the Boundaries Commission and he is seeing 
himself as having a greater burden in that particular 
area because people have been moved under the 
new orders. A lot of people do not know, or if they 
have a vague idea they do not know to which consti-
tuency they have been moved. And people need to 
know all of this if, in fact, their representatives have 
not done that for them already. And I understand that, 
and it is an added burden and perhaps that can be 
confirmed that that is where the extra increase comes. 

I know that the Registrar (we heard this) is 
planning something very shortly to try and make 
people more aware of their responsibilities, particular-
ly, young people, to register and to get registered. And 
we have all seen those—I was going to say “catchy,” 
but they are “catch’em” advertisements that he puts 
on the air. And I have already commented on that. It is 
all very [good] to catch them and find them, but the 
real goal is to get them registered in their right place, 

Madam Chair. But that is to belabour a point that I 
have been belabouring for some time and again here 
this evening. 

Under Travel, it has been cut back from 
$45,000 to $29,000 and in the overall scheme of 
things it does not seem like much when you look at 
$49,000 in 2009/10. But, of course, one always asks 
the question whether or not that travel is related to 
finding things out about how to improve our parlia-
mentary election system, our parliamentary registra-
tion—I do not know. It would be interesting to know 
and to have that information fed to all of us here at the 
House of Assembly directly by way of report. 

And as I say, I think the best way to go with 
this non-Ministry Head—it is right and proper to de-
scribe it as a non-Ministry Head—is to have it 
represented, to change that legislation so that there is, 
again, an independent commission at the top of that. 
Much like the Boundaries Commission, which seems 
the last two times to have worked very, very well, to 
have arrived at a consensus and got on with the job 
and done so without not only . . . it is not so much 
without fanfare, but without any of the rancour and 
division that can sometimes come on issues like this. 

And I strongly urge this upon the Government 
and upon the Legislature and my own party as well, 
and the other party, as the way to go, Madam Chair, 
to truly improve things here in Bermuda. 

With respect to the Internal Audit, I think I 
made my one comment as to why this is regarded as 
a non-Ministry item. I am not sure it ought to be be-
cause its job is to “assist the Government in the effec-
tive discharge of the responsibility.” I am reading from 
the Mission Statement on page B-24. And under the 
Department Objectives, one of the things is to give 
scorecards to the Secretary of Cabinet within 10 days 
of the previous quarter. And I think that is the commit-
tee’s boss under the Act, as it were, and the Cabinet 
Secretary reports to the Premier. 

And I think it may be one of those things that 
ought to come under the Cabinet Office, or maybe the 
Ministry of Finance. I do not know. Maybe it is felt that 
by being under the Ministry of Finance it does not give 
it the separation and look of independence that the 
Government wants to give it. And maybe it is some-
thing that ought to be down at the Cabinet Office. But 
it does not seem to me that under that legislation . . . I 
meant to get that legislation and look at it  . . . but it 
seems to me that it does not quite have the indepen-
dence that the Auditor General, the Ombudsman, and 
the Parliamentary Registrar have under their govern-
ing legislation. 

And so it is quite right and proper, in my view, 
then to have a Minister here report to the House on 
how the money is being spent and what is being done 
in the spending of that money. I take no issue with 
that, Madam Chair. 

I notice, and I think the Minister did this in two 
ways. And, again, as I say, when you do not have the 
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briefs sometimes it is difficult to absorb and to retain 
as well as make a note at the time and then weave it 
into your commentary, or my commentary in this case. 
But I think he said that there were only four Bermu-
dians in the Internal Audit Department. Three of whom 
are trainees and one of whom is qualified. I am all for 
training. I have no difficulty there. And I hope that we 
find ways to hold on to people that we train, that we 
invest money in. Perhaps the Minister can speak to 
that, or someone can, as to how we hope that works. 

Obviously, if there are going to be 13 filled 
positions . . . and, again, I got a little lost here be-
cause I think the Minister said that there are nine filled 
now, and three are to start as of April 1. And that gets 
me to 12. But the book is showing 13. It is not a big 
issue, but it does seem to me that either I am out of 
sync or something is out of sync here and the Minister 
may want to clarify that. 

And then again on the Performance Measures 
found on page B-26, with respect to the Internal Audit. 
I know this is a department that is just coming into its 
own and probably has some teething problems. The 
Minister . . . I thought that gave me more information, 
better information. Oh, I do not know if it was better—
more information, more detailed information in his 
brief—than we actually see on page B-26, because he 
said there had been 51 reports for the year, 41 com-
pliance reports. And I do not know whether that is in 
addition to the 51 . . . and I am not (because I do not 
have the brief, and things move quickly) quite sure 
what they are for. But it seems to me that is the kind 
of information that might be here in the performance 
measures so we can see what is going on in the In-
ternal Audit Department.  

Because when I see things like “the goal is to 
issue audit reports within 30 days of field work com-
pletion,” I give that a big tick as a goal within 30 days. 
And then under “Results,” it says “Achieved for 75 per 
cent of the audited reports issued.” And then one 
wonders, Well, then, how many reports are we talking 
about? Is that the 51? How many reports were done?  

And then it begs the question, Well, what 
happened in the case of the other 25 per cent? Was it 
that they could not get done within the 30 days, but 
they got done within 50, or 60, or 70? It begs the 
question. 

And I am just saying that it would be more in-
formative if that sort of information could be found on 
page B-26 with respect to Performance Measures. 
And that applies with respect to number four, too. That 
the 2010/11 project plan was achieved with the excep-
tion of two projects that were deferred as a result of 
quarter four Ministerial restructuring, and that was to 
complete all required audits within the approved plan. 
It would be nice to know, again as a matter of informa-
tion—I do not know why we would even want to re-
gard this as secret—what audit report are we talking 
about? Of what?  

That is the kind of thing that people start to 
get a feel for how their money is being spent and 
whether it is being spent effectively. Otherwise, it is 
very hard to make a determination, Madam Chair. And 
it is the kind of information I would very much like to 
see on page B-26 next year, under Performance 
Measures for the Internal Audit Department. 

As I say, it is early days for that particular de-
partment, if I may call it that, Madam Chair. And it may 
be that they are learning as they go as well, in terms 
of how to present in the Budget Book. I do not mean 
that in a condescending way. They have all these 
priorities as they get off the ground and reporting may 
not be high on the list. But I hope it is one that they 
will take on board so that we get more information up 
here because this is one of the ways in which we get 
information about what the Internal Audit Department 
is doing for the $1.7 million that it will be spending.  

And they too are down 2 per cent, so there is 
no increase there. So there is a $31,000 cut—yes, I 
am writing that—for the forthcoming year. 

And the final one  . . . and I see that I am com-
ing up against an hour and I said that I would not go 
more than an hour, so I am going to sit down and let 
others participate. 

With respect to the Ombudsman’s Office, that 
is one that is going up by 16 per cent—some 
$113,000. It probably speaks volumes that that office 
is having more work to do. I think it is going to have 
another investigation’s officer this year to do the work. 
And, again, I know the Ombudsman does still report to 
the House and there is one recently that came here, 
but under Performance Goals and Measures I will just 
say that I noticed it was a repeat of last year. 

The Performance Goals and Measures are 
found on page B-23, both internal and external. It was 
simply a repeat of what was there last year. And it 
may be that the goals have not changed—that that is 
still what the Ombudsman’s Office is trying to do on a 
year-on-year basis. I suspect not. I suspect there has 
been some tweaking, an addition and a deletion as 
they learn by experience. And perhaps that ought to 
change.  

That said, I do know there is a separate report 
that comes from the Ombudsman here to the House, 
via the Speaker, again, which is tabled where we can 
get information on what this office is doing or make an 
assessment of what it is not doing for the money 
which it is voted. 

And I will conclude where I ended, that is 
another one of those non-Ministry briefs. It operates 
by a separate piece of legislation that is under the 
Constitution. Perhaps the time has come for us not to 
have the Ombudsman’s reporting on her budget for 
the forthcoming year through a Minister, but rather 
directly to this House. And it behoves us to find a way 
to do it. I think it can be done maybe by way of com-
mittee of the House.  
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Maybe this Committee of Management for the 
Legislature that we need, Madam Chair, will be the 
way for us to go rather than continue to do it, in what I 
regard as an outdated, antiquated, and unnecessarily 
political way. 

Thank you, Madam Chair, those are my 
comments. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister Barritt.  

Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
non-Ministry Heads? 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Minis-
ter, Terry Lister, from Constituency— 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thirty-three, from the west. 
 
The Chairman:—Constituency 33. 

Mr. Lister, you have the floor. 
 

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Madam Chair. 
You know, I listened to the last speaker and I 

was quite . . . what is the word I want? I was quite 
pleased by what he was saying until the very end 
when he sort of spoiled himself by talking about how 
the groups report and things of that nature. 

You know, this debate here is a clear indica-
tion of the transparency and openness under which 
this Government operates. When you look at the dif-
ferent departments here, like the Ombudsman . . . it 
did not exist before. Internal Audit did not exist before. 
The Auditor General’s department has been streng-
thened and added to. This cannot possibly be the ac-
tions of . . . these cannot be the actions of a Govern-
ment that is trying to hide everything.  

On the other hand, it is the actions of a Gov-
ernment that believes that the people are entitled to 
know. Therefore, we are doing our very best to en-
sure— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister:—Oh, be patient, Brown. It’s 
okay. It’s okay. In fact, I am going to sit down and you 
can have a turn. I am not going to be up long. 
 But in actual fact, what I wanted to do was just 
look at a couple of points in this Head. I am not going 
to be very long, but if you start on B-13, Head 5, which 
is the Office of the Auditor General, you notice that the 
staff numbers have been increased significantly from 
19 (18, depending on how you count it) to 25 next 
year. Again, this is an indication of the Government’s 
willingness and desire to see the Auditor General fully 
staffed and able to be on top of all the audits that have 
to be done.  

I believe the fact that they are some 60 audits 
in arrears is simply a reflection of not having sufficient 
staffing in light of the continued growth in Government 
and the complexity in the various areas of Govern-

ment. And so we are now responding to this to ensure 
that the Auditor can get on with her job. 

There are many who get excited by the un-
usual. What do I mean by that? Well, we have had the 
audit of the TCD building. We have had the special 
audits of the Dame Lois building. And some get very 
excited by what appear to be irregularities in those 
cases. But the reality is, having been an auditor for 
the better part of my career, we tend to go in every 
day and do our job, review transactions, and sign off. 
And the Auditor General and her department are no 
different from that. They sign off on many reports for 
the Government, year in and year out. And there is 
nothing spectacular about it.  

The departments have done their jobs, they 
have brought about the results that were being sought 
and so here we are. And so this year the movement 
from 18/19 to 25 is a further commitment to ensure 
that the information that is needed is brought forward. 
 Madam Chair, I also want to make reference 
to the budget for Training and also Professional Ser-
vices, looking at the two of them, the combination of 
things that takes place in there. 

The first one I want to talk about is more on 
the Training side. It was about 10 years ago that the 
Audit Department was first allowed by the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants to train students. I was actual-
ly . . . no, it was longer than that. I was on the Execu-
tive at the time. It was something that we considered 
at length. Could the Auditor General’s department 
provide the type of experience that would see a quali-
fied chartered accountant result? 

Well, time has proven that they can. And the 
Minister who speaks for these Heads today talked 
about three members of staff who are at various stag-
es of their professional qualification. We also know 
that in the last year, in the last two years I believe, two 
other members qualified while being with Audit De-
partment. That is actually a record that the Audit De-
partment can be very proud of. It is a good result. My 
hope is that the Audit Department can be successful 
in retaining all of these people and having them work 
their way up and having long periods with the Gov-
ernment, but the department should certainly be 
commended for that. 
 The Professional Services bill, so to speak, 
often results from using outside firms to complete au-
dits. We get behind . . . you want to get caught up . . . 
you go to the professional firms and use their servic-
es. I am a little surprised, to be honest, to see that the 
figure is going up this year from last year’s actual of 
some $600,000 to a budget of $745,000. But again, it 
reflects the 60 audits in arrears, trying to bring these 
up-to-date. You cannot snap your fingers and get it. 
You have to pay for it. So here we are, paying for it in 
the coming year. 
 Madam Chair, I just want to make a few 
comments now with regard to the Internal Audit De-
partment, which is Head 92 and can be found on B-
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25—again, a new organisation. It is a very brave thing 
for Government to actually say it is prepared to have 
an Internal Audit Department. 

I think if you think about it, the Government of 
Bermuda—not the PLP government or the UBP gov-
ernment, but the Government of Bermuda—actually 
could have had an Internal Audit Department for quite 
a few years. We have seen  irregularities (some being 
quite spectacular) amongst the staff over the years. 
We have seen people being dismissed and some be-
ing taken to court for financial behaviours that should 
not have existed. And so the existence now of this 
Internal Audit Department will allow us to review pro-
cedures, to review controls to see if they are ade-
quate, to look at the way departments handle their 
finances. 

Sometimes you do something thinking it is 
going to be a plus and it can turn out to be a minus. 
About eight years ago, across the Government we put 
financial controllers in place in every Ministry, and that 
is a good thing. But on the other side, if not done 
properly you can end up with conflicts. So, having the 
Internal Audit team in place now gives us the opportu-
nity to work through all the conflicts, work through all 
the procedures, and ensure that proper procedures 
are in place. 
 Before I go on, Madam Chair— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Sorry? 
 
An Hon. Member: Madam Chair. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: You are not ready for speaker-
ship? 
 
An Hon. Member: Absolutely not. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay, just talk about it and we 
can work it out. 

But nonetheless, I want to comment on and 
commend the Government for being fortunate enough 
to have someone with the talent, ability and back-
ground as Heather Thomas, who has taken on this 
role. I always think that it is really almost incredible 
when we can find people of real talent, people that 
have outstanding backgrounds, and convince them to 
leave their careers and come and work for the Gov-
ernment, and that is what has happened here. And 
Mrs. Thomas has the experience to build this depart-
ment from scratch. She started the job. On [page] B-
26 it talks about the results that have been achieved 
thus far, and I have every confidence that more so will 
be seen as time goes on. 
 You know when you look at the results . . . in 
fact, on B-26, just the first one says that the goal is to 
issue audit reports within 30 days of fieldwork comple-
tion. Now for those who do not really understand how 

audits work, to actually get an audit out 30 days after 
the initial work is completed in the field is pretty good. 
I know I had many times in my own office where I 
would be really quite upset because we could not 
push the work out after the guys had come in from the 
field; there was always something going a little astray. 
 And so to have achieved that 75 per cent of 
the time is highly commendable. In fact, I do not know 
what the target is for this year, but if I was told the tar-
get was 76 per cent, I would be quite happy with that. 
Really, I would be quite happy with that, because 75 
[per cent] is really a very fine performance. 
 The fourth point on this page says we want to 
complete all required audits within the approved plan, 
and it goes on to say the results were that the 2010/11 
project plan was achieved, with the exception of two 
projects that were deferred into this coming year as a 
result of ministerial restructuring in the fourth quarter. 

Well for those who are listening at home and 
do not know what that means, very simply, we had to 
save a few dollars so we had to cut back on what we 
were doing. And that is okay. So what it really means 
is everything that this department set out to do in their 
plan, they achieved. Well that is something. If half of 
the departments could say that, that would be great. If 
all of my departments could say that, that would be 
great. But actually setting out to do X number of audits 
and getting to the end of the year, or X particular 
things in your plan and achieving your whole plan, is 
really fine going. And so I want to commend the Inter-
nal Audit Department on what I consider to be a very 
fine performance. 
 Madam Chair, the last head I want to speak to 
is Head 63, Parliamentary Registrar, on B-17. I have 
been concerned that the Parliamentary Act has not 
been amended to the extent that we need, and we 
know that there are things that need to be put in. I be-
lieve the Government is continuing to look at it and 
continuing to address it, and it is my hope that we will 
be able to come here and bring the amendments be-
fore any time there is an election. I do not believe 
there is an election coming anytime soon, so I would 
not get too concerned about that. But there are cer-
tainly things that we can do to strengthen the Act. 

However, and this I take very seriously, the 
quality of work that is done to prepare Bermuda for an 
election and the performance of those responsible for 
the election is second to none. I personally take great 
offence when I hear people talking about things went 
on that were not right. Things do not go on that are 
not right. In every situation you have one or two things 
that are not . . . you know, not everybody is on the roll, 
or somebody voted and they should not have or they 
did not get to vote when they should have. That is one 
in several hundred thousand or one in 50,000 in Ber-
muda’s case. But compared to other countries, I think 
Bermuda is at the very, very top in terms of the sys-
tem that we have in place today and the execution of 
that system on Election Day. And again I would like to 
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express my appreciation to the Parliamentary Regi-
strar and his staff for what I believe to be first class 
work every day, but in particular on Election Day. 
 Now when you look at the Head, there is a 
number for advertising and promotion, $156,000 last 
year, $170,000 this year. Those of us who watch local 
television have seen the advert that appears; it is very 
entertaining, very young and chic. And those of us 
who are a little older, when we first looked at it we 
stepped back a bit. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: My colleague, Randy Horton, 
says to speak for myself. I will speak for myself! The 
first few times I saw the ad I said, What is this all 
about? But then I recognised the main player was a 
constituent of mine, so I was okay with it. 

The ad does catch you by surprise, but then 
you come right here into this book on [page] B-18 and 
you look at the goals for the year. And the first thing 
that is talked about in the Output Measures is getting 
people 18 to 25 on the register. So here is an identi-
fied problem and here is the advertising being sent 
directly to the population that needs to hear it. 

So again, I commend the Registrar for doing 
it. The ad would not work for me. But it is not talking to 
me; it is talking to the 18- to 25-year-olds. And when I 
look at that ad, I have to think that the target market 
can respond to that advert. And so I give credit to the 
Registrar for having done what my colleague, Mark 
Bean, would call stepping outside the box. Surely this 
is an example of stepping outside the box, and it 
works. 
 The last thing I wanted to say today was in 
regards to B-20. I touched on this already, but one of 
the Output Measures (number five) says “the Parlia-
mentary Registrar will continue to review its legislation 
with a view to strengthen and modernise it to accom-
modate technological changes to the voting systems,” 
and this is something I am really in favour of. I think 
we have the ability today to do a lot of things different-
ly through the use of technology, and I would encour-
age the Registrar to continue. We will continue to fund 
to the extent that is needed to ensure that these 
moves can be put in place and so that Bermuda’s 
elections can continue to be amongst the fairest and 
highest quality in the world. 
 Thank you very much. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Lister. 
 Does any other Honourable Member wish to 
speak to the Non-Ministry Heads? 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Leader 
of the Opposition, the Honourable Kim Swan from 
Constituency 2. 
 Mr. Swan, you have the floor. 

May I just remind Members that it is now 
7:10? The debate is scheduled to end at 7:50. 

 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Madam 
Chair. I appreciate that. 

I just want to congratulate Members thus far 
for comprehensively looking at these five Non-Ministry 
Heads and certainly congratulate the staff that are 
here, both in the Speaker’s Gallery and in the Visitors’ 
Gallery, that have played a part in preparing the com-
prehensive and concise briefs, because they certainly 
were done in a way that has provided more than 
enough time for proper discourse on these important 
Heads. 

With the amount of time that has now been al-
located for the budget, we have the opportunity to look 
at some of the departments that sometimes would 
previously get overlooked in favour of some of the 
more noticeable departments and department heads. 
So we are grateful for those who are here providing 
support to the Minister, and I want to thank the Minis-
ter for his presentation on these five Heads. And also 
thank my colleague, Mr. Barritt, for a very comprehen-
sive reply on behalf of the Opposition on these par-
ticular five Heads, all of which fall under the remit for 
us, Madam Chair, of good governance, an area which 
my colleague, Mr. Barritt, has championed very ably 
indeed. 
 I was going to start off with Head 24, Internal 
Audit, located on B-24. Suffice it to say that it is a new 
Head, a new department that has grown. And I am 
pleased to say, reflecting back to a bygone era when I 
served in another place, when, Madam Chair, back in 
1998/99, I believe the total expenditure for the year 
was less than $500 million. In fact in 2002/03 total 
actual expenditure for that year was $570,609,000, 
and the largest ministry at that particular time was the 
Ministry of Health and Family Services. 

I used to certainly look at those particular Min-
istries very comprehensively, as I had a very keen 
interest in the social services. All of those heads fell 
under that. And I can recall on many occasions having 
come in contact (in another capacity) with an accoun-
tant who felt very passionate about the need for inter-
nal audit to have taken place as it related to, at that 
particular time, a large super ministry. And it is amaz-
ing that at the turn of the millennium a ministry with a 
$130 million dollar budget was indeed a huge ministry. 

But today we are operating with a total ex-
penditure budget of one billion dollars, and the need 
for internal audits has grown far beyond the need for 
just the Ministry of Health and Social Services of that 
day, to have it to the extent that the entire Govern-
ment needs it. And we are pleased that the Govern-
ment has moved in that direction, but as a previous 
speaker had indicated there was a great deal of cir-
cumstance that precipitated that need, and it certainly 
ties into this whole area of internal audit. 
 On the subject of good governance, Madam 
Chair, I might add that given the size of Government 
from an expenditure standpoint, from a capital project 
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standpoint, from a debt standpoint, the time might 
come when indeed public accounts may be a head of 
sorts, because as we have seen . . . and I congratu-
late the Government, and I will jump around a little bit, 
Madam Chair, because you have to give credit where 
credit is due and give Jack his jacket. The Ombuds-
man’s office, that Head came in under the new Pro-
gressive Labour Party Government early in its ascen-
sion to governance, certainly when the shine was on 
the ball, and certainly when the honey was in the 
moon. But we know there is a long way between that 
and now. 

And, certainly, the office of the Ombudsman 
was certainly, I am sure (I cannot put hand over heart) 
something that was close the Progressive Labour Par-
ty’s mantra, and is something that they initiated early 
on, as they did “one man, one vote; one vote of equal 
. . . ” that did not turn out to be totally equal value. I 
will get to that when I talk about the Parliamentary 
Registrar. But the office of the Ombudsman was 
something else that was introduced as part of what 
the Progressive Labour Party had indicated they felt 
was necessary. And we certainly concur. 

Now, we need to make sure that the workabili-
ty of these offices meets the needs of current Bermu-
da. And certainly, as you talk about Internal Audit, we 
notice that on [page] B-25, when you look at the sub-
jective analysis, Madam Chair, the first thing that 
comes to mind is the need to make sure that one is 
certainly keeping within budget. The Internal Audit has 
made sure that their budget was 2 per cent less (that 
is on B-24) than the previous year, but I am certainly 
sure that the need for that office is not 2 per cent less 
than it was the previous year, as the need for them to 
scrutinise is probably 50 per cent more. 
 
[Inaudible Interjection] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Certainly 50 per cent 
more than was needed a couple of years ago, Mr. 
Honourable Member. 
 The point I am making, Madam Chair, is that 
we see this new department making sure that it keeps 
within its mandate. Its mandate is to make sure that 
other departments are operating in accordance with 
General Orders.  

Now, when I worked for a quango that was a 
given. That was certainly a given, to the extent Ma-
dam Chair, that you were careful of whether or not . . . 
everything had to be in order. You were very particular 
about what you did with every little item. 

I remember my first days on the job in 1985, 
one of my good friends, a golf pro, came up to me and 
gave me some old time advice about making sure you 
do not dip-the-pen-in-the-company’s-ink orders, that 
type of thing; you know, those little sayings that 
people have that apply, and he was half applying it to 
one thing and half applying it to something else. But 
you know we took seriously what was part of the sup-

plies and all the inventory that goes along with a par-
ticular office. 

And, certainly, I am sure Internal Audit has far 
more important things to do than to count pens. I am 
not suggesting that they are going be around counting 
pens. But you know . . . Madam Chair, I am sure you 
would appreciate this, because you are an accountant 
by trade. It is the pennies that you need to be mindful 
of in order for you to be very mindful of the pounds. 
And today we have a pounds problem. But the pounds 
problem is because we have let the focus on the pen-
nies get the better of us. 

So the need for Internal Audit is certainly 
there, it has definitely increased by . . . and I welcome. 
Not I welcome, but I welcome the new chair; I do not 
welcome the departure of the old chair— 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: The previous chair, for-
mer chair, thank you for that help. Definitely not old, 
not the way she plays tennis! Oh, no! 
 
[Change in Chairman] 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: You know Jackie Davis 
says if you are digging a hole, drop the spade. And I 
think I had better drop it while I am ahead. 
 But the point, certainly, Mr. Chairman (and 
welcomed) is the fact that the need for Internal Audit 
is there. It is much appreciated when you see that 
even in Internal Audit they are certainly cognisant of 
the need to trim their sails. But their task is a monu-
mental one and we noticed right off the bat in their 
infancy that they are now operating with 13 salaried 
staff in administration, instead of the 15. So if the Mi-
nister without Portfolio could just tell us what those 
two bodies that they are dealing with are there, 
whether or not that is a temporary situation, or wheth-
er or not those positions, on the uptake, will be some-
thing that Internal Audit would definitely need. 
 We also note that under Professional Servic-
es, Internal Audit is looking at trimming that by some 
$149,000 and if the trimming of those services will 
have a direct impact on the type of services that they 
are going to provide for the Government in that re-
spect. 
 I am going to jump now to the Legislature. I 
am ever so grateful to have an opportunity to speak 
on the Legislature. I declare an interest, Mr. Chair. I 
am the Leader of the Opposition, and line item 12015 
comes under my jurisdiction. I would just like to thank 
the two part-time members that I do have there in the 
Opposition Leader’s office, Ms. Gina Spence-Farmer, 
who I am very grateful for, and Ms. Judy Benevides, 
who is now there on a part-time basis providing assis-
tance. 
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I did provide to the Premier . . . I noted in C-25 
in the back of the book where it comes to “Rents.” But 
I did notice that on C-29 under “Cabinet Office” there 
is an allowance made for the rent of the Opposition 
Leader’s office. By comparison to all the others, it is 
quite meagre. I mean, we do live in some very humble 
digs, but you know that . . . One thing in Opposition, 
and as with the previous Opposition, I guess, you 
have to earn your spurs and live rather humbly. And 
so we do occupy very cramped quarters. I am sure my 
colleagues in other departments would find that most 
intolerable. But as time goes on and things change, 
maybe folks might have a second look at that. 

And as I am on that page, I will note that 
whilst we can certainly make do, and it is a learning 
curve for us to do so, and a humbling experience, I 
just want to make sure, Minister, that the office of the 
Auditor, who I do know in this book has some 
$290,000 allocated for rents . . . I just want to make 
sure that if it is $390,000 or $400,000 that they need, 
that they have the secure facilities required to carry 
out probably one of the most sensitive exercises in 
this country under a Head. 

Because you will know that there have been 
times in the past, and in the recent past—not so much 
with this Auditor but with the immediate past auditor—
when they may have had to live off of bread and water 
for a day or two. And we are certainly not advocating 
that type of treatment for anyone that is under the 
government’s employ. I know there are certain per-
sons that would like to put the Leader of the Opposi-
tion on bread and water. And you know he would not 
mind . . . maybe he should. He might be able to lose a 
few pounds. 

But on a more serious note, I think it is impor-
tant that the Office of the Auditor is secure, is sepa-
rate from other buildings and cannot be breached or 
compromised, because the most sensitive of informa-
tion critical to the good governance of this country is 
carried out. 

And whilst at first glance, people might say 
My, my, my, my, my, look at all that, in comparison to, 
My, my, my, my, my, look at what the Opposition 
Leader’s office pays for rent. But I would live in a 
shoebox and make sure that the office of the Auditor 
has the type of facilities that are secure, where docu-
ments can be properly locked away if need be, where 
calls could be made without anybody hearing, and 
that they have the proper facilities to be able to go 
over locally and overseas to drill down on what needs 
to be drilled on and follow the money. 

Because when this country knows that the of-
fices that provide the checks and balances have the 
support and do not have to worry about the impedi-
ments that some in the past have had to worry about, 
then that certainly will not trickle down, it will filter 
down so that persons who are acting in an egregious 
way with the handling of our money know that some-
one is going to be watching over them, and the con-

sequences of poor choices, the consequences of mi-
shandling government funds will be [made] to appear 
before the courts, could result in prosecution and, if 
found guilty, could result in time spent somewhere 
else, or a suitable fine that the courts find necessary. 
So we are talking about serious stuff.  

I know I started off by just sort of making light. 
You have to, when you have the type of facilities I 
have, you have to make light of that. But I certainly 
had to point out, because the experience that our Au-
ditor here has had, and the Office of the Auditor has 
had, has not been the most pleasant, where there is a 
history of problems with facilities. And I want to make 
sure that we move forward in a way that makes all 
offices, such as the Office of the Auditor and the Om-
budsman’s, and the Internal Audit, the type of facilities 
that are necessary and in keeping with what would 
take place in any other jurisdiction charged with keep-
ing a watchful eye on a budget that has grown from, 
as I said when I first came in the Legislature, less than 
$500 million to over one billion—and debt to match it.  

That did not happen back in those days. And 
that is what it is. But we need to make it what is ne-
cessary to keep pace with what we are dealing with 
today. 
 Back on [page] B-9, as it relates to the line 
items under the Legislature. I will move along those 
lines, and I will go up to Youth Parliament. And I am 
very pleased that we have a budget, and I will declare 
my interest in that line item. I, in the early 1970s, was 
a Member of Youth Parliament. 

I can remember a former late Member who 
occupied the constituency that I occupy. Lenny Swan 
(whose last name I share) was the Minister of Youth, 
Sports and Recreation that introduced Youth Parlia-
ment, and followed by him was Mr. Ernest Decouto, 
former Speaker of the House, who was the Youth and 
Sports Minister that believed in Youth Parliament. So 
Youth Parliament has been around a long time.  

The current Minister of Public Safety was also 
part of Youth Parliament, as were other Members. 
And it provides a good service. I declare my interest 
again. My daughter is a current Member of Youth Par-
liament. I am very grateful for those persons who take 
time out to volunteer, and those who as part of their 
service—Ms. Wolffe and the staff here at the House of 
Assembly—make the facilities available for Youth Par-
liamentarians. 

I know that there are some that would like for 
Youth Parliamentarians . . . if they are listening or if 
you know them, just tell them to respect the desks that 
they use, the Members’ desks. When I was in Youth 
Parliament we did not have the luxury of coming to the 
House of Parliament. And I say luxury . . . but be-
cause I learned the procedures of Parliament I re-
member the fact that Dame Lois actually came and 
visited Youth Parliament when I was there. And it 
leaves a very lasting impression. You remember those 
things as you grow older.  



Official Hansard Report 28 February 2011 805 
 

 House of Assembly 

We used St. Andrew’s Church, just across 
from the Bank of Bermuda right here on Church 
Street. 

And so coming to Parliament back in the 
1970s and 1980s when I was poking around hoping to 
be here one day, I had an idea of procedures, be-
cause, as I said, the current Minister Burgess was one 
of the counsellors that helped teach us the laws. I had 
an idea of what laws were. I had an idea of how you 
make amendments. I learned that at 16-years-old. But 
I did not have the luxury of sitting in here and thinking 
that I belonged here. I sat over there wanting to get 
here. 

So we have to be careful that we do not just. . 
. sometimes you have to create a little bit of a hunger 
in people. And that is how you build it. You do not 
want to make the mistake of just giving little young 
Zinzi too much, too soon. It is nice for them to want to 
be in that chair and get there, and not just come here 
and sit here and look and say, What does daddy have 
here? Or, What does Mr. Moniz have there? Or, What 
does the Premier have there? Maybe at the end of the 
year they get one chance to sit up here, because to 
get up here you have to earn it, and the old-fashioned 
way. Some people have to believe in it. 

So I am a big supporter of Youth Parliament, I 
have some strong views on Youth Parliament. I want 
to congratulate those people that are organising Youth 
Parliament because I have seen more young people 
of great diversity involved in Youth Parliament than I 
can ever recall. And that is a credit to those people 
who have made it so and are continuing to make it so. 

I do believe I can take the opportunity to thank 
Mrs. Lister, who was very much an integral part—
there are one or two Lister’s in the House of Assem-
bly, and I think this Mrs. Lister is connected with the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Dennis Lister (his wife), who 
has done a great deal of work over many years ensur-
ing that the legacy of Youth Parliament continues 
whilst we have had a not-so-new Government (a dif-
ferent government) for some 13 years now. 
 And whilst we are on the Legislature, Mr. 
Chairman, I know that there is money in the capital 
allocation. I know it because Mr. Barritt referred to it, 
so I do not have to go right to the page. I think it was 
maybe some $500,000, I believe, that was allocated 
for refurbishment. I would like to ask the question, 
respectfully, where are we with regard to the court 
building moving out of this building and possibly going 
somewhere out of the Sessions House that we occupy 
now? 

Because I do know what I have heard (I am 
not referring to House and Grounds or anything). But 
there was some talk that the court building below 
would no longer be so, and maybe that the Senate 
would meet in this building and quite possibly other 
parts of this building would be reallocated for the use 
of Parliament. 

And Mr. Chairman, I am going to be honest 
with you. If you really want to . . . and the Honourable 
Member that speaks for good governance here . . . 
and I have to congratulate him, because I do not think 
there are too many Members that go through every 
word, every colon, semicolon and the like. I know that 
is his trade, being a lawyer. But I know of the due dili-
gence that he gives every bill. And I think you proba-
bly have had a chance to witness what type of detail-
oriented person he is. 

Indeed Mr. Chairman, I remember in my in-
fancy days of coming into the Legislature and using 
the library to read up on speeches that the Honoura-
ble late L. Frederick Wade, the late Mr. Cox, the late 
Dame Lois, used to [give] in their budget replies so 
that I could get an idea of how to communicate to 
folks. And I think we certainly operate under a struc-
ture that took place when you had budgets that were 
$100 million, $200 million, and $300 million. 

And today the need for research, the need for 
outreach, the need for keeping in touch with people 
goes beyond the type of politics that took place when I 
was out here, coming up there and sitting until the 
wee hours of the morning because I wanted to be 
here. And, Mr. Chairman, I have to be honest; not all 
people are created equal. Not everyone, but every 
person that comes to the Legislature needs to have 
the equal amount of tools to serve the people to the 
best of their ability. 

I will argue that until the cows come home, 
because it should not depend on who you work for, or 
who you do not work for, as to whether or not your 
heart is in the right place, or your commitment is right 
to say what needs to be said on an issue. And the 
tools to make sure that you can drill down . . . what 
are the tools? 

If I am just a country boy (like I am, Mr. 
Chairman), and I am in touch with maybe 600 or 700 
country folks like me, they might be able to say, Look, 
Swan, I feel this way. Within the Legislature you 
should have resources, either outsourced or the like, 
to be able to assist in getting that message communi-
cated in legalise. Now I remember the late Dame Lois 
used to say, Look, this language has got to be able to 
communicate to that boy up in Devonshire West. We 
need to make sure legislation is such that the average 
person can understand. I agree with that wholehear-
tedly. 

And so it is important that the Legislature has 
the tools. I am one that is very happy that we have 
Hansard. The first conference that I attended was in 
Trinidad, where the Trinidadian Parliament has Han-
sard, and proper staffing and the like, to be able to 
provide the country with the type of things that Mem-
bers want, such as a website. And we have an intern, 
Mr. Derek Lamb here, who is assisting us in getting 
our speeches, and I give him credit. 

You cannot depend on the press to report 
you. You could say A, B, C; but A and C sound better 
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than B, and so all you get is A and C, and it gives the 
total meaning of X, Y, Z. And that is what happens. 
But if you have Hansard, then you can cross-
reference that to what someone interprets you saying, 
or someone writes how they want it to reflect and 
slants what they want you to mean. Hello? And that is 
the type of transparency and level playing field that is 
needed from the Legislature, because it is all about 
having a level playing field—not slanted. 

So that is why, when you talk about Non-
Ministry Heads, you need to have mechanisms in 
place that make it fair. And I know a little bit of some-
thing about fair, because I play a sport where if you go 
in the trees and your ball moves, you call the penalty 
on yourself. I am just talking about protecting the field, 
not saying about I will be one stroke less and I might 
make $100,000 more. No! It is not mine. I do not want 
it. I made an infraction on the rules. That is the type of 
integrity that we need to have so that we do not need 
an Office of the Internal Audit, or you do not need an 
Ombudsman’s Office. You would not need it because 
there just would not be a need for it. But because that 
mindset is a long way off we certainly support the fact 
that they are here. 
 Now, Mr. Chairman, I know this debate ends 
in about 20 . . . oh, one thing, Parliamentary Regi-
strar’s Office. We certainly need to ensure that we 
examine ways in which we can make sure that roll 
reflects the constituency that exists. And I know the 
Parliamentary Registrar works very hard, and I give 
him a great deal of credit. But we know that in certain 
constituencies when the election is called and then 
you have 30 or 45 days to deal with certain things, 
within that period the electoral roll is a moving target 
and we certainly need to look at ways in which we can 
tighten up.  

My colleague, Mr. Barritt, has certainly ad-
vanced—and others have advanced—some very cre-
ditable recommendations as to how we can even get it 
even tighter. 
 Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Honourable Opposition 
Leader. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Non-Ministry Heads? 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. R. Horton. 
 Mr. Horton, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: Thank you Mr. Chair-
man. Do you need a few more minutes? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, Mr. Horton we have about eight 
minutes left, and I am sure that the Minister responsi-
ble would like about five minutes to respond. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton: All right, I will keep it to 
about five. 

 Mr. Chairman I just wanted to speak briefly 
and, really, I reiterate and just confirm much of what 
has been said before. And particularly, Mr. Chair, I 
would like to just reiterate this Government’s empha-
sis on openness.  

This Government is as open as any govern-
ment ever has been in this country, and it is very clear 
when you look at these Heads (the Heads that we are 
looking at this afternoon) that the Government is in-
deed placing emphasis on having all of the people of 
this country know and understand what is going on in 
the Government. 
 Mr. Chairman, when I look at the Heads, first 
of all I look at one Head that really strikes me, and 
that is the Head of the Ombudsman. And I guess I 
know about that very well because I served as Minis-
ter, and I gave the Ombudsman some work to do. The 
Ministry that I was working in gave the Ombudsman . . 
. in fact, we probably kept her in her job. But I say that 
only to speak of the importance of there being an 
Ombudsman in place to ensure, Mr. Chairman, that all 
of our departments, all people in authority in our Gov-
ernment, behave in a manner that is fair to those 
people who are using the services of the Government. 
 And so the Ombudsman’s Office certainly is 
doing that. The Ombudsman’s Office certainly is at-
tentive—very attentive I believe—to any situations 
which arise where members of the public find it ne-
cessary to report. And the Ombudsman moves very 
quickly on that. 

Mr. Chairman, when we look at the depart-
ment, the Ombudsman’s objective, as well, is to pro-
vide timely, educative annual reports. And, certainly, 
we can say that the reports that have come to this 
House have been indeed just that. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take much 
time, but only to emphasise . . . contrary to the Ho-
nourable Member who just took his seat, who seemed 
to have a sleight to the fact that this Government is 
indeed an open Government, we are that. And we will 
continue to provide the level of support that we need 
to the Auditor for the wonderful job that she is doing 
with her team, to the Internal Audit for the job that they 
are doing, and to the Ombudsman. 

And then of course when we come to the Par-
liament, I would just like to say that I hope that we will 
see in the future . . . I am presently working on the 
parliamentary select committee dealing with crime and 
gun violence. I am learning and realising the value of 
parliamentary committees in getting to the gut of what 
happens in this country. And I am certainly going to be 
one who is going to be pushing for more parliamenta-
ry select committees so that (1) Members of Parlia-
ment other than Ministers become more involved with 
what is going on in the House; and (2) so that we can 
continue to drill as deep as we can into what might be 
the causes of problems that we have and challenges 
that we have in our community. 
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So I take my hat off, Mr. Chairman, to the Mi-
nister for presenting what he has, and I think he may 
have half a minute to wrap up. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you Honourable Member. 
 Does any other Member wish to speak to the 
Non-Ministry Heads?  

If not, we will allot the last four minutes to the 
Minister responsible, the Honourable Minister without 
Portfolio, M. Weeks. 
 Honourable Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: Thank you, Mr Chairman. 
 I want to thank all the Honourable Members 
for a robust discussion on some very important Non-
Ministries. I want to stress that this Government is 
about transparency and accountability. I got a lot of 
questions during the debate, and I will try to answer 
as many as I can in the last few minutes. 
 One of the questions was to break down the 
Ombudsman’s investigation, audits and reports. And I 
would like to say that that is better explained in the 
Ombudsman’s Annual Report to this House. So I do 
not have it on hand, but it is better explained by the 
Ombudsman’s report. 
 Another question that concerned the Auditor 
General; who should speak in the House as far as the 
Non-Ministers go? And I feel that someone must 
speak as to expenses contained in the budget book. 
The public must be given an account of funds that 
Government spends. And again, it is an indication of 
our transparency and accountability. 
 Another question we had was who prepared 
the briefs? All five of the Heads that were reported on, 
Mr. Chairman, were all separate briefs, and they were 
developed for the budget. The Ombudsman, the Par-
liamentary Registrar, the Clerk to the Legislature,  Di-
rector of Internal Audit. All briefs were prepared by the 
relevant Heads. 
 I am trying to be as quick as I can, Mr. Chair-
man. 
 Why does Internal Audit come under Non-
Ministry? Well Internal Audit reports administratively to 
the Cabinet Secretary and, operationally, to the Inter-
nal Audit Committee. The department is under the 
Non-Ministry to protect both its independence and to 
ensure, Mr. Chairman, its objectivity as they perform 
assurance reviews. Independence is freedom from all 
the conditions that threaten the ability of Internal Audit 
to carry out their responsibilities in an unbiased man-
ner. 
 Another question was (Mr. Chairman, I think 
we have enough time), what was the money stated for 
under the Clerk to the Legislature? The money is for a 
new website that was going to be presented to the 
House and Grounds Committee for review and con-
tent to ensure that it meets standard and also refur-
bishment for new electrical wiring. 
 

Hon. Michael Weeks: Are we out of time? 
 
The Chairman: I think that we are perhaps out of time 
for these Non-Ministry Departments. 

Mr. Minister, do you now wish to make a mo-
tion that the [Non-Ministry] Heads, 2, 5, 63, 85, and 92 
be approved and stand as part of the Estimates? 
 
Hon. Michael Weeks: So moved, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: So moved. 
 Thank you. That concludes . . .  

Any objections to that motion?  
No objections?  
It is agreed to. 

 That concludes the debate on the Non-
Ministry [Heads]. 
 
[Motion carried: Non-Ministry Heads 2, 5, 63, 85 and 
92 were considered by a Committee of the whole 
House and approved] 
 
The Chairman: Madam Premier? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr Chair. 
 Mr. Chair, I ask that the Committee rise and 
report progress, and I ask for leave to sit again. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any objections to that mo-
tion?  

No objections?  
Agreed to. 

 
[Motion carried: The Committee of Supply rose to re-
port progress and sought leave to sit again] 
 

House resumed at 7:51 pm 
 

[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection that the Commit-
tee rises and reports progress and asks for leave to sit 
again? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: That brings us to . . . Orders two and 
three are being carried over. We are now at Order 
four. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, we are doing 
the Development and Planning Act 2011. 
 
The Speaker: That is Order number three. 
 Minister Roban, the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke East. 
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 Minister, you have the floor. 
 

BILLS 
 

SECOND READING 
 

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that the Bill entitled the Development 
and Planning Amendment Act 2011 be now read a 
second time. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker I rise to introduce the Second 
Reading of a Bill entitled the Development and Plan-
ning Amendment Act 2011. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are two proposed amend-
ments to this statute that are intended to do the follow-
ing: clarify that Special Development Orders have leg-
islative effect; bring Special Development Orders un-
der Parliamentary scrutiny; apply the affirmative reso-
lution procedure to the grant of Special Development 
Orders and validate Special Development Orders pre-
viously granted that were not subject to Parliamentary 
scrutiny. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Minister responsible for 
Planning currently has the power to grant planning 
permission by way of either General Development 
Order or Special Development Order, and his authori-
ty is provided under the Development and Planning 
Act 1974. 
 Mr. Speaker the making of Special Develop-
ment Orders is authorised under section 15 of the 
principal Act, however the principal Act is silent on the 
parliamentary procedure to be adopted. That being 
the case, the default position under the Statutory In-
struments Act 1977 holds that the affirmative resolu-
tion procedures should apply. However, it would ap-
pear that, to date, Special Development Orders have 
not been subject to such a process, and procedurally 
have been dealt with inconsistently. 
 Mr. Speaker, the background research indi-
cates that through 2006, Special Development Orders 
were classified as statutory instruments and, this be-
ing the case, under the Statutory Instruments Act 
1977 they should have been subject to parliamentary 
scrutiny through the affirmative resolution procedure. 
Mr. Speaker, it would also appear that from 2006, 
Special Development Orders were classified as gov-
ernment notices rather than statutory instruments and 

thus did not need, and were not subject to, parliamen-
tary scrutiny. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Attorney General’s Cham-
bers have considered the issue and advised that the 
matter needs to be clarified, particularly as section 15 
of the principal Act is silent on the matter. 

Having considered this issue and the advice 
available to myself, as the Minister responsible for 
Planning, the Government deemed it important going 
forward that the principal Act be amended to clarify 
that a Special Development Order is a statutory in-
strument, and thus subject to parliamentary scrutiny. 
 Furthermore, we believe that such scrutiny 
should be via affirmative resolution procedure; thereby 
ensuring that the Legislature can fully consider and 
debate all permissions and conditions to be attached 
to a Special Development Order. This will ensure 
transparency of the decision-making process and the 
ability for Parliament, the Legislature, and the public to 
comment and openly debate such orders. 
 Mr. Speaker, a further consideration is that it 
should be argued that Special Development Orders 
granted thus far are invalid, because they have not 
been subject to parliamentary scrutiny. I am therefore 
taking the opportunity to address this issue with this 
amendment. 
 Mr. Speaker, with those introductory remarks, 
I now move that the Bill entitled the Development and 
Planning Amendment Act 2011 be read a second 
time, and invite further comment from Members of the 
House. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Roban. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member Mr. 
N. Simons, Smith’s South. 
 The Honourable Member, Mr. Simons, has 
the floor. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will make it clear up front that 
we support this piece of legislation and we commend 
the Minister for bringing it to the House at this time 
and bringing it into the public domain. 
 Mr. Speaker, as he said in his opening re-
marks, it clarifies the fact that the SDO is a statutory 
instrument. It also comes to the House so that the de-
cisions made to grant SDOs are validated by the 
House. 
 Mr. Speaker, we also support it because we 
believe that if the SDOs are brought to the House 
there will be an additional examination for fairness. 
The House will be able to discuss whether it is appro-
priate for our social needs, and it will also give us the 
opportunity to review it to ensure that it complies with 
local and existing laws and covenants. In addition, the 
House can also examine whether the SDO is for the 
better welfare of Bermuda at large. 



Official Hansard Report 28 February 2011 809 
 

 House of Assembly 

 Mr. Speaker, having said that, I have a couple 
of questions that I can raise about the process. We 
know that we have an SDO here. And when the SDO 
is crafted, in essence, it comes before the House. 
From the House, based on the covenants attached to 
the SDO, there are certain conditions, i.e., planning 
restrictions, feasibility studies, development issues, 
that will require the approval of the DAB [Development 
Applications Board]. 
 So Mr. Speaker, each SDO will have its own 
conditions that will be required for planning in prin-
ciple, and most of them will say that it has to have 
DAB approval before it goes forward to the final de-
velopment order. 
 The question that I would like for the Minister 
to speak to is simple. If the application goes through 
the DAB process and a decision is made that is con-
trary to the SDO, the decision then is elevated to the 
Minister of the Environment. And again, the Minister of 
the Environment will have the discretion to overrule 
the DAB’s decision, or he may accept their decision. If 
he allows it to go through the proper process, i.e., into 
and out of DAB, and DAB goes against his decision 
and he overrules their decision, then the question is 
how does that provide a clear process?  

I mean, he stated to bring it to the House for 
approval, for presentation to the DAB, but if the DAB 
(the Development Application Board) does not agree, 
then the Minister also has the right to rescind any de-
cision that they have. So I would like for him to clear 
that up, because when he receives the decision of the 
DAB he will not bring the SDO back to the House. So I 
would like for him to provide clarity in that arena. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, generally we support the 
endeavour. We commend the Minister for being 
transparent. It is well overdue, and we hope that this 
is the beginning of a new era of transparency when it 
comes to the planning process. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons, the Honoura-
ble Member from Smith’s South. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. T. Moniz, from Smith’s West. 
 Mr. Moniz, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Hello, and thank you. I am just 
making sure this thing works, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is a very interesting piece of legislation. 
As the Minister laid out, there was obviously some 
serious doubt about the validity of previously made 
SDOs. And when he gave his Ministerial Statement on 
the day he introduced this Act, I think he said it went 
back to something like 2004, where a certain proce-
dure was followed. I do not know whether it was ga-
zetting them at that time and then after that they were 
not even gazetted. 

What disturbs me, as a lawyer, about this 
piece of legislation is that retroactive or retrospective 
legislation should be used sparingly and should only 
be used in very specific instances. And the thing that 
bothers me with this legislation is it gives carte 
blanche approval to all of the previous SDOs, but it 
does not even condescend to list what they are. We 
do not even know what it is we are approving tonight. 
So, to me, this does not make sense. 

The Act says it provides for validation of cer-
tain Development Orders, and it says [at clause 3], 
“Any development order made under section 15 of the 
Development and Planning Act 1974 before the com-
ing into operation of this Act, which was not made 
subject to the affirmative resolution procedure, shall 
be deemed to have been validly made.” 
 Well what are those development orders? 
This House should clearly know what it is approving. It 
should be attached to this piece of legislation, in my 
view; but if it is not, he should still be submitting— 
 
The Speaker: I am sure he can give you a few exam-
ples of what he means when he has an opportunity to 
reply. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I know about examples. I 
hope he and all the technical officers can give me a 
comprehensive list of all the development orders to 
which this applies and lay it before the House so that 
the people of Bermuda know what it is we are doing 
up here. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 Any further speakers?  

No further speakers?  
The Minister in charge has a right to reply. 

Minister Roban from Pembroke East has the floor. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I will attempt to answer the question posed by 
the Honourable Cole Simons first.  

I think what he actually has put . . . has to do 
with specific SDOs, and this Bill certainly does not 
seek to address what a Minister might do around a 
particular application. Each application stands on its 
own. And its details and how it is handled in the plan-
ning process is always . . . I mean that is quite clear. 

But I do not believe there is an answer that I 
can give, to say I can tell him how a Minister would 
deal with a particular SDO application. That does not 
really fit the debate that we are doing. Perhaps it is for 
the next debate, a future debate where a specific Or-
der is being discussed. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Point of clarification, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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The Speaker: Do you yield? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: The Minister is yielding. Mr. Moniz? 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: All I wanted . . . it may be 
available in some place, I just thought it appropriate 
for the Minister to table before this House a list of the 
SDOs that we are retroactively—not the conditions 
attached or how they were made, just a simple list. It 
may be available somewhere, but unless you tell us 
what they are, we do not— 
 
The Speaker: Minister Roban? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the 
Honourable and Learned Member’s anticipation or 
need to have his question answered. I was going to 
his question; I was first addressing the issue of his 
honourable and learned friend. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am sorry. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Not a problem; we are all 
friends in this House. 
 Mr. Speaker, in relation to the question by the 
Honourable and Learned Member, I do in fact have a 
list which I can provide. It was certainly what I used to 
prepare, and there is a list that I can provide to the 
Honourable and Learned Member which will have a 
list of SDOs that have been provided— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: —I can, if I am permitted.  

These were all public documents that were 
laid. And I do have a list that I can provide. It was not 
seen as being material to this debate, but it was cer-
tainly material to my preparation of this debate. 
 If I can provide this list and table it . . . is this 
satisfactory, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Just give it to the Sergeant-at-
Arms so you do not get out of your place. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, just a 
point of clarification— 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes, it was a list produced by 
Chambers, of Orders that had been produced actually 
going back to the 1990s. But it will have a list of all the 
Orders since then up to now. 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat, Mr. Simons. 
 

Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Just a point of clarifica-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: The Minister was saying something, 
and we wanted to hear what he was saying. 
 Minister, do you wish to continue, or do you 
want to— 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I think I have actually ans-
wered the Honourable Member’s request and ques-
tion, but, as I said for the first question, I do not be-
lieve that that answer is material to . . . here or what 
he requested is answerable to a specific Order and 
what might happen around an Order. But this particu-
lar amendment does not propose to know what the 
Minister will do in the future, or any Order. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, just a cla-
rification on the— 
 
The Speaker: Are you asking for a point of clarifica-
tion? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: The Minister is yielding, so, Mr. Simons 
. . .  
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Clarification] 

 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: The list of SDOs . . . 
can we depend on the list of SDOs that are tabulated 
in the Bermuda Laws? Are they up to date there? Be-
cause I know you have a list of SDOs there . . . are 
they current? And if I want to check it going forward at 
any time, can I go to Bermuda Laws and just look un-
der SDOs for that? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I do not see why not. I cannot 
confirm on what you have looked at. But I do know 
that what I have received is a list from Chambers. But 
I do not know whether the list that is on Bermuda 
Laws is accurate or not; I cannot attest to that. It 
probably is, but I cannot attest to that. But I can cer-
tainly . . . the list that I have provided is a list that was 
provided from Chambers, who would presumably 
have all the information that is required. 
 
The Speaker: The Minister has wrapped up; unless it 
is . . . the Minister had just finished wrapping up. I am 
sorry. 
 Minister, will you move that we now . . . and 
the other Minister will have an opportunity when we go 
into Committee.  

We move that it now be considered by a 
Committee of the whole House?  
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Any objections? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Will the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke Central, the Deputy Speaker, Mr. Perin-
chief, please take the Chair of Committee? 
 

House in Committee at 8:09 pm 
 

[Hon. Wayne Perinchief, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
The Chairman: The House is now sitting in Commit-
tee. 
 We are now considering a Bill entitled the De-
velopment and Planning Amendment Act 2011. Minis-
ter, do you wish to set the Bill? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
 I do wish to move clauses 1 through 3. 
 
The Chairman: Yes. Carry on. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
 The Bill seeks to amend the Development and 
Planning Act 1974, the principal Act, in order to clarify 
that Special Development Orders have legislative ef-
fect, bring Special Development Orders under parlia-
mentary scrutiny, apply the affirmative resolution pro-
cedure to the grant of Special Development Orders 
and validate Special Development Orders previously 
granted that were not subject to parliamentary scruti-
ny. 
 Clause 1 is the standard citation provision. 

Clause 2 amends section 15 of the principal 
Act by expressly providing that all Special Develop-
ment Orders are subject to the affirmative resolution 
procedure. 
 Clause 3 also amends section 15 of the prin-
cipal Act by inserting a subparagraph that validates 
any previous Special Development Order that was not 
made subject to the affirmative resolution procedure. 
 Those are all the clauses, Mr. Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Yes.  

Does any Member wish to speak to clauses 1 
to 3 in the Development and Planning Amendment Act 
2011? 

No Member wishes to speak to those claus-
es? 

Then I will call upon the Minister. 
 

Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Chairman, I move that 
clauses 1 through 3 be approved as printed. 
 
The Chairman: Those in favour of the motion say 
Aye. Those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 through 3 passed] 
 
The Chairman: Do you now wish to move the pream-
ble? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes, I move the preamble 
and I move that the Bill be reported to the House as 
passed. 
 
The Chairman: Those in favour of that motion, say 
Aye. Those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Chairman: The Ayes have it. 
 The Bill will now be reported to the House as 
printed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Development and Planning 
Amendment Act 2011 was considered by a Commit-
tee of the whole House, approved without amend-
ments, and will be reported to the House.] 
 
[Pause] 
 

House resumed at 8:12 pm 
 
[Hon. Stanley Lowe, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT ON BILL 
 

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to the Report of 
the Committee that the Bill be approved? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: That brings us to the next Order, Order 
4—Consideration of the draft Order entitled “Tucker’s 
Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and 
St. George’s Parishes) Special Development Order 
2011” in the name of the Minister of the Environment. 
 The Honourable Minister, Mr. W. Roban has 
the floor. 
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 Minister? 
 

DRAFT ORDER 
TUCKER’S POINT RESORT RESIDENTIAL DE-
VELOPMENT (HAMILTON AND ST. GEORGE’S 
PARISHES) SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT ORDER 

2011 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
consideration be given to a draft Order entitled, 
“Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development 
(Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special Devel-
opment Order 2011,” proposed to be made by the Mi-
nister responsible for the Environment, Planning and 
Infrastructure Strategy under the provision of section 
15(2) of the Development and Planning Act 1974. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on Minister. We normally do 
these in the House. Just carry on. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to introduce the 
Second Reading of the Special Development Order 
entitled Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Develop-
ment (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 
Development Order 2011. 
 Mr. Speaker, I honestly say that I come here 
before you today with a sense of pride. I stand with 
pride because of the steps that we are taking today, 
which are unprecedented in this House. Never before 
has a Government tabled for debate and public scruti-
ny a Special Development Order. 

Over the years such Orders—although legiti-
mate, and I must stress legitimate, means of obtaining 
developmental approval—have been regarded by just 
a few in the community, Mr. Speaker, as a so-called 
backdoor method, a circumvention of the normal 
planning process. But, Mr. Speaker, this is not really 
so. It must be understood by Members of this House 
and the public that Orders of the past have been pro-
vided after most careful consultation and were made 
to achieve national priorities. 

Certainly this Government has made Orders, 
and so have previous governments. So one should 
not presume that they are made in any questionable 
way. Thus we firmly believe that the Development and 
Planning Act 1974 foresaw the need for such Orders 
and made specific provisions for them through section 
15 of the Development and Planning Act 1974. 

They are legitimate tools under the law—
make that clear. They are legitimate tools under the 
law. But it is a perception, Mr. Speaker, of a Special 
Development Order as an aberration. This perhaps 
has arisen because they were granted without much 
public consultation or parliamentary scrutiny. This 
Government, as we have just witnessed, has ad-
dressed this issue with the action we just made, and 
that should be noted. 

As a result of those steps, for the very first 
time a Special Development Order (or, as is known 
commonly—SDO) has been tabled in the House and 
been subject to full public scrutiny. Let me say, Mr. 
Speaker, we are thrilled. We are thrilled to have pro-
vided this House and the public with the opportunity 
that we have seen over this past month, and we are 
even more thrilled by the passion of the debate that 
has been occasioned by virtue of our taking this step. 
 Mr. Speaker, upon tabling this Order we heard 
the usual voices rise in objection, espousing the usual 
arguments against the SDOs. It is clear, Mr. Speaker, 
that some of those voices did not even read the Or-
der. And, Mr. Speaker, I say this because I know this, 
because some of those persons admitted to myself 
and the officials in our Ministry just that. 

But we understand, Mr. Speaker. We under-
stand because they are not used to having these Or-
ders available to them to have an opportunity to know 
what is going on. So we understand the passion of 
their response and, frankly, why they did not realise 
they could even read it or have access to it, because it 
had not happened before. But this Government has 
made that opportunity available. 
 Mr. Speaker, to foster debate and to further 
demonstrate this Government’s desire to work openly 
and encourage public scrutiny of our actions, I myself 
took to talk shows, listened to the community, and 
addressed concerns raised. Even prior to this very 
debate this evening, our Ministry had discussed the 
issue directly with those who support it and those who 
do not. Some were concerned that we would attempt 
to rush it though, sneak it though, Mr. Speaker, and 
debate it quietly so no one could know what was 
going on. 

Let me make it clear, Mr. Speaker, this is not 
the manner [in which] this Government operates. We 
do not operate that way. We placed the debate of this 
Order in the public domain over a month ago (nearly a 
month ago I should say), and have given the public 
time to digest it and comment on it, as we have clearly 
seen. The transparent process we have used regard-
ing this Order represents just another step in the de-
velopment of our democracy, and we are happy to 
have orchestrated this process, Mr. Speaker. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, perhaps as a result of this 
process some unfortunate things have arisen, ques-
tions of the integrity of certain persons, like myself, 
around my intentions around this Order. That was un-
fortunate. But, at the same time, I appreciate some of 
the emotions around this issue. I did not think that was 
necessary, but, Mr. Speaker, it is understandable, 
perhaps because of the types of emotions that you 
are going to find around actions like this. 

But perhaps now, Mr. Speaker, that debate 
that surrounds such development orders can be on 
the merits of SDOs and no longer on the perceived 
deception that has some people thinking . . . pre-
sumed to be taking place, perhaps now the debate 
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can take place, in (if I can borrow the phrase) that 
area called the full sunshine of public scrutiny. Per-
haps now that can happen because of the process 
that we have undertaken with this and those going 
forward will take. That can always be a part of the de-
bate around these Orders, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, consideration of this Special 
Development Order has involved finding a difficult 
balance between conflicting interests. From an envi-
ronmental standpoint, Tucker’s Point is very impor-
tant—containing woodland areas and habitats of na-
tional significance, with one of the highest percentag-
es of native and endemic tree species per acre. It is 
home to the last stand of native yellowwood trees in 
Bermuda and contains extensive cave systems which 
have only been partly surveyed to date. 
 Mr. Speaker on the other hand, and from a 
national tourism perspective, it is clearly of critical im-
portance that a prestigious five star resort, acclaimed 
and celebrated internationally and largely funded by 
on-island Bermudian capital, is not seen to fail. Such a 
scenario would have potentially devastating conse-
quences for our tourism industry as a whole, for the 
international reputation of Bermuda, for confidence 
from the overseas markets upon which we rely for 
investment. Taking all those things together, this will 
present a considerable risk to our country. 
 Mr. Speaker, in balancing these interests, the 
Government has come to the conclusion that the wid-
er national need is best served by ensuring the future 
survival of this resort. In this respect, I do not wish to 
mislead anyone in this House or the public, and to say 
that there are no environmental impacts arising from 
what has been outlined. However, Mr. Speaker, with 
the number of studies that have to be submitted and 
the conditions that must be met before final planning 
permission can even be considered, we are satisfied 
that such impacts can be mitigated. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government has taken ex-
ceptional care, and I repeat exceptional care, to strike 
the most harmonious balance possible between the 
protection of our environment and sustaining social 
and economic development. In order to achieve this 
balance, the Government has consulted extensively 
with the Department of Conservation Services, the 
Sustainable Development Unit, and the Department of 
Planning. 

The technical officers within these depart-
ments were given full access to the principals of 
Tucker’s Point Club in order to better understand all 
that would seek to be encompassed by the owners of 
this environmentally sensitive land that is the subject 
of this Order. Having understood their plans, Mr. 
Speaker, technical officers—who are really the true 
experts in Bermuda around island conservation . . . 
they are the professional environmentalists. This is 
their calling, this is their profession. They are scien-
tists, they are technicians, and they are our on-island 
specialists around everything concerning the envi-

ronment. Sustainability and the issue of orderly land 
development—these are the areas that they are well 
paid and certainly have the credentials to give good 
opinion around. [They] were given full licence to rec-
ommend to myself, as the Minister, the way forward. 
So, Mr. Speaker, when those cliché statements about 
the Minister didn’t follow the advice of the technical 
officers are bantered around by certain interests . . . 
absolutely false, without a doubt. Those technical ex-
perts were the exclusive reliance that this Minister 
took to ensure that this Order was crafted in the best 
possible way, taking consideration of all the factors 
that were involved. This they did in an extremely tho-
rough and comprehensive manner. And I think if 
Members review the Order, if the public reviews the 
Order, they will see that that is the level of care that 
was taken around this. 
 Mr. Speaker, the conditions that have been 
attached to this Order represent the very recommen-
dations—unaltered—put forth by the technical officers 
who have the sustainability of Bermuda as their prima-
ry objective, sustainability and the protection of Ber-
muda. There is no lack of love of country or her 
people amongst this group of people, Mr. Speaker. So 
all of that went into their making sure that this was 
done right. 
 Mr. Speaker, lest there be any doubt, I can 
assure you and this Honourable House that no influ-
ence was heaved upon those officers to design their 
recommendations to meet any particular manner, thus 
the conditions attached are specifically designed to 
achieve balance that a responsible government must 
seek to achieve under the conditions which are being 
specifically addressed where this Order applies. 
 Mr. Speaker, I should also note that in the 
spirit of complete openness and transparency, I ex-
tended an opportunity for the Opposition to meet with 
those same technical officers to receive a full under-
standing of the process that we used and the informa-
tion that would have been considered before deter-
mining the way forward. I made the offer to the Whip, 
who happened to be the chief spokesperson around 
this issue. I do not believe the offer was taken up, but 
I did make it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I am not doing that to dispa-
rage the Opposition. I am just saying and trying to de-
scribe the level of consultation and process and 
openness that we apply here. This is not to be a criti-
cism of what they decide to do or not to do, Mr. 
Speaker, or how they may take a decision on this. I 
am just making it clear to the public the processes that 
we employed and that I felt were necessary to employ 
to ensure that this was fully appreciated in light of— 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, point of 
order. 
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The Speaker: There is a point of order Minister.  

Mr. Simons, what is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: He is misleading the 
House, in that I am sitting here listening to the Minister 
saying he offered the technical officers of the Adminis-
trative Planning the opportunity to meet with us. Quite 
frankly, I do not remember or do not recall that con-
versation, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Be that as it may, Mr. Speak-
er, I am not suggesting anything. But I would not mis-
lead this House in any way around this issue and the 
importance it has. 
 
The Speaker: We know Ministers would not. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

So I will go on from there. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would now like to turn directly 
to the specifics of the Order. That anybody be misled 
in any way as to what specifically is in this document, 
those who may have a strong leaning towards, for or 
against, I would like to make it clear what is there. In 
doing so, I will address some of the issues that have 
been raised through the public debates, and which I 
anticipate will be of interest to everyone. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Special Development Order 
granting planning permission in principle—make that 
clear, in principle, permission only, with conditions for 
development of 10 sites across the Tucker’s Point 
property. Mr. Speaker it is important for me to empha-
sise that it is in principle approval only—only permit-
ting the developer to apply for final approval. All we 
are giving them is permission to make applications, 
which will be subject to the same rigid planning 
process that every standard application of develop-
ment is required to be exposed to in the planning 
process, Mr. Speaker. 

It does not overreach the planning process; it 
does not give them licence to do anything other than 
make an application to the Planning Department 
which will be viewed by the Planning Board. That is it, 
Mr. Speaker. That is essentially it. But I will go further 
in detail, because it is important for me to give infor-
mation to the public as to the detail, Mr. Speaker. 
 Without this Order, because of the zonings 
associated with the land in question, the Development 
Applications Board would have no option but to refuse 
permission without being able to consider the wider 
issues. Most of the parcels of land identified by Tuck-
er’s Point involve some form of conservation zoning in 

the Bermuda Plan 2008 Planning Statement and, 
therefore, could not be supported for approval through 
the normal planning application process. 
 As such, a Special Development Order grant-
ing planning permission in principle, together with 
draft subdivision approval contingent upon stringent 
conditions—Mr. Speaker, I repeat: upon stringent 
conditions—would allow the wider issues to be more 
fully considered. Prior to final approval being possible, 
the developer would need to meet a number of condi-
tions, which I will specify later in my brief. 
 Mr. Speaker, another feature of this in prin-
ciple approval is the time limit. The approval will be 
provided for a period of 10 years from the date upon 
which it becomes effective. Some have claimed that 
such a limit would pressure the developer to sell or 
develop all the lots within that period, and doing so 
within such a timeframe is detrimental to Bermuda. I 
do not quite understand that logic, Mr. Speaker, I must 
admit. This provision has been made to protect the 
public interests. To issue an SDO that is open-ended 
would not take the public interest into full account; it 
would be irresponsible, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, recognising the environmental 
sensitivities of some of the sites, we are proposing 
that a part of the Special Development Order applica-
tion for final planning permission be accompanied by 
a number of studies appropriate to each particular site 
(perhaps this speaks to some of what the Honourable 
Member was asking before) in order to mitigate any 
environmental impact that might arise. 
 This Order has been crafted specifically to-
wards this case, Mr. Speaker. There is nothing gener-
ic about it, because there is a clear understanding of 
the sensitivities of the land space that is being consi-
dered, and it has been crafted to appeal to those is-
sues. 
 Mr. Speaker, over the last few months Minis-
terial colleagues, and more recently I together with 
technical officers, have had discussions with Tucker’s 
Point, culminating in the Special Development Order 
and its conditions that we now are presented with to-
day. As indicated earlier, the conditions have been 
determined after full consultation with the advice from 
technical officers within the Departments of Planning, 
Conservation Services and Sustainable Development. 

I draw the attention of the House, Mr. Speak-
er, to the following conservation conditions:   

1) The need for habitat and woodland vegeta-
tion surveys, where relevant, together with a land use 
impact analysis if any sites are within or set back from 
a nature reserve zone. 

2) Geotechnical assessments to determine 
the presence of any existing caves and subterranean 
topographical surveys, together with minimum exca-
vation depths for tanks and sewage trenching. This is 
designed to protect any caves or voids that are found. 

3) The need for safeguarding existing mature 
endemic native or ornamental plants, together with 
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comprehensive landscaping schemes, which, as a 
principle, will require a mixture of new, native and en-
demic planting. 
 Mr. Speaker, it has been claimed by some out 
there that this SDO would lead to total deforestation, 
and I quote. Those were the words used—“Total de-
forestation.” Clearly Mr. Speaker, we are taking steps 
though this provision to ensure that this is not the 
case. All existing mature endemic, native and orna-
mental plants will be protected and, further, the 
landscaping schemes will be required to provide for a 
mixture of new, native and endemic planting where 
needed. 
 In addition Mr. Speaker, on certain of the 
more sensitive sites a conservation management plan 
will also be required. Aside from the above, all of the 
user requirements relating to details of access roads 
and sewage disposal are required to be submitted. 
 Mr. Speaker, the provisions of the Special 
Development Order also require that all development 
is constructed generally in accordance with the Ber-
muda Plan Residential 2 zoning standards. 

Again, let me just perhaps slightly defer, but it 
is still material to this. It is claimed by some that what 
we are proposing will result in saturation development. 
Mr. Speaker, this provision makes clear that the de-
velopment will be constructed generally under the 
Residential 2 zoning provisions. These provisions are 
the more restrictive of our residential zoning criteria, 
Residential 1 and Residential 2. Residential 2 pro-
vides for the least dense development and the largest 
lot sizes. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it cannot be suc-
cessfully claimed by anyone that the proposals will 
lead to saturation development. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, what is being required 
here is for them to be exposed to the same planning 
regime that everybody else is—it is not allowing them 
to jump over it. They are going to be specifically ex-
posed to it and have to follow it in order to realise 
whatever opportunity is being afforded through the 
applications under this Order. 
 Mr. Speaker, in relation to the proposed sub-
division, similar safeguards are proposed so that a 
final plan of subdivision needs to demonstrate that 
items such as site services, utilities, and all the infra-
structure is provided at that stage. In addition, in the 
case of more sensitive environmental areas, Mr. 
Speaker, within White Crest Hill, environmental sup-
porting studies will also be required. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Order includes various com-
ponent parts as follows: Seven development sites 
have been identified for residential purposes of be-
tween one and nine lots each. A further site has been 
developed around the stables area for a mixed use 
development comprising up to 10 houses in one area, 
and a mixed use development up to a maximum of 24 
units on another. 
 In the longer term, land at Quarry Hill has 
been identified, Mr. Speaker, for expansion of the ex-

isting Tucker’s Point Hotel, providing hotel suites or 
other tourism residential facilities with an amenities 
service area for the provision of bathhouse resort ser-
vices. 
 The Special Development Order will also 
grant planning permission for granting subdivision ap-
proval for all of the above lots. Additionally, the Spe-
cial Order makes provision for the subdivision and the 
development of land at White Crest Hill, comprising 
some 40 acres for the development of 59 residential 
amenity and conservation lots. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just wish to point out that in 
respect to White Crest Hill, planning permission and 
subdivision approval has been previously agreed in 
principle for the majority of the development now pro-
posed. However, the current provisions of the Special 
Development Order proposes to increase some of the 
lot sizes in order to secure an increase on capital re-
turn. 
 As part of the package Mr. Speaker, in rela-
tion to the above and prior to the final subdivision of 
lots on White Crest Hill, two lots comprising 7.5 acres 
at Mangrove Lake and 1.6 acres at the east side of 
White Crest Hill will be conveyed to the Government 
for future conservation purposes. 
 Mr. Speaker, this Government hears and un-
derstands the cries and the words of those who have 
reminded this country of the atrocities of the last 20th 
century that were felt by persons who were once resi-
dent in the areas known as Castle Harbour, Tucker’s 
Town. It is for this reason, Mr. Speaker that we have 
approached this particular Order with openness, with 
sensitivity, and with the responsibility that the matter 
demands. 

In all honesty Mr. Speaker, that is how we 
have approached it, that is how my Cabinet col-
leagues demanded that I approach it, that is how 
members of my caucus demanded that I approach it, 
and certainly it was a requirement and duty in the ho-
nour of those persons that we approach it this way. So 
that has all been taken into my consideration. 

My colleagues did not make it easy for me to 
get this right. And I say that in that they put high stan-
dards on what we had to prepare, and I am thankful 
for that. It merely required me to do more work, but 
that is the work that one must do, Mr. Speaker, if you 
are to get it right. 
 Mr. Speaker, having regard to the difficult bal-
ance that we have worked to achieve, it is of critical 
importance that the Hotel and Residence Club be able 
to proceed speedily with the marketing and develop-
ment of these sites. It is, therefore, that this Govern-
ment is satisfied that the Special Development Order 
process is the best means to achieve this. 
 Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I wish to reiterate a 
few points. This debate represents, as I said earlier, a 
historical demonstration of openness for this Parlia-
ment, for Government, and for our community. It is the 
first time that the public and the Legislature have been 
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afforded an opportunity to fully consider a Special De-
velopment Order prior to it being issued. 

There seems to be, and I have heard strange 
language out there in the media that we have already 
done it, that this is a foregone conclusion. No, Mr. 
Speaker, it is not. We respect this House, we brought 
it here for the House to consider because we respect 
that these instruments should be a part of the parlia-
mentary process. That is clearly the right way to do 
this. So the fact that some people would suggest it is 
a foregone conclusion . . . no it is not, that is why we 
are bringing it to the Legislature, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this proposed Order only grants 
in principle approval, and much has to be done before 
an application for final approval can even be consi-
dered. In our efforts to strike the right balance Mr. 
Speaker, between protection of our environment and 
the development of our economy, we have attached to 
this Order perhaps the most stringent conditions ever 
applied to a Special Development Order ever. And I 
think if those who know these things would review it, 
they will see that. These are very stringent conditions 
that have to be satisfied before an application can 
even see the light of day in the Planning Department. 
 These conditions reflect the recommendations 
of the technical officers of the departments I have 
mentioned—without alteration—the Department of 
Conservation Services, Sustainable Development and 
the Department of Planning. In addition, a wide range 
of conservation measures have been taken to mitigate 
the impact of development of what is without doubt a 
very important environmentally sensitive area, and I 
have outlined those very clearly in my brief and in this 
presentation, Mr. Speaker, I believe. 
 I wish to lastly, Mr. Speaker, publicly express 
my thanks to the officers who have so ably assisted in 
this effort, some of whom are here in the Chamber 
this evening. I wish to acknowledge Mr. Andrew Pettit, 
Director of Conservation Services; Charles Brown, 
Director of the Sustainable Development Unit; the Di-
rector of the Department of Planning, Mr. Trevor 
Leach, and all of their teams who in any way contri-
buted to this product that is before us this day. 
 The last thing I would like to say, because I 
think, again, as Government you have to consider 
many things and we are in a period where some 
weighty decisions are having to be made by this coun-
try and by many people in the community. And I would 
like to come to my ultimate point by reading a quote 
that we have been exposed to during this period, 
which I think says something about what the require-
ment of Government is. It is a quote of our Premier in 
the Budget Statement. “This is not the time for fain-
thearted leadership, nor is it the time for blunt instru-
ments of insensitivity of policymakers.” 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government is having to 
make a decision, but I do believe that we are being 
sensitive. A very serious decision, but all the sensitivi-
ties—economic, historical, cultural and, most impor-

tantly, environmental—have gone into this choice of 
bringing this Order here today, and I do believe that 
the majority of this House will feel this way. 
 With that, Mr. Speaker, and those introductory 
remarks by myself, I move that the Special Develop-
ment Order entitled Tucker’s Point Resort Residential 
Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) 
Special Development Order 2011 be read for a 
second time. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I invite comment 
from the House. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister Roban, the Ho-
nourable Member from Pembroke East. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
N. Simons, Shadow Minister of the Environment and 
Opposition Whip. Yes, you do have a number of re-
sponsibilities. 
 Mr. Simons, you have the floor sir. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, first of all I 
rise to thank the Minister for his transparency. I would 
like to also thank him for keeping the lines of commu-
nication open. This is the first time in my 13 years that 
I have been here that we have had a piece of legisla-
tion and the Minister and I have discussed issues two, 
three or four times before the legislation came to the 
House. 
 
The Speaker: But you do not remember that conver-
sation though. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: No, no, no. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, I am only teasing. Carry on, 
Mr. Simons. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: So, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to commend him for having the lines of communica-
tion open. 

On behalf of the Opposition, I would like to al-
so thank the team from Tucker’s Point who came and 
made a detailed presentation to us. Their efforts were 
not taken in vain, and it helped us prepare for today, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as far as the general technicali-
ties in regard to the operations of the SDO generally, I 
am going to leave that to my colleague, the Honoura-
ble Trevor Moniz, the Right Honourable Trevor Mo-
niz— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Yes. [He] will talk about 
the SDO process and the Planning Department. 
 Mr. Speaker, I, like the Minister, was thrilled 
with the passion, in my estimation, that this has been 
one of the real occasions where Bermudians sat back 
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and took a deep breath and said, What is going on 
here? 

Mr. Speaker, people at work were talking 
about it, people in the streets stopped me to talk about 
this SDO. I listened to the hoteliers give their opinions. 
I have heard the talk shows, and I have listened to the 
environmentalists. One thing is for certain, they are 
truly engaged as far as this matter is concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, the Minister talked about bring-
ing the SDO here because of national interest. I sup-
port that, as all SDOs should be presented if national 
interest is a priority. 
 Mr. Speaker, we spoke about the timelines. 
Generally, all SDO’s are for 10 years. The Minister 
talking about leaving an open-ended SDO, but I do 
not think the legislation allows for open-ended SDOs. I 
heard him talk about the general fact that this is a 
SDO approval in principle, and that there are various 
issues that have to be adhered to before final approv-
al is given by the Planning Department, and he went 
on to summarise those issues and those covenants 
that are required. And they are actually written and 
applied in the Order itself, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would like to get on to my 
own presentation. Those were just brief comments 
that I thought I would open with having heard the Mi-
nister make his presentation. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I have said already today, at 
stake here is Bermuda’s tourism; at stake here is 
Tucker’s Point. At stake here is how much are Ber-
mudians prepared to pay for Bermuda’s tourism suc-
cess? How much are they prepared to pay to support 
Tucker’s Point? How much are they prepared to lend 
their support behind other hotel resorts that are facing 
difficulty during these challenging times? 
 Mr. Speaker, we all know that two of our hotel 
properties have already been into receivership, and 
the question that people have been asking me is why 
were they allowed the receivership and this particular 
property has not. And so people are taking and pro-
viding their own assessment of whether this SDO is 
right for Bermuda, and I am just going to share with 
you some of the comments. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I have been 
listening attentively. I have been listening to the envi-
ronmentalists. I have been listening to the man in the 
street. I have been listening to my colleagues at work. 
I have been listening to the environmentalists. I have 
been listening to legal experts, and I have been listen-
ing to the people in the planning arena. And most of 
them have concerns about this SDO. And their con-
cerns, as I said earlier, result from the fact that if they 
give this SDO will the outcome that is expected be 
realised? Because the price that they are paying to 
provide this SDO is—in Bermuda’s mind—thought to 
be exorbitant, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, Bermudians think that the price 
is too high, because they are not prepared to com-
promise the endemic species; they are not prepared 

to compromise the open spaces; they are not pre-
pared to compromise the woodland reserves, they are 
not prepared to compromise the costal reserves for 
commercial and short-term gains. These are what our 
people are saying, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, they are also saying that they 
are not prepared to disrespect or disregard the rich 
heritage of the people who lived in Tucker’s Town and 
who were forced to basically relocate in the 1920s for 
the development of tourism and, yet again, with trying 
to put through this SDO to support tourism. 
 Mr. Speaker, Bermuda thinks the price is too 
high because there will be an overabundance of prop-
erty, an overabundance of homes in Bermuda. And 
again, the people of this country are saying with these 
additional houses and inventory, a lot of empty places 
here already, given the current market and economic 
conditions, their properties will become devalued, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, they are also asking why should 
we give them additional resources if they cannot fill 
the rooms that they have at the hotel; if they cannot 
sell all the fractional units that they have? They have 
said to me that if they were bursting at the seams, if 
they had 100 per cent occupancy, then they would be 
more receptive to providing an additional SDO. They 
are not certain whether by providing this SDO the ho-
tel will be in a position to improve its occupancy rates. 
And again, as I said earlier, the outcome of providing 
the SDO and the high ticket price does not guarantee 
an outcome of success, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, one thing I have learned, having 
been here for 12 years, is that when this country 
speaks together as one, invariably they are not wrong. 
I have never heard so many people roll in the same 
direction when it came to an issue such as this. And 
as a consequence, Mr. Speaker, we believe that the 
SDO should be basically represented back to the 
management and further discussions be in place so 
that the cost to Bermuda will not be so high. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are sensitive to tourism. We 
are sensitive to Tucker’s Point. But at this point, hav-
ing heard my people, having heard Bermudians, in 
essence, they think the price that they have to pay for 
this commercial endeavour—which they feel that the 
model may not be right—is far too high. And those are 
my general opening remarks, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, before I go to all the planning 
issues, and before I go into other environmental is-
sues, I want to raise a legal issue really early in the 
game, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are here today debating and 
approving an SDO on a multi-acre property for tour-
ism. It has been brought to my attention that if this 
SDO is approved, then there may be legal ramifica-
tions, because part of the property, Mr. Speaker, has 
been constrained because of a covenant contract 
which is dated February 8, 2000. I am told that the 
partners in the contract have not given approval for 
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Tucker’s Point to move ahead. The contract says if 
there is any development at Tucker’s Point, then they 
should have approval. 

This contract is still in place, Mr. Speaker. And 
I would have thought that before any engagement 
takes place, this covenant would have been cleared 
and agreed upon by the partners of the agreement. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, as I said, the agreement 
basically is a deed of covenant that restricts the de-
velopment of property, development of acres of prop-
erty below Catchment Hill. The property basically runs 
along the fairways below Catchment Hill, holes num-
bers 6, 7, 8 and 9. And my concern is that we are en-
tering into an SDO on property that has been encum-
bered by contracts that have not been fulfilled and 
contracts that have been violated, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I would like for the Minister 
to address how he intends to deal with this issue, be-
cause this could be a legislative nightmare. And if the 
counterparties to this contract decide to take the Ber-
muda properties to court for un-fulfilment of a contract, 
this will remain in court for another three or four years, 
Mr. Speaker. And, as a consequence, our ability to 
rush through this contract here tonight will be null and 
void. 

I put that on the table for the Minister to ad-
dress as well and, as I said, I will give him time to 
speak to it at the end, Mr. Speaker. I just thought that I 
would bring that to his attention. 
 Mr. Speaker . . .  
 
The Speaker: Have you lost your place, Mr. Simons? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: No, no, no, I am just 
checking. 
 
The Speaker: Well carry on. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, as I said 
before, there was concern about the entire process. 

We have heard the Minister say that the SDO 
was approved in principle, and that he has attached 
certain conditions to the approval, and they were es-
poused. And he talks about there being a habitat and 
woodland vegetation survey, land use impact analy-
sis, geotechnical tests for caves, safeguard for the 
ornamental plants, there will be a conservation man-
agement plan, and there will be details on access 
roads, and there were details on sewage. 
 Mr. Speaker, once all of those issues are ad-
dressed, all the reports have been produced, what 
next? Do we send that as a bulk package to DAB for 
approval, to Planning approval, they work through it 
and approve the plans generally, Mr. Speaker? Be-
cause based on what I have here, there have been no 
detailed plans as far as building structures.  

This is just conceptual, Mr. Speaker. This is a 
general overview of the general development, and so 
the community and I would like to have clarity on what 

happens once all these feasibility studies, these envi-
ronmental impact studies are produced and then 
passed on to DAB. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am also told that the change in 
land use will be approved if this SDO is approved to-
night. And, as a result of that amendment, as I said 
earlier in regard to the covenant agreement, we will 
have really challenging legal issues as a result of the 
usage that will be approved here tonight without the 
input from the counter party of the covenant agree-
ment that is in place, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as far as the DAB is concerned, 
I have spoken to a couple of those members, and 
their position is they will adhere to the terms of the 
SDO as presented. They will only approve any build-
ing structure, any external building features, but as far 
as anything else in the SDO is concerned, the DAB 
does not have the authority to amend or change any-
thing— 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Point of Order. 
 
The Speaker: Point of Order by the Minister.  

Take your seat, Mr. Simons. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning certain intentions] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I think it is very dangerous 
and disingenuous. The honourable gentleman is pre-
suming to tell us what members of the DAB will do 
with something that they have not even entertained 
yet. And it is dangerous to suggest that this is how 
they are going to operate in the public arena. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat; he is raising a point of 
order. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: It is also contrary to the rules 
of the DAB. There is no way that the honourable gen-
tleman could actually presume to know that, and really 
should not be talking about members who are not 
here to defend or support what they said. He is speak-
ing and telling us what members of a statutory body 
are going to do. I think that is very dangerous, Mr. 
Speaker, and really should not be going on in this 
House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, they have not yet met on the is-
sue. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes, they have not met on the 
issue; he cannot presume to know what they are go-
ing to do. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Mr. Simons. 
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Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I was not talking specifically about this; I was 
talking about the general process as far as how the 
DAB manages SDOs. 
 
An Hon. Member: You should have prefaced your 
remarks with that. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Yes, you did not say that in 
the beginning, you said you had spoken to members. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: I spoke to members 
about the SDOs, is what I said—general SDOs, Mr. 
Speaker. I was not talking specifically about this. In 
fact, they came to me and said I do not know how the 
Minister keeps talking about approval in principle and 
everything is going to the SDO. But, Mr. Speaker, as I 
said earlier— 
 
The Speaker: There is a further point of order. 
 Minister, what is your further point of order? 
 Take your seat, Mr. Simons. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning certain intentions] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I think it is very dangerous, 
the line that the honourable gentleman is going down, 
impugning certain intentions on certain statutory 
members of a board, and saying that this is what they 
said they would do. They are not here to speak for 
themselves, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. And if they have, they should 
not have. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: That is right. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. If they have, they should not 
have. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, there is 
nothing wrong with a member of the DAB talking to 
me generally about procedure. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, they have 
recognised me as Shadow Minister of the Environ-
ment, and if they want to talk to me about planning 
issues and the environment, I am here to listen. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am not here to talk about com-
promising the process. I am here, as the Minister said, 
to talk about transparency and to let the community 
know what is going on. 
 Mr. Speaker, during these economic times, 
we have to look at our tourism model. We know that 

capital is scarce when it comes to development prop-
erties. And I recognise the fact that a number of these 
hotel properties are looking to raise additional capital 
through the sale of fractional apartments or villas. 
 Mr. Speaker, the problem that we face today 
is simple. Given the recession, not many high net-
worth people that had the excess cash in 2009 or 
2007 are in the same financial position today. And, as 
a consequence, the market is drying up. If we ask 
those people in Bermuda selling fractional shares and 
the fractional apartments that are attached to the hotel 
properties, most of them would say that things are not 
going well. And so, Mr. Speaker, given these reces-
sionary times, we have to look at a new model, be-
cause the model that worked for us in the boom years 
is not working for us in the bust years. 
 Mr. Speaker, this has proven the case. As I 
said, if we look at Pink Beach, if we look at Newstead, 
if we looked at Sonesta, these places have been 
placed into receivership because we are not doing 
well economically; because tourism is not doing well, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we understand that like these 
companies, Tucker’s Point or Castle Harbour Limited 
have financial stress. And, Mr. Speaker, as I said, 
most of the people that I have spoken to have said to 
me if you provide this SDO, will they be able to say 
emphatically that their stress would be relieved? And 
we are not able to make that commitment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The people of this country, as I said, are not 
prepared to take that risk of providing and compromis-
ing their open spaces, compromising their woodland 
reserves, compromising their costal reserve on an 
investment which may not bear the fruit that the de-
velopers report they hope to deliver, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as far as I am concerned, 
Tucker’s Point, Castle Harbour Limited, Bermuda 
Properties Limited, they are in two streams of busi-
ness. One is the hotel business; the other is real es-
tate speculation, Mr. Speaker. And the question 
arises, which hat are they wearing? Are they wearing 
the speculator hat to raise capital just to sustain the 
company (Bermuda Properties Limited)? Or are they 
wearing the hotel and speculators hat to ensure that 
the hotel piece is sustained so that they can get other 
partners to help them turn their business around? 
 Mr. Speaker, we have heard arguments as to 
why the SDO . . . I have been told that if we provide 
the SDO it will enhance the value of the real estate in 
Hamilton East and in St. George’s Parish. I have been 
told that if we issue the SDO, it will increase the value 
of Tucker’s Point’s real estate because of the ex-
tended development rights which would not be avail-
able without the SDO. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, what that means is simple. If 
we do not provide them with the SDO, the value of 
their property from a credit point of view will not be 
enhanced. By giving them development rights, the 
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value of their collateral will appreciate dramatically. I 
was also told that if we give the SDO, it will provide 
the developers with a strong financial footing. It will 
also provide comfort to their bankers and help them 
restructure their debt.  

Mr. Speaker, I am also told that if we give 
them the SDO then the Rosewood contract—which I 
am told is already signed—will be pulled out of escrow 
accounts and will become activated. Mr. Speaker, I 
am told that if the SDO passes, Bermuda will be back 
on its way to being seen as a luxury destination.  

I am also told—on the other end—if the SDO 
is not passed, that the company will go into receiver-
ship. Mr. Speaker, I am also told that if the SDO is not 
passed, the company will have its loan called and the 
property will be sold to low end feeders which would 
have— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat, Mr. Simons. Point of 
order by Minister De Silva. 
 Minister, what is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honour-
able Member is misleading the people and misleading 
the Members of this House, Mr. Speaker. 

He just reeled off about eight examples saying 
he heard . . . do not bring “he heard” to this House, 
Mr. Speaker.  

The Honourable Member . . . you can take 
your seat.  

Take your seat! 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Point of clarification— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Take your seat.  

Yes, it is a point of order. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

It is very important, if the Honourable Member 
is going to make statements of that magnitude with 
this country’s well-being at heart, he should bring facts 
to this House, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Minister. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker.  

Well then he invited the facts as they are— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, point of 
clarification. 

 
The Speaker: I did not call you to resume your 
speech, you know. 
 Mr. Simons, you may continue. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker I was trying to protect my 
sources, but, as this Cabinet Minster was so antsy, 
these supportive features for the SDO came directly 
from Tucker’s Point themselves. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oooh! Ouch! 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Okay, so you asked for 
it, you have it. I was trying to protect them. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is not good enough. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is good enough; it put you in 
your place. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I will con-
tinue.  

I said if we said “no” to Tucker’s Point, the 
company would go into receivership. Two, the com-
pany would have its loan called and their properties 
will be sold to low-end— 
 
An Hon. Member: Bottom feeders. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Bottom feeders, i.e., 
distress asset managers. 
 
The Speaker: They call that a fire sale. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Absolutely. A fire sale. 
And that is not what we want.  

In addition, there was concern that if we did 
not approve the SDO there would be a class action 
suit from the fractional owners, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Well, do you have to repeat all of that? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: It is important that the 
public knows it. 
 
The Speaker: No, I got it the first time; but I think the 
public must have heard it the first time as well. 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, if the SDO 
is not approved it will not be the summer home of the 
high net-worth clients of the east cost. It will not be. 

And the last comment that I heard was if the 
SDO is not granted, there will be reputational risks to 
Bermuda in the international hotel arena. 
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 Mr. Speaker, this debate has been very, very 
difficult for me, only because I have to balance be-
tween tourism and environment—both areas that are 
very near and dear to me, Mr. Speaker. As I said— 
 
The Speaker: You are changing to your other hat 
now, your other responsibility? 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: As I said, Mr. Speaker, 
this SDO also placed the country in a dilemma. We 
have tourism versus environmental protection, versus 
protection of our historic legacy. 
 Mr. Speaker, everybody wants to support 
tourism in this country. Everybody wants what is best 
for the tourism industry, and everyone is basically 
prepared to make a contribution, Mr. Speaker. 

But the question, as I said when I opened, is 
at what cost, at what price tag? Are we prepared to 
sacrifice the long-term legacy and generations to 
come for short-term gain that will provide this organi-
sation—this resort—with questionable returns? And I 
feel sad when I have to say that, but I am just trying to 
be realistic as a business person and as a Member of 
this House, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have already touched upon an 
argument that . . . why would we want to provide addi-
tional hotel accommodation? Why would we want to 
provide additional tourism units if we cannot fill the 
rooms that they have? Mr. Speaker, from Bermuda’s 
perspective, that is a hard sell. That is an argument 
that is very difficult to win. 

I know that the group is hoping that Rose-
wood would be able to help them turn this occupancy 
level around so that it would move from approximately 
30 per cent up to 70 per cent. And they are depending 
upon the Rosewood Group, because the Rosewood 
Group is a five star group, and the Rosewood Group 
has a very strong clientele following, and also the 
Rosewood Group brings with them additional opera-
tional resources that would help them become more 
proficient. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, the model 
needs to be addressed. A colleague of mine said to 
me, Well, why haven’t they considered examining the 
equity market? There are a number of private place-
ments— 
 
The Speaker: You have your banker’s hat on now. 
 Carry on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: The private placement 
industry in the US is a-flush with cash, because peo-
ple have basically taken their funds out of the market 
and are looking for opportunities. But the question 
here is, is Bermuda Properties Limited, is Castle Har-
bour Limited, prepared to give up equity ownership in 
their organisation? 

To me, this would be a method of reducing 
their debt and would also provide them with another 
option to provide themselves and the country with a 
sustainable future, and the cost to our Bermudians 
would be not as expensive, Mr. Speaker; it would be 
minimal. And I have not heard whether this option was 
examined, but I think it is an option which could be 
considered, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, if this goes 
through . . . a young Bermudian said to me at lunch-
time today, If you guys put this through, what are you 
going to do for us? What are you going to do for Ber-
mudians? What are you going to do for Bermudians in 
the hotel industry? We are not only talking about large 
five-star properties, large four-star properties, we are 
also talking about guest houses, Mr. Speaker—12 to 
20 room guest houses. They are feeling the pinch. 
And I have shared some comments with the Tourism 
Minister about a couple of these guest houses, and I 
am sure she is going to work on them. 

But the question that they are having is, We 
need a lifeline too. If we are prepared to give Tucker’s 
Point a lifeline, then let us share the love with our 
Bermudian hoteliers and our Bermudian small guest 
houses because they are the ones that will require 
less capital to sustain themselves going forward. They 
do not need $50 million, $60 million. They may just be 
able to survive and do well with $100,000. And those 
are the drivers of our industry as well. We cannot for-
get the guest houses that have done yeoman service 
to the hotel industry for the past 30 or 40 years. 

I spoke to one lady, she said that she was 
working with nine other small properties, and they said 
that they have had to rent their rooms to Bermudians, 
because they cannot get the accommodation. They 
cannot get the tourists coming to their places. And it is 
difficult . . . we give . . . and I almost cried when she 
told me this. She said, “I thought that I would help a 
Bermudian by letting them spend the night in my ac-
commodation. They were living in a car.” She said, 
“Cole, and this is what happened to me, no word or 
lie, I gave them the room for $20, just for humanitarian 
basis. The next morning I went back to clean up, the 
towels were gone, the toilet paper was gone, the food 
in the fridge was gone, and the mats were gone.” 
 
An Hon. Member: So she did not have to clean up 
anything. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons: “And I did this out of the 
bottom of my heart.”  

She said they are retreating from the tourism 
business because they feel that they are alone. 

So, my message here is that if we are giving 
attention to this property, and other properties which 
will follow, then let us be sure that we give the same 
attention to Bermudian entrepreneurs in the smaller 
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hotel residence accommodation—those small, inti-
mate guest houses who have served Bermuda really, 
really well, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, a lot has been said on the envi-
ronmental side. At this point I basically will not go 
down that avenue tonight. But I will say that we cannot 
underestimate the environmental impact, we cannot 
underestimate the nature reserves that are existing, 
we cannot underestimate the value of our caves, we 
cannot underestimate the value of the fauna and flora, 
because quite frankly our tourists come here to see 
that, Mr. Speaker. And if we get rid of our open 
spaces, if we get rid of our palmetto forests, if we get 
rid of our olivewood forests, if we get rid of our birds, 
then our attraction as a garden paradise will greatly be 
compromised, Mr. Speaker. 
 In fact, we have a number of caves in this 
country, and in that Tucker’s Point area there are 
around 60 caves, 30 of which have a number of en-
demic species in them, and some of them are basi-
cally in a state whereby they will be extinct in a num-
ber of years. So we need to protect that area, Mr. 
Speaker, and for environmental tourism our caves will 
be quite useful as a tourist attraction. So again, from 
an environmental point of view, from an environmental 
tourism point of view, the price tag is too much to let 
this project move ahead in its present form. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have said to my colleague that 
I was hoping that an amendment could be made on 
the Floor of this House, because, quite frankly, some 
of the sites mentioned . . . I would be prepared to 
agree to the development. I would be prepared to al-
low the development on top of Catchment Hill—on top 
of Catchment Hill, not around the sides. I would sup-
port the development on Paynter’s Road, I would sup-
port the development site number five, and I would 
support one or two other development sites, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 So, as I said publicly in the press today, I 
would like for Government to go back to the drawing 
board with this and come back with a more reduced 
SDO, with a reduced number of sites, so that the cost 
to Bermuda will not be expensive, so that the cost to 
Bermuda would be more palatable and more accept-
able for the people of this country. Because, quite 
frankly, Bermudians want to see Tucker’s Point suc-
ceed. Bermuda wants tourism to succeed, but they 
want to do it in a manner that they believe is afford-
able to them as individuals and is affordable to us as a 
country. 
 Thank you. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Simons from Smith’s 
South, the Shadow Minister of the Environment, and 
Opposition Whip. 
 Any further speakers? 

 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. P. Minors, from Smith’s North. 
 Minister Minors, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patrice K. Minors: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise obliged to give my support 
to Minister Roban on this most important Special De-
velopment Order. Obviously, from a tourism perspec-
tive I am going to be speaking predominately, and I 
may need to do so methodically, first just giving some 
background on Tucker’s Point and leading into the 
more pressing matter, which is the actual SDO. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, Tucker’s Point is a 240 
acre residential and resort community with, as we all 
know, great views of Castle Harbour, Harrington 
Sound and the Atlantic Ocean. It was indeed the first 
luxury hotel in some 40 years and also the first ever 
facility that offered the fractional ownership in addition 
to whole ownership homes. The property affords resi-
dents and guests exceptional access to a whole 
wealth of facilities. It has its 18-hole golf course, it has 
tennis courts, it has a croquet lawn, it has a wonderful 
beach, and it has 12,000 square feet of a spa (which 
many have partaken of), and it offers fine dining in its 
88 room hotel. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, also I am going to list off 
the things that it has been awarded. It has been 
named as a 2010 Hot List by Conde Nast Traveller, 
30 Most Romantic Dream Trips by Travel + Leisure, 
the Top 101 Hotel Suites by Elite Traveler, Andrew 
Harper’s Hideaway Report 2011 Grand Award and 
Hotel Manager of the Year Award, and in the Ber-
mudian Magazine the 2010 Building Design Award. It 
also has recently been nominated to receive a Green 
Globe Certificate crediting the Resort’s commitment to 
the highest environmental standards. 
 Looking at the staffing of Tucker’s Point, it has 
a total of about 433 to 450 employees, of which about 
380 to 400 are Bermudian. Within the hotel Beach and 
Tennis component there are about 232 Bermudians, 
of which about nine are non-Bermudian. You also 
have within the Food and Beverage (and many of us 
are very much aware that that is outsourced to MEF) 
and out of that we have about 30 to 35 Bermudians, 
with a total employee count of 75 to 80 people. 

In Facilities Maintenance and Engineering, a 
total of eight employees of which four are subcon-
tracted. And in the two resorts that they have, which 
are the water sports and the cycle livery, there are a 
total of four employees. Now, in construction, and this 
is assuming that they are building six houses per year 
(right now they have two houses that are in the plan-
ning phase) you can expect that there would be about 
100 to 120 employees working on the construction, of 
which there will be about 15 workmen per house. So 
we are talking about significant numbers of employees 
at this facility. 
 So just looking at the hotel model, which the 
Honourable Member spoke of, it is rare today to find a 
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hotel development that does not encapsulate a mixed 
component, whereby there is a residential component 
to their whole format. And that is primarily because 
there is the need to have a “for sale” component to 
make these hotel facilities financially viable. This cur-
rent Tucker’s Point is no exception to this. 

So, it is the expectation that with . . . and I will 
get into it in more detail later. But what is happening 
here with Tucker’s Point is nothing new. You want to 
have the residential component, sell those residential 
components, increase your capital and be able to con-
tinue to maintain the hotel. So mixed use has always 
been part of business in one form or another. You 
have hotels that have retail outlets, you have hotels 
that do not have a dining option and, therefore, the 
residents go outside to have dining. 

A case in point is . . . I have started visiting 
hotels on the island. And I have started with some of 
the small ones. Last week I visited Rosedon, a mar-
vellous small hotel. But other than having a tea and 
full breakfast it does not have a restaurant. So an op-
portunity for, say, Bouchée, or one of the other sur-
rounding hotels, or even Fairmont, is provided to be 
the place where its visitors would go and have their 
meals. That is just an example of that mixed services 
that you can get at different hotels. So we have to ac-
cept that the residential segment of mixed use devel-
opment is not going away; we are going to have that 
residential component and financially it is needed to 
do so. 

Now I have been meeting quite regularly with 
a variety of different business developers who are at 
different phases of having their properties realised as 
hotels. And what has been a challenge to them is to 
create a scale of critical mass without losing the true 
essence of a hotel. You obviously want to have that 
same continued feel. So it is difficult to find the right 
development mix that not just benefits the hotelier, but 
it benefits Bermuda as a whole. So what we have 
here with Tucker’s Point is their effort, their attempt, to 
do just that. 
 What I am going to spend some time right 
now looking at is actually giving a summary of 
Tucker’s Point’s actual development plan as it per-
tains to the residential and the hotel component. The 
development parcels are currently available for sale 
by Castle Harbour Limited, and then there are new 
parcels that will come on line when the SDO is ap-
proved. 
 I am going to just go through the different 
clubs. You have the Harbour Court Residence Club, 
this is a 14-unit building with 8 three-bedroom units, 
and [6] two-bedroom units. Now, Tucker’s Point has 
under contract some 76 one-tenth unit shares and 2 
one-quarter unit shares. They previously sold out all 
20 units of the Golf Villas Residence Club to its 200 
unit shareholders. Now the Residence Club in and of 
itself has successfully sold all that product, and the 
Golf Villa Residence Club and the Harbour Court 

Residence Club both operate within a 70 per cent oc-
cupancy and together accounted for, sum total, 
22,000 guest night contribution to Bermuda’s hospital-
ity industry in 2010. And going forward for 2011/12, 
the marketing plan is to sell out the remaining inven-
tory of the quarter shares and the one-tenth unit 
shares.  

Now the quarter share unit product is new to 
the market and it allows an owner greater flexibility on 
access to their unit. It also allows the unused time to 
be sold back into the hotel rental component, which is 
most important. Now in 2011/12, Castle Harbour Lim-
ited will also rent the unsold development inventory as 
part of the Rosewood Tucker’s Point Hotel room’s in-
ventory. So we have the opportunity to up the 88 
rooms that exist to a higher number to meet at least 
the 100 that is required of them. Obviously, that has 
proven quite attractive to Rosewood. 

And we also have the Harbour Drive Condo-
miniums. There are 11 Harbour Drive Condominiums 
that are to be developed and sold. These are located 
on the Castle Harbour waterfront directly in front of the 
hotel. Five of these have been sold, and the cash pro-
ceeds from the closing of these units is critical to the 
cash needs of the resort. So that is, in a nutshell, the 
hotel development that is happening, the actual de-
velopment plan. 
 Now, just looking specifically at the SDO and 
what this will do for Tucker’s Point. We have been 
speaking quite openly about transparency. And I am 
going to continue in that vein. There are those who 
may say, Well, what is coming first? Chicken before 
the egg? We are . . . as had been clear, there are fi-
nancial requirements that Tucker’s Point needs to 
meet. Now the financial backer is saying we need to 
meet our capital, and the only way that you can do 
that is to have the residential components . . . sell 
that. Those monies will be used to reduce part of your 
financial obligation, and then beyond that you could 
also increase your hotel component. 

That is not of concern to Rosewood; they just 
want to have the opportunity in the future to have ac-
cess to additional hotel units and, with such (as indi-
cated by the Honourable Member, they have signed 
the management agreement), it is being held in es-
crow. The intent is that once the SDO is approved that 
it will be formalised. In the background what they have 
been doing is been working with the management at 
Tucker’s Point on some of the back office things in 
readiness for the SDO being passed and in readiness 
for Rosewood becoming the flag. 

And we can accept that the reason why it is 
so significant that Rosewood come on board is, yes, 
this is a five star hotel. Rosewood is in the market of 
having its flag attached to five star facilities. It has 18, 
and just recently took on a 19th one I believe some-
where in South America. And this will be, I believe, 
their first Caribbean facility that they would have the 
opportunity to have their flag attached to. We are 
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missing opportunities as the time goes on to see Ber-
muda just thrown out there in the high net-worth mar-
ket as a place for that visitor to come. 

So Rosewood is very much committed to this 
and, as such, has said that it “will be among the finest 
of resorts in the western hemisphere and a very wor-
thy addition to our portfolio of 18 ultra-luxury hotels in 
North America, Mexico and the Caribbean, with more 
to come in 2011 in Canada, Mexico and the Middle 
East. We are eager to officially start our management 
of the hotel.” 
 Similar encouraging remarks have been made 
by the bankers at HSBC, where obviously from a fi-
nancial standpoint they are quite eager for things to 
proceed in a favourable fashion, and they have made 
comments that the financing has come primarily and 
almost entirely from Bermudian investors and lenders, 
including Argus Insurance Company, the Bermuda 
Fire and Marine Insurance Company and the Ber-
muda Telephone Pension Fund in addition to HSBC. 
So that is a clear indication that Bermuda capital has 
been put into this facility for the benefit of Bermudians. 
And I say for the benefit for Bermudians given the 
numbers that I shared with regard to how many Ber-
mudians are employed at the hotel. 
 Now, I heard the Honourable Member speak 
with regard to the individual they encountered on the 
roadside saying, What are they going to do for us? 
(speaking of Government). And my response to that is 
that it is our desire to keep people employed, Mr. 
Speaker. You have, as I mentioned, quite a few num-
bers of Bermudians and guest workers alike that are 
employed at this establishment. And in the climate 
that we are in right now, we cannot afford to have the 
threat of a hotel closing because of a lack of support 
shown by this Government. 

We need to contribute to our economy 
through the hotel and its support services. And while 
there is no financial commitment that is being made 
through this SDO, it is an indication of our support for 
our hotel industry, it is an indication of our commit-
ment to keeping Bermudians employed, and it is an 
indication of our continued desire to sustain our tour-
ism industry. We cannot, Mr. Speaker, allow this na-
tional matter go without the support of this Govern-
ment. 
 Over the past couple of months I have met 
and walked hand-in-hand with Minister Roban in 
meeting quite regularly, not just with the relevant 
members of the Tucker’s Point, but also with the 
bankers, because we wanted to make sure that we 
understood each other’s position and that we were all 
on the same page in taking this forward. We encour-
aged one another, we shared ideas and counsel with 
one another as to how we would deal with this in the 
public eye once we had tabled this and taken it for-
ward. 
 And what was important, which the Honour-
able Member spoke of, is transparency and being free 

flowing with information. Mr. Trippe and others have 
had consistent and open dialogue with all matters of 
the Legislature to make sure that they had, in ad-
vance, all of their questions answered. And while it 
may not have led to that being a change of opinion, 
we definitely could not enter in this Chamber, or even 
in the upper House, without having had all the infor-
mation necessary to cast their vote, should we get to 
that. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am most supportive of our 
place with regard to supporting this Order. It is some-
thing that we need to do. And I do appreciate that 
there are the smaller properties that are in need as 
well, but they can . . . it is a different approach that 
you have to take with the smaller properties. They are 
not going to make application for an SDO. That is 
more of an issue pertaining to upgrading the proper-
ties where in actual fact, in most cases, they have to 
be dealt with in a private way with their banker. But 
they too have access to the concessions that the 
other hotels have, and we would encourage them to 
make use of them. 
 So, with those comments, Mr. Speaker, this is 
a significant piece of legislation or Order that we can-
not not support, and one that all eyes are watching. 
And I would hope that at the end of the day the indi-
vidual on the street that would read the paper tomor-
row and see that we have gone through the first step 
of approving this legislation will see the benefit of it; 
will see that it is not just showing any particular fa-
vouritism to Tucker’s Point, but more importantly look-
ing at our whole tourism industry, looking at the need 
to make sure that we have a varied makeup of what 
types of hotels are available to our visitors which, as 
you have heard me say, we are going to be bringing 
them in in droves.  

I just want to thank you for that opportunity, 
Mr. Speaker, to give my contribution. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Minors, the Hon-
ourable Member from Smith’s North. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. J. Barritt, from Devonshire South Cen-
tral. 
 Mr. Barritt has the floor. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I can certainly sympathise with the Govern-
ment and the Government Ministers who have spoken 
already who must feel, to a certain extent, as if they 
are between a rock and a hard place on this particular 
decision. And I say that, Mr. Speaker, because I have 
been there, as a Member of the Government, and 
then when I came back to this House as a Member of 
the Opposition with respect to this particular property. 
 I want to make a few preliminary comments, 
Mr. Speaker, if I may. I am going to try to be short, 
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because the hour is late. I personally am feeling rather 
tired and weary after participating in debates all day. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:  You want a chocolate? 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I do not think a chocolate will do 
quite what I need, Mr. Minister of Health, but I appre-
ciate the gesture. Maybe the best thing I can be is as 
short as possible so that other people can have an 
opportunity and we can get home at a reasonable 
hour.  

If I did not know better, I would have thought 
that this was being done deliberately at a late hour 
because we are tired. 
 
An Hon. Member: Come on. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: You can say “come on” if you like, 
but generally during budget debate we do budget re-
lated legislation and not extraordinary legislation like 
this, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have been in the House for 18 
years now. I am entitled to my opinion with respect to 
what goes on or not at budget time. People can get up 
and disagree with me. That is fine. I have no problem 
with that. I am just a voice of 18 years’ experience 
speaking here, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Well, I hear a little voice saying “not 
a very good voice of experience as well.”  

Look, if that Minister would like to get up and 
speak and say something, I am glad to yield at any 
point, Mr. Speaker. But otherwise . . . I did him the 
courtesy of listening to what he had to say, and I could 
have belittled his opinion based on his limited experi-
ence, but I did not do so, and I will not do so. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, my three preliminary 
points. The first is this: I heard the Honourable Minis-
ter say that he was moving a second reading, and I 
have to say that puzzles me. The reason it puzzles 
me is because I would like to know under what legisla-
tion he is reporting to do a second reading. 

If it is the legislation which we passed previ-
ously, that is not yet in force. It does have to go to an-
other place and then be signed by His Excellency the 
Governor. So, that makes his motion nonsense, as far 
as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker. It is a small technical 
point, you might think. But it is a important point that 
may be taken up at some later date, Mr. Speaker. 

I do not know under what basis we are here, 
other than, I would say this: I welcome the opportu-
nity, as I am sure the whole community does, to em-
brace Government’s movement in transparency on 
this in doing special development orders on the Floor 
of this House now and in the future; no difficulty there. 
But I raise that point. 
 

The Speaker: Well yes, you are quite right; it does not 
apply to delegated legislation, it is just a debate. 
 Yes, carry on. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, this is really a debate, a con-
sideration, it cannot possibly be . . . Thank you for 
saying I am right, Mr. Speaker, that— 
 
The Speaker: The subsidiary of delegated legislation. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: —gives me some comfort when I 
look across the Floor, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: The next point I wanted to make 
was this: It is somehow . . . things get off on the wrong 
foot, or back foot, Mr. Speaker, and this is one of 
those, in my view, that has gotten off on the back foot. 
And the reason I say that is because you will remem-
ber (maybe not, Mr. Speaker, but I do) some months 
ago now where there was a rumour spreading around 
this community like wildfire that Tucker’s Point had 
indeed approached the Government and there was 
going to be an SDO, or movement to get an SDO, to 
allow for further development down there. 

And I have to say that the Royal Gazette and 
other news media eventually heard this rumour, and 
they put the rumour to the principal parties and there 
was no comment. There was a deflection. Generally, 
the impression was given that this was not going to 
happen; this was not true. And, of course, you and I 
know, Mr. Speaker, that things like this do not happen 
over night. There had to be talks at that time and well 
before that. 

And yet it reminds me of something that Sir. 
Winston Churchill was reported to have said, “Truth is 
such a precious commodity; we often surround it with 
a bodyguard of lies.” 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. John Barritt: “The truth is a precious commodity; 
it must sometimes be accompanied by a bodyguard of 
lies.” And he was saying that about wartime, a context 
in which one could readily appreciate and come to 
accept what he is saying. 
 
The Speaker: He meant top secret. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Yes, top secret, in intelligence and 
counter intelligence. But goodness gracious, we are 
doing that here now? We are doing that with respect 
to something this important, playing that kind of 
game? That is why I say this gets off on the wrong 
foot or the back foot right to begin with, Mr. Speaker. 

And we have heard about transparency, and 
you heard this side say we are quite pleased with the 
progressive move now to bring these SDOs to the 
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House, to have them come out in the sunshine of pub-
lic scrutiny. But it raises the question (and we have 
had a debate earlier today in which I participated), and 
that is the public’s access to the Order, to SDOs, to be 
able to ask questions, to get involved. 

And we have to go that one step further to 
make that participation, that consultation as it were, 
meaningful. Because, although the Minister may have 
appeared on television and radio, and he did, and he 
has given numerous press releases, that is not nec-
essarily the same thing as having full presentations 
available to the public to ask questions and to make 
comments, Mr. Speaker. But we have moved in the 
right direction, do not get me wrong. 
 Now, there are three ways that I approach 
this, Mr. Speaker. And I think there are three ways 
that this has to be approached. There is first the his-
tory of this property. There are, secondly, the envi-
ronmental concerns. And then there is the tourism 
component to which the Tourism Minister just spoke. 
And I am going to go through those three as briefly 
and as quickly as I can. 
 First, there is the history of this particular 
property, which has not been stressed that much this 
evening, Mr. Speaker. I was here the last time this 
property came to debate in this House, and some of 
the strong feelings it engendered on both sides of the 
House with respect to the history of this property, the 
fact that it was taken from certain people (black Ber-
mudians, black families, Mr. Speaker) and it was go-
ing to be used to develop tourism; to build a hotel and 
help Bermuda advance in its economic development. 
 I do not want to come across as disingenu-
ous, insincere or not genuine on this point, but I have 
heard the voices that speak on this. There is a history 
to this property and to what happened there that is still 
to be written in fullness, Mr. Speaker. We have oral 
accounts, we have some written accounts, but no one 
has yet pulled it all together so that it can be read, so 
that we know precisely what happened back then, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I have to tell you that I am one of those people 
who always assumed (you know that word “assume” 
makes an “ass” out of you and me—ass-u-me) ... I 
always assumed that there was a compulsory acquisi-
tion; that people were properly compensated . . . and, 
really, although it was unfortunate and sad and tragic 
in many ways, and it upset a few people, it really was 
one that was taken care of. I am not so sure that as-
sumption, you know as some of my friends, and peo-
ple who are not necessarily my friends, tell me some-
times, that is an assumption that is often granted to 
people who enjoy white privilege, Mr. Speaker, to 
make that kind of assumption. 

Because there is no question that people back 
then were unrepresented and poor and had very little 
option, Mr. Speaker. They were taken advantage of in 
the sense of [being] persuaded that this was the right 
thing to do and that they really had no choice. But that 

is a history that is still to be written, and ought to be 
written, but we have to bear that in mind as we go 
forward with this property, and we need to be, at least 
from my point of view, empathetic and sensitive to 
that, Mr. Speaker. And I know the Government is try-
ing its best, without delving too deeply into the back-
ground, to say it is sensitive to the history of this par-
ticular property. 
 Then we come to the environmental aspect, 
Mr. Speaker. My colleague who spoke for Planning on 
this particular issue up here, my colleague, the Hon-
ourable Cole Simons, I thought was pretty clear. And 
we have seen a lot that has been said in the newspa-
per by Dr. Wingate and others and BEST, people who 
are concerned about and with the environment, and 
their concerns and fears with respect to this particular 
piece of property. And I have to say that I think Gov-
ernment would certainly say they share those con-
cerns.  

That is why, if you heard the Minister, there 
are going to be these stringent conditions. Well, we 
too share those concerns. But I am not so sure that 
stringent conditions—or the stringent conditions that 
are reported to be in this Special Development Or-
der—are going to be the answer, Mr. Speaker. I am 
not. And I will tell you why.  

I have two concerns here. The first is this: that 
when it comes to planning, and once you have given 
planning approval in principle (which is what this pur-
ports to do) you have basically wiped out the zonings 
that were previously there before. They are no longer 
here. The things to do with woodland reserve and 
coastland and others . . . they are gone. You are just 
relying on whatever is in the SDO. And you are basi-
cally allowing for the development of property that 
otherwise would not be developed. So right off the 
bat, let us admit that. 

And Mr. Speaker, one of the things that I 
know about Planning Law is this; that when a decision 
is made ultimately by DAB, it can be appealed. And it 
can be appealed all the way up to the Minister. And 
the Minister of the day, whoever he or she is, can 
overturn that decision. We have a ruling by the Privy 
Council which says with respect to that . . . I call it the 
Barber case, but it was the building down there—
ACE—in front of the Bermuda Fire and Marine Build-
ing, where they built so many floors contrary to the 
planning statement, and Mr. Barber objected and said, 
Wait a minute! This is not permissible. When I bought 
my place behind there I had a view of the harbour. 

He took it all the way to the Privy Council and 
he lost. The Privy Council said, Look, at the end of the 
day, a Minister of the Crown, if he or she decides, 
having due regard to planning considerations, that this 
is in the best interests of Bermuda, it can stand up. 

So whatever you pass here today, whatever 
the DAB decides, it can in fact stand at the end of the 
day, even if it goes contrary to those conditions. And 
who knows what a particular minister will decide at 
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that time, depending on prevailing circumstances and 
as he or she sees it when the decision comes to him. 
So you cannot say with any certainty, with the degree 
of certainty that has been put forward here today and 
elsewhere, that this is all that will be allowed, that the 
conditions are stringent as they are made out to be. 
 The other thing I find, Mr. Speaker, is this, and 
this is something that has come to my attention. And 
my honourable colleague, Mr. Simons, touched upon 
it. He referred to it as a contract. But, in fact, what it is 
. . . and this requires some explanation from the Minis-
ter who speaks with respect to this particular Order. It 
requires some explanation. 

The Bermuda Properties at Tucker’s Point en-
tered into a deed of covenant with the Mid-Ocean 
Club Limited, as I understand it, back in the year 
2000, Mr. Speaker. And it was with respect to property 
which I believe constitutes site 11 in the SDO. And 
what they covenanted to do, Mr. Speaker, is not to 
build on property which is clearly identified . . . I have 
a copy of the plan here, Mr. Speaker. I am happy to 
table that. It is clearly identifiable.  

And Mid-Ocean Club said that they would not 
build on property hatched in blue if Tucker’s Point 
would not build on property hatched in red, that is, 
coloured in red on the diagram, Mr. Speaker. 

That is a covenant which one assumes was 
intended at the time, and is enforceable, as far as I 
can see. And yet here we are today purporting to pass 
an SDO which will allow for development on that par-
ticular property. Riddle me that. Explain that to me in 
the full transparency. 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: There is a Point of Order.  

Mr. Barritt, take your seat. 
 Minister? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: This SDO is not purported to 
allow for development or anything. I thought I had 
made that clear. Application is going to have to be 
made to the Development Application Board before 
any development or final approval. So to suggest that 
this SDO allows development is actually misleading to 
the House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, it gives them the right to make 
application. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: Mr. Speaker, maybe it is semantics, 
as one of the colleagues just said.  

I look at site 11 attached to the plan, and it 
purports to give planning permission in principle for 
development of this property. I have here a deed of 

covenant which says we will not develop it. So which 
is it? Somebody answer the question. Somebody pass 
the Minister a note. Was he aware . . . and what im-
pact does that have on what is proposed and the fi-
nancing thereof? Somebody answer that question. 

I think it deserves to be answered. It has not 
come out, as far as I know to date, Mr. Speaker.  

It is site 11 if you are looking for it in the plan. 
I just think it is an important piece of information, and 
an important fact to get out on the table and have an-
swered if we are up here doing this, Mr. Speaker. 
 The third aspect of matters . . . and on that 
score I have to tell you, with respect to what is pro-
posed and what could or may not happen, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not convinced. I am not convinced on 
the tourism side either. 

Oh, I see you smiling, Mr. Speaker. There is 
one thing that I neglected to mention at the outset. I 
really regret that I did not do it at first. You will know 
that I have spoken to you, because the firm with which 
I am employed has no direct interest in this matter, but 
I understand they may be, they may be retained with 
respect to one of the parties involved, but have not yet 
been. I just want to make that clear. I said to you that I 
was not sure I had to make a disclosure. But I thought 
in any event I ought to do it. I thank you for that wry 
smile. 
 
The Speaker: You are being up front. 
 
Mr. John Barritt: I am trying to be.  

We are not engaged at the moment, and I 
carry no . . . you always could be, but just for the re-
cord, Mr. Speaker. 
 With respect to this particular model, and the 
Minister spoke to it at great length, and I appreciate 
her candour. Because I guess she basically said that 
(and this is my own surmise of what she said) it really 
is to get them out of a financial hole in which they find 
themselves with respect to what they have done to 
date, Mr. Speaker. And hopefully, I think is the plea of 
Government, this is something that will help turn this 
particular development around and make the hotel 
component possible. 
 Well, depending on how they get around this 
covenant and whether it holds up, which I think it will . 
. . you know, they want 78 properties to sell to non-
Bermudians. That flies right in the face of the history 
of this particular property and what was intended. You 
are just blanketing property, that was originally open 
space, with a hotel and a golf course, and so it is gone 
out of the hands of Bermudians. 

But it sounds to me, from what the Minister 
said, that really what we are doing is getting Tucker’s 
Point out of a financial hole. And the impression one 
gets is that they are near insolvency. That is the im-
pression I get from all that I have heard, and what I 
heard the Minister say. You know, if we had the 
money, I am sure we would like to bail out everybody 
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who is in trouble. But I do not know that that is the 
way to go, you know, that that is the answer. 

I am sure Mr. Petty over there at Newstead 
Belmont would like that approach, and wishes there 
was something that could be done for him, because 
he is trying to build a first class property as well, to 
take us into the (what is it called?) platinum period. 
What was it called? I beg your pardon, Mr. Speaker, 
that was yesterday. 

But there has to be a concern. I have heard all 
of this before. The last time, when we were told that a 
mixed use and what was proposed for the develop-
ment of this property, and the permissions that were 
required before to develop the property in ways that 
were not permissible, that this was the answer. And 
here we find ourselves today learning that it is not the 
answer. It is not the answer.  

And I am not convinced that it is, Mr. Speaker, 
when I look around the country. And, you know, on 
that score, I would have liked to have heard more 
from the Tourism Minister as to what Government’s 
overall thinking is with respect to hotel property. 

You know, you do not need me to tell you that 
this is 20 square miles, Mr. Speaker, and there is a 
limit to what you can do with developing hotel proper-
ties in this country. We are waiting for Park Hyatt to go 
up, and we bent over backwards there. The Opposi-
tion supported that, to put a hotel down in East End. 
We have something before us (which I cannot go into 
detail on because of parliamentary rules) for Morgan’s 
Point, to build a five star property. We know . . . well, 
we do not know. There is a suit; although not many 
details . . . but a hotel to be built in Hamilton. Am I 
missing any? 

And you wonder where are all the employees 
going to come from. Where is everybody going to 
live? How much can Bermuda possibly take, as well? 
And it would be nice if Government said, Well, we 
have a plan. And the plan, as we see it is X, Y, and Z, 
and this property fits in nicely. 

 The impression I get is that we feel we have 
to do this. We have been convinced that we ought to 
do it because, if not, Bermuda is going to suffer. We 
heard all the arguments here this evening. What is 
that expression? If you fall for something, you will fall 
for anything. I just do not see the plan, the approach 
for tourism. But we have a real marketing problem—
and have had for some time in my estimation—Mr. 
Speaker. We spent a lot of money, but it does not ap-
pear that we have spent it wisely, in my view, nor that 
of the Auditor General’s. I better not stick on that, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 And so I am not convinced. As I say, I have 
heard it all before and here we stand again to try and 
throw good land, possibly after bad money. I do not 
know, Mr. Speaker, I am not convinced. I am not con-
vinced at all. 

And on the housing . . . no one has touched 
upon that, as to what effect these houses will have on 

the housing market and how that fits into Govern-
ment’s overall policy and approach vis-à-vis sustain-
able development. It is almost like we say, Well, those 
aren’t properties that would be available to Bermudi-
ans anyhow. It’s the high end, and it won’t have any 
effect at all. Nonsense, Mr. Speaker. 

We have seen some of the other somersaults 
and legislative gymnastics that have been employed, 
opening up properties, hotel residences and other 
fractional units, so that non-Bermudians who are em-
ployed here can live there as well. We have seen all 
of that come at us, Mr. Speaker. And one gets the 
impression that it is being done out of panic and des-
peration rather than with some clear, consistent plan, 
both on tourism and in housing. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I said I was going to be 
short, and for those reasons I find myself unable to 
support this at this time. I just do not buy it, Mr. 
Speaker. 

And what we are being asked to do, I think, is 
take a punt in faith. And in my estimation, it is too big 
a gamble to take. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you Mr. Barritt, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Devonshire South Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Burgess.  

Minister Burgess from Hamilton East has the 
floor. Minister Burgess? 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to thank our Minister, the 
Honourable Walter Roban, for bringing this Special 
Development Order to this House. As you know, un-
der the present rules it does not have to be brought 
here, but in the interests of openness and transpar-
ency he has brought it here. And I support it. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know a little bit of history about 
Tucker’s Town. In fact, both sides of my family came 
from out of Tucker’s Town—the Richardsons on my 
grandmother’s side, and the Burgesses on my grand-
father’s side. So I know some history about that. And, 
certainly, Mr. Speaker, I also know that one of the . . . 
in fact there were not only blacks that stayed down in 
Tucker’s Town, there were the whites down there that 
owned land. 

In fact, Mr. Goodwin Gosling owned 100 acres 
down there. And one of the largest landowners in 
Tucker’s Town was Mr. Osborne Talbot, father of the 
Talbot brothers, who lived in a one-room house. But 
after he got settlement . . . in fact he put up a price (he 
owned 80 acres). He wanted a price and they offered 
him something, but it had to go through a panel. He 
finally was given more than they first offered him, but 
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in addition to that he got a house, and he also got 60 
acres of land. That is what the records record, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Also I have a letter here from the Colonial 
Secretary, dated the 20th of October 1954, which he 
wrote to the resident manger of Mid-Ocean Club basi-
cally saying—if I may read this little piece here, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: He said “There have 
recently been several sales of property in this area to 
Bermudians, and it is doubtful whether this conforms 
to the original purpose for which the land was compul-
sorily required.” 

Mr. Speaker, as we all know, that land was 
supposed to be for foreigners. No Bermudians were 
supposed to live down there. But, since then, many 
Bermudians have gone down there to live. But there 
has been no outcry from anybody that they have gone 
against the original agreement, that they were not 
supposed to be there, Mr. Speaker. But we are going 
past that. I am not going to go into that because we 
are many, many years past there and we are in it for 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, we must ask ourselves if we 
want tourism or not. When we hear this statement 
about, Well, you can’t fill the rooms that you have 
now, why do you want another hotel? Are they sug-
gesting that because, for example, my hotel ran 54 
per cent occupancy this year, that next year I should 
not market the other 46 per cent? That does not make 
any sense at all, Mr. Speaker. 
 Why would you want a five star property with 
only 100 rooms? Mr. Speaker, if we are going to have 
a flagship like Rosewood, they want more rooms. That 
benefits Bermuda. Bermuda is a very expensive, 
probably one of the most expensive destinations in 
the world, and we have one five star property, which is 
Tucker’s Point. When the owners developed that 
property, that is what they wanted and that is what 
they got. That is probably the only property in Ber-
muda that is a full resort—golf, beach, tennis, spa. 
First class. It is first class. And you heard the Tourism 
Minister talk about the award that they were to get 
shortly, if they have not gotten it yet. 

Mr. Speaker, that is what we want. And when 
you get this type of clientele—a five star property—
you know the rates. Most of those five star properties 
really do not have a problem filling up, Mr. Speaker. 
But when you get people paying that type of money 
per day—$400, $500 a day—they will want service. 
They want service, Mr. Speaker. 
 And I heard my cousin, the Honourable Cole 
Simons, say he talked to this fellow and he said, What 
are you going to do for us Bermudians?(not his exact 
words) Well, what we are trying to do is save some 
jobs. We have 400 jobs down there. Do we tell 

Tucker’s Point go in receivership and lose all 400 
jobs? Does that make sense? 

Are we happy about Newstead, about Pink 
Beach going into receivership? No, we are not happy 
about that. I am glad they have been given a lifeline to 
try to get that property back on par. So we can save 
some jobs. Do you think that if Tucker’s Point went 
into receivership that is good for the tourism industry 
or that environment? What message are we sending 
to the global network? It is not a good message.  

In fact, the other day when they had this con-
ference in Jamaica, and I talked to a lot of the hotel-
iers, because I know them, and they said, because 
they heard about Pink Beach and Newstead going 
into receivership and little about Tucker’s Point, they 
spent about two days trying to explain that Bermuda is 
still open for business, instead of going there and try-
ing to get their business on par. That is what they 
were doing, they were in, I guess, defensive/offensive 
mode trying to keep Bermuda where we should be. 
We have been one of the leaders in the world, as far 
as tourism, in the package. 
 Mr. Speaker, we lost half of our beds that we 
had at our peak time. I heard the Honourable Member 
Mr. Barritt, my cousin; say that he wanted to know 
where, if we get all these properties online, we are 
going to get the staff from. Well, Mr. Speaker, if we 
can get up to 80 per cent of the beds that we had 
back in the 1980s and early 1990s, that would be 
good for Bermuda. Because, Mr. Speaker, tourism 
and international [business] are the lifeblood of our 
economy.  

Once upon a time, the economy was basically 
60 per cent money coming from tourism, 40 per cent 
from international business. It is going the other way 
now. That’s not good. Not good. 

And let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the interna-
tional business was built upon the tourism industry. 
[They were] able to get a flight to Bermuda to do busi-
ness, a hotel to stay in. If you think Mr. Speaker, that 
we lost our airlift because we do not have enough 
beds, do you think that would be attractive to any in-
ternational business coming into Bermuda? No, that 
would not be attractive. 

They come here because of the infrastructure, 
and that means flights to Bermuda. That is why they 
come here. So, the more beds we have, the more air-
lift we can get, because the airlines are probably tell-
ing us today, Hey, I can’t give you any more airlift be-
cause you don’t have any beds. And there have been 
times in the past that we were sold out and people 
were trying to get into Bermuda but we had no beds to 
sell, Mr. Speaker. 

So we should be here trying to save the 
economy, save the tourism industry. And if you go to 
Tucker’s Point, Mr. Speaker . . . I remember when 
Castle Harbour Marriott closed. And if you go down 
there today on the golf course, most of those guys 
that work on the golf course came from the hotel—
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dining room, bell staff—they are still there. And I 
would venture to say about 99 per cent of the golf 
course staff are Bermudian. They are Bermudian. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ninety-nine point nine per cent. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, cousin. 
And he’s probably right, Mr. Speaker. 
 And in the hotel itself, I know that over 85 per 
cent of the staff is Bermudian. So they are trying to 
get the best staff, and Bermudian staff, at the hotel. 
But as life in Bermuda will have it, we will have our 
guest workers from overseas, and we appreciate 
them. We appreciate them also. They are workers just 
like a Bermudian, and we want them to treat it as that 
way, like a Bermudian, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we have to save the tourism 
industry, the hotel industry. It does not make sense 
that, Well, let’s close this, close that. And what is the 
alternative? No jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, when your poor population in-
creases, it poses danger to the rest of the population, 
just like it is in other parts of the world today. So we 
must protect the jobs for those people, and that is 
what we are trying to do; not only protect those jobs 
but to increase, because they want to make it bigger. 
So we will increase the jobs for Bermudians down at 
Tucker’s Point. And we are hoping the rest of them 
come on board. 

This is the only one project that we have now 
that we can probably touch. We have promises of the 
others, and I think they are good promises, but it is not 
real until the digger hits the dirt. This one is real. It is 
real, Mr. Speaker. 

And by us giving an SDO, it does not give 
them carte blanche to do anything. The Castle Har-
bour management have done everything. We asked 
for information and they gave it to us. They gave it to 
us, Mr. Speaker. So they are cooperating, and we 
thank them for that. 

Mr. Speaker, you know, this Government 
saved jobs at the bank last year. That is what we have 
done, that is our role to try to save the economy—
save jobs and create jobs—not to say no because it 
may be pleasing to some. And when we talk about 
open space, Mr. Speaker, I know they protested about 
Southlands and talking about how Southlands is open 
space, Mr. Speaker. Well, Southlands was never open 
space, it was private property. I could not take my little 
Johnny to Southlands and walk around, it was private 
property. It is not open space. 

Open space is Shelly Bay Field. That is open 
space. It belongs to you and me and the people of 
Bermuda. It is open and public. Open space is space 
that I can go take my little Johnny and we can enjoy 
ourselves, sit down and have a picnic, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, maybe some over there may have been able to 
go there, but I could not. So do not tell me it is open 
space. It is not open space. 

And there is no open space down at Tucker’s 
Point. It has always been private. I know that. I cad-
died both of those golf courses—Mid-Ocean and Cas-
tle Harbour. So I know Tucker’s Town like the back of 
my hand, and I love the area. I love what the man-
agement is doing on that property, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we invite investors to Ber-
muda to invest in tourism and international business. 
And sometimes I wonder, I say, Man, we are inviting 
them to our country. The invitations are one page, and 
then they get three pages of restrictions—you can’t do 
this, this and that. In fact, we can recall that a Mr. 
Thomas wanted to put a little facility on the beach, a 
facility that he could move during the off-season to 
cater to, not only our visitors, but residents of Ber-
muda. There was so much protest against him . . . I 
guess he called it a day, Mr. Speaker. 
 If you go down to St. Kitts and Nevis Island, 
you have Four Seasons— a five star property. And 
there is one of my cousins (who has dreads and all 
that there) on the side on the beach. He runs his little . 
. . you can get mussels and lobster and everything 
right there. You know where those . . . you know its 
name. Anyhow—the guests from Four Seasons, and 
my other cousin, David Dodwell’s place—go see this 
guy there. They can get stuff on the beach, and they 
clean the beach every day. 

We are down there telling people, Well, you 
can come to my island, but no, no, you can’t get a 
coke or a hot dog on the beach. Who would want to 
come here and invest, Mr. Speaker, when other coun-
tries (they have more land than us, obviously, be-
cause we are small) are giving them—not being op-
pressive, but giving them . . . they want investors to 
come in. And they are going to these places and 
spending money. 

In fact, there was fan group that came down 
to look at one of our properties. This fan group went 
ahead and looked at the properties to see if it was 
suitable for their convention. And he liked this place—
in fact it was Southampton Princess, Fairmont. And 
so, they came down. They loved the hotel and every-
thing else, and they had a tentative agreement, Yes, 
we have an agreement, but I have to go back and talk 
to the company.  

And when he went back, Mr. Speaker, one lit-
tle lady asked, Do they have gambling or gaming? 
They said no. It was cancelled. Three hundred thou-
sand dollars worth of business went to The Bahamas. 

So we have to stop all these restrictions on 
our visitors. You want them to come here. Bermuda is 
not the Bermuda it was in 1609. It is not the Bermuda 
it was in 1952. It is not the Bermuda it was in 1969. It 
is different today. And either we change to conform to 
business or we are going to lose out. 

I am going to say it again, we do not have any 
oil, and we have no gold to fall upon. We depend on 
people to come to this Island—and that means tour-
ism, international business, and hoteliers. That is what 
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we depend on. That is what keeps our life so vibrant 
and our standards so high. But we can lose that too if 
we become so arrogant that we say, Oh, we don’t 
want you here. 

But a lot of them will leave Bermuda and go 
on vacation elsewhere and go on these beaches 
where you have sodas and everything else on the 
beach in little huts. 
 
The Speaker: Hotdog stands. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Everything. And they 
enjoy themselves.  

But they come here, back home, and Ber-
muda says, Well; we don’t want that, we don’t want 
that here. 

You know, once upon a time in the hotels (I 
am not that old, but I remember), we had afternoon 
tea. Afternoon tea used to be from 4:00 to 5:00. We 
do not do that anymore because things have 
changed. You may do it in one or two little small 
places; but that was in most hotels throughout the 
country. You had afternoon tea with cookies. It is an 
English thing. And I am proud of that because I do 
have some English blood in me. 
 
The Speaker: You like afternoon tea? 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Well I do not normally 
snack in between meals, but it is good for those who 
like to do that, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, we have to change, Mr. Speaker. Cut this 
nonsense out. Cut all this every time somebody wants 
to invest in here we have all these restrictions on that, 
and then we want to be successful. Well, we have 
people that love to work in the hotel industry that are 
Bermudians and they need a job. You saw the job fair 
the other day out at Princess; over 800 vying for 150-
odd jobs. So we do have Bermudians that need jobs. 
That is where they can work—in the hotels. 

And again, Mr. Speaker, the global recession 
affects Bermuda too. The last time I looked on the 
map, Bermuda was included, even though it was a 
small map. But in this world . . . this foolishness about 
Bermuda is another world. I am in another world; but 
in this world, whether you like it or not. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And everything that 
happens in the United States, Canada and England 
[thumps desk] gets here. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, in short order. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: British Airways comes 
here every day. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, again I want to thank the 
Minister, and he has my full support on this Order. 

 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Burgess, the Hon-
ourable Member from Hamilton East, Deputy Premier. 
 I am going to take the Honourable and 
Learned Member, Mr. S. Crockwell, from Pembroke 
West. 
 Mr. Crockwell, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would have to agree with the 
Attorney General when he said on Friday that we are 
certainly earning our salaries, as this is just the sec-
ond day of the budget debate and here we are ap-
proaching the late hours of the night. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
piece of legislation which has engendered a great 
deal of discourse in the community, as it should. I 
congratulate the Minister for giving us an opportunity 
to scrutinise this Order and to express our thoughts 
and concerns, as well as the concerns of our constitu-
ents. 
 What I find interesting in this House at times, 
Mr. Speaker, especially when it pertains to specific 
items, is how the political hats seem to sometimes 
change. Today you would think that the Government 
sounds very much like the Opposition at times, talking 
about the need for foreigners to come here and buy 
homes. It is very interesting. When you then look at its 
policy on work permits, and the like, it gets kind of 
confusing.  

And on this side of the House . . . we heard 
the Shadow Minister for Finance on Friday give a very 
comprehensive and, I felt compelling, argument as to 
why we need to attract more foreigners—especially 
those who are wealthy—to come to Bermuda, to live 
here and invest in our community. Because their 
presence here is more than just occupying the homes; 
they invest in our restaurants, they invest in the busi-
nesses in Bermuda. 
 So, on this particular item we seem to be shift-
ing and changing tacks on that particular argument. 
But I think the overriding question, really, is does the 
environmental effect of this particular Order outweigh 
the economic and social effect if the proposed devel-
opment achieved its desired effect? 
 I have to say, Mr. Speaker, is that as a 
younger Bermudian . . . I know the Minister for Busi-
ness and Tourism took issue with my comment on 
Friday, that tourism was on life support—but it is! And 
it needs help! And the Government today is saying 
that this particular Order can potentially provide that 
help, and I think that we all have an obligation to con-
sider that and to explore it. 

I certainly hope (because the numbers seem 
to be clear from what I can see, we do not know) that 
the SDO will pass. And I am hoping that it will achieve 
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the results that the Government and Tucker’s Point 
want it to achieve. 
 Now, the Honourable and Learned Member, 
Mr. Barritt, stated earlier that the firm that we work for, 
Mello Jones & Martin, may have an involvement. So 
let me declare my interest there as an associate of 
that firm. And also let me declare my interest that I 
received a wonderful Christmas present last year from 
my brother, which was a three-month membership at 
Tucker’s Point, which would expire at the end of 
March. And I can say that I have visited the property, 
and it is a fantastic property. It is a fantastic property. 

Mr. Speaker, the problem that we have in 
Bermuda is that we do not have enough properties 
like Tucker’s Point, where you can go and have an all-
inclusive resort that is first class—whether you enjoy 
tennis, whether you enjoy golf, or whether you enjoy 
just having a five star environment, Mr. Speaker. 

I have read that there are concerns about the 
quality of service there. I do not know; I have not 
stayed at the property. But from what I have seen 
playing golf there, it has been a wonderful experience 
and it is something that we need more of if we expect 
to attract tourists here to have a wonderful and enjoy-
able experience. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I am a Bermudian. I love 
my country. I am involved in politics and make the 
sacrifice because I believe I have an obligation to give 
back. But if I were not a Bermudian, and I was living 
somewhere else and I had to choose to go on vaca-
tion, and I had to balance what I wanted to do whist 
on vacation, Bermuda would not be high on my list—
because it does not offer the activities, it does not of-
fer the amenities at the price that it is charging its visi-
tors. So I think that it is imperative that we ensure that 
the product that we are offering is commensurate to 
the cost and that people who come here can leave 
and say that they had a fantastic holiday. And so I 
think it is important that a facility and a property like 
Tucker’s Point be successful. 
 But, as other Members have said today, the 
question is, at what cost? And I do not know if we are 
going to get that answer today, because none of us 
know. None of us knows the future. What I do know, 
Mr. Speaker, is that nothing comes without a risk; 
nothing good comes without a price. And so we have 
a decision that we have to make. 

In fact, the Honourable Member who just took 
his seat, the Deputy Premier, [and I] were having this 
very conversation in the common room, either earlier 
today or maybe Friday (the days seem to be merging 
right now). And we were talking about the importance 
of us having a shift in our mentality in Bermuda if we 
want to remain current in tourism. 

So I stand here today, after making the state-
ment on Friday that I believe that tourism is on life 
support, having to now stand here and say that we 
have a responsibility to do everything that we can to 
ensure that we start the process of recovery. And if 

this particular Order is going to achieve that, then I 
say great. But we do not know, we do not know. 

And we can be here in eight years, and peo-
ple can stand up and say, What a travesty it was that 
we had to build on pristine land and build on virgin 
land that was once protected, and Tucker’s Point is 
now gone. Or, we can say in eight years that it was a 
good intervention, And look how well Tucker’s Point is 
thriving, and look at the tourists that are coming here. 
We do not know. 

But what I do know, Mr. Speaker, is this (and I 
agree with the Honourable Member who just took his 
seat): We cannot expect to improve our tourism prod-
uct if we keep doing the things we have been doing 
since the 1980s whilst our competitors get it. They get 
it, and they are making the investments, they are 
changing their way of business so that they can be 
more competitive. And whilst we continue to flounder 
in this area, despite the global recession other juris-
dictions similar to Bermuda are doing well with their 
tourism product. 

And as you know I have said in this House be-
fore that I support gaming. If we want to have tourism 
survive we have to consider a form of gaming that 
would suit our environment and that would suit the 
type of tourists that we want to attract to Bermuda that 
are going to come here and invest and spend money 
and create jobs. We cannot want job creation, we 
cannot want to create new industries, and we cannot 
want to compete with other islands to the south but 
not change, not improve. 

I do not buy it, that we are going to have a 
host of tourists coming to Bermuda to take nature 
walks. I just do not buy it. Although I do accept that we 
have a responsibility to preserve our environment. 
And I have a great deal of respect for organisations 
like BEST. And our conservationists in this country 
have a duty to raise concerns when our pristine lands 
and protected lands are involved. And I want to listen 
to what they have to say. But we cannot have a pro-
tected mindset in this country which prevents us from 
progressing, because we will never achieve what we 
want to achieve. 
 Now, I am not going to take up too much time, 
because it is late, Mr. Speaker. The fact is . . . my 
concern, because I can only go by what I have read . . 
. I do not know the financial condition of Tucker’s 
Point. I am not privy to that. But we have heard a lot of 
people ask if this is this just an attempt to recoup a 
bad debt for Tucker’s Point. I do not know, I cannot 
answer that. Will this make Tucker’s Point profitable? 

Is this just a band-aid that eventually is not 
going to prevent the festering and the infection of the 
wound? Is this just a temporary measure to help 
Tucker’s Point and to help HSBC as a financial ma-
noeuvre? I do not know. 

If that is what this is about, Mr. Speaker, I 
would be significantly and gravely disappointed and 
upset. But I do not know. And I cannot be presumptu-
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ous enough to say that the Government is colluding 
with other business interests to deceive the public to 
do that. I cannot substantiate that, Mr. Speaker, there-
fore today I am not going to argue and condone it. I 
will say that if that is the case, then individuals will 
have something to answer for down the road. 

But I have to stand and say that my view on 
where we are going in this country . . . we have to re-
vise tourism. We have to create new industries. 
Tucker’s Point . . . my brother works in the financial 
area. And he works for a very wealthy employer. We 
were having lunch a few months ago and I asked him 
. . . because his employer has had a presence in 
Bermuda for many, many years, and I just assumed 
that he owned property here. And so he was coming 
down for a meeting and he was staying at Tucker’s 
Point, and he said that he did not want to stay at the 
Hamilton Fairmont because he did not really enjoy 
that experience—this is a billionaire. So when he trav-
els, he has a certain expectation. 

And so I said, Well, why hasn’t he purchased 
any property in Bermuda? He said, He doesn’t think 
that highly of Bermuda in terms of the service and the 
hotels that he has stayed in. He didn’t think was up to 
snuff, and so he just never felt the need to purchase 
property here. 

So he came and he stayed at Tucker’s Point. 
And after his visit at the Tucker’s Point he made a 
comment to my brother. He said, “You know what? 
This was comparable to some of the best resorts I 
have stayed in all around the world.” And it may 
change his view on whether or not he wants to come 
here and possibly invest in property here. 

And that is important, we need that. We need 
to change our model here. I think we need to market 
for high-end, high-wealth individuals to come to our 
shores to invest in Bermuda and to spend money 
here. And if this Order achieves that, then it could be 
the lifeline that tourism needs and it could be what this 
country needs going forward in terms of creating op-
portunities for Bermudians. 
 But all I am saying is if it is not, if there is an-
other motive that is not beneficial to the people of this 
country, then I will be very concerned about that, and I 
think that there will have to be accountability going 
forward. 
 So in the event that this measure is passed 
today, Mr. Speaker, our caucus in the BDA is divided 
on this. We could not come to a solution. There are 
those who think that it is a good thing, if indeed it is 
successful; and there are those who are very con-
cerned about the potential deleterious impact on the 
environment. Unfortunately, I am not in a position to 
say either way. And I just hope at the end of the day 
that, if it is passed, it achieves the desired result. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Crockwell, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Pembroke West. 

 I am going to now take the Honourable and 
Learned Member Minister, M. Scott, from Sandy’s 
North. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, there is no other agenda other 
than for the Government to be committed to the sup-
port of its national interests, particularly connected 
with the support of tourism—a key economic pillar. 
There are only two primary ones. That is the agenda. 
Mr. Speaker, the Government is committed to sup-
porting this Order that is being considered in the 
House today, and we are committed for all of the 
proper reasons. 

Mr. Speaker, once we decided in our minds 
as to what kind of facilitation we were to achieve in the 
support of Tucker’s Point Club and the Castle Harbour 
Limited . . . no entry of the Government to bail out 
money. We are providing an SDO facilitation so that 
Tucker’s Point can market to its overseas and Ber-
mudian potential purchasers, turn the economic chal-
lenges that they have with that property into positives, 
and preserve a five star resort, a hotel property that 
the Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell, 
has just referred to as being experienced by a mem-
ber of his family, convert that threat to that kind of en-
tity in our country going into forfeiture. 

It is quite remarkable that we should, in a 
country which proceeds on the basis of operating at 
the gold standard, contemplate in any proposition, 
from either Members across the way or people up and 
down the country who have gotten caught up in the 
debate, that we should easily just pursue letting 
Tucker’s Point fail. It makes no sense. This is not the 
way Bermuda operates. 

We are not in the position of some jurisdic-
tions that have had trouble with hotel development, 
where they have begun to build. I can recall seeing it 
in jurisdictions in the Caribbean. I cannot remember 
which country, but they began to build a hotel, Mr. 
Speaker, and they could not finish it. These things 
send shockwaves into the international investor com-
munity. Why would we rush headlong down a path of 
achieving this kind of scenario and outcome, when 
with good facilitation—prudent facilitation—we gave 
Tucker’s Point Club the capacity to move forward? 
 Now the model that we are dealing with today 
is tried and tested. Way back when Tucker’s Point 
developed, even when Mid-Ocean developed and all 
of those beautiful homes that we have in Tucker’s 
Town . . . that model of attracting high net-worth pur-
chasers of property is a model that is tried and true. 
We all have lived it, as black people, with great con-
nection with the heritage of the 1920 Bermuda Devel-
opment Act that . . . the Act was quite simple. The 
Honourable Member Mr. Barritt was talking about it.  

The Act was extensive in its powers, it said 
we have the power in that Act to compulsorily pur-
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chase or acquire (now, as lawyers, the options are 
broad) . . . and there was a good deal of acquiring, 
which is what left this dreadful taste in the mouth of 
the black farmers and their heritage going forward. 

But you know, I say . . . and we have lived it. 
The Honourable Deputy Premier lived in that area, 
walked the golf course, lived in the success of 
Tucker’s Point. Black people have been doing it for 
years. We have been there as employees . . .  some 
people thought that a black government would not 
take place in this country when there were bearded 
white men running this country. 

Things will change. Give things an opportunity 
to change. The circle may go around again. Mr. Trippe 
is the putative owner now, but give things a chance to 
develop. You may find that the heritage of the black 
farmers who were dispossessed in the 1920s will one 
day . . . their great-great-grandchildren be the owners. 

But this is not a time for us to completely 
place a dagger in the heart of a five star resort that is 
on its legs, has been well developed and constructed, 
and going to forfeiture. I am very concerned about this 
kind of thinking. And I listened to the speeches across 
the way, starting with the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Simons, followed by the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. Barritt. And there is not a great deal of 
fervour that I have detected. I hear hesitancy. Not 
surprising; you are pushing against history, you are 
pushing against logic. 

The model of Riddell’s Bay—we all know it, 
we have all grown up with it. Lovely garden paradise 
cottages, virgin, along a golf course, wonderful costal 
views. We have lived it. We have worked in it. Our 
parents have worked in it. And we have seen this as 
an excellent model, and lived in the success of these 
places. 

I think the test for us, Mr. Speaker, from a le-
gal perspective is this: Is this Order related to a legiti-
mate state interest in this country? Is it? The rational 
test (the Honourable Member, Mr. Crockwell, actually 
stated it in other words). Yes it is. The national eco-
nomic interest of Bermuda, as it is connected with 
tourism, its promotion, and tourism investor dollars—
whether from Mr. Trippe or whether from foreign in-
vestor dollars—is directly connected with the promo-
tion of tourism in the country. And so that is the na-
tional interest that we seek to support, this is the le-
gitimate national interest that this SDO today is con-
nected to and related to, legitimately. And so we stand 
to support it. 

You know, I believe and live in a world where 
you have to look at the evidence. And, clearly, Mr. 
Speaker, before these homes that are shown as site 
01 . . . and I invite Honourable Members to look at 
this. On site 01 you see verging on the golf course a 
number of already constructed homes, then you see 
the area edged in red where there is the proposal to 
build further homes. Now, albeit in the area edged in 
red, up until now it has been open space. But carefully 

look at the evidence. Prior to the building of these 
homes, you can be absolutely sure—I am convinced. I 
would be most surprised to know that endemic Yellow 
Buttonwood was not in this place. So we have done it 
once, we are extending it again. But the die is cast; 
the model is the garden on the golf course. 

I doubt that you are going to find caves under 
here troubled by the . . . because there are cesspits 
connected to these homes. The land is absolutely 
contiguous to the area that is proposed for develop-
ment, you will be able to find, I dare say . . . and then 
turn each page. Every time you see homes that are 
already in existence here verging on the golf course, 
make the calculation. This was done some many 
years ago, placing residences in a low density con-
figuration, luxury homes (and low density means there 
is plenty of space around them), you know, the 
houses. 

Go up to Riddell’s Bay where it was done 
also. The houses are sitting in large acreage, and they 
are typically owned by the wealthy. They are attracted 
to our shores, they shop in our supermarkets, they 
hire domestic staff. They buy cars from the Honour-
able Member’s, Dr. Gibbon’s, company. They do all of 
these things. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: But go through all of these 
pages and look at the pictures and see what is being 
proposed by Tucker’s Point Club. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: The national interest, Mr. 
Speaker, is defined. When a law affects a constitu-
tionally protected interest, the law must meet a ra-
tional basis test. The test requires that the law be ra-
tionally related to a legitimate state interest. So there 
must be some type of reasonable relationship be-
tween the state interest and how the law seeks to ad-
vance (the law being the Order here today) that inter-
est. 

So, applying the test, today’s SDO, and all 
SDOs, are always connected with a national interest. 
They are made in an emergency context. They are 
made in an accelerated context because it is in the 
national interest. 
 And may I commend Minister Roban for 
breathing both data and information of facts with his 
considerable brief into the opening of the debate? He 
put the facts clearly, squarely and fairly to the House 
and to the listening public. And we are here consider-
ing today a provision, considering an Order, that has 
been well ventilated and the facts are now being scru-
tinised by all Members of this Honourable House. 
 Mr. Speaker, there were matters raised about 
a legal encumbrances by the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Simons, who speaks for the Environment as the 



Official Hansard Report 28 February 2011 835 
 

 House of Assembly 

Shadow spokesman. And that is a matter of private 
law. The issues . . . and as conveyancers, all Honour-
able and Learned Members—Mr. Crockwell, Mr. Bar-
ritt, Mr. Moniz and I—understand this concept very 
well. Whenever you are involved with property matters 
you may find issues connected either with planning 
that needs to be declared . . . and you serve notice 
whether there are encumbrances or not. But that is a 
matter of private law, not public law. 

This is public law that we are dealing with to-
day that is facilitating the planning approval, in princi-
ple, for a property. This has no connection with the 
commercial issues between the two private parties 
between whom any encumbrance is connected. It is a 
complete red herring, and it should not trouble either 
members of the public listening or any Honourable 
Members of the House who are listening. 
 In some, the environmental elements are pri-
marily protection of the Yellow Buttonwood and caves. 
And the Minister has extended the list—any endemic 
plants. But primarily Mr. Hayward and any other per-
sons, Dr. Wingate, are all concerned about just two 
primary environmental concerns. But as the Honour-
able and Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell, indicated, 
the balance between the environmental issues to be 
protected must be balanced against the national eco-
nomic interest—the preservation of jobs. 
You heard the Honourable Mr. Crockwell refer to the 
experience of a five star hotel. You heard whether . . . 
we know that the Rosewood brand will enhance this 
property. Issues about price for rooms in Tucker’s 
Point will improve because Rosewood will bring its 
brand, its customer base, its standards for service. 
And Mr. Trippe and his organisation will be assisted 
by the addition of a brand. It was the Government’s 
mandate and urging on Tucker’s Point Club principals 
that a recognised, credible brand be connected, Mr. 
Speaker, with our support of an SDO. And this will 
add to the message that gets out to the global com-
munity and the investor community. 

The other element of the national interest is 
the bed inventory. Bed inventory must keep going up 
so that when Minister Minors brings our increased 
airlift, or any of us bring airlift within private invitations, 
there are beds for visitors to occupy. So let us not be 
pushed off course by the heritage arguments or be . . . 
they are historic. Let us not be pushed off course by 
those who seek to say let’s let it foreclose. I am very 
concerned about these kinds of approaches and 
agenda. 

When the Corporation of Hamilton, for exam-
ple, worryingly sets out to put a legal suit on the cur-
rent Bermuda developers . . . of the Bermuda devel-
oper, Mr. Smith, for another wonderful brand that we 
have—Rosewood on the one hand, St. Regis on this 
hand.  And you have them there trying to block the the 
Par-La-Ville. It tells me one thing: There are people in 
the country who are prepared to go to [any] lengths to 

screw this thing up, to screw up, Mr. Speaker. I apolo-
gise for this language. 
 
The Speaker: Well, Minister we cannot have that. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I withdraw those words. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Use a more appropriate word, 
please. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Undermine. Thank you, Mr. 
Crockwell—a good lawyer over there, never short of 
words. To undermine the national interest of the coun-
try’s tourism development. Very worrying, Mr. 
Speaker. Most worrying. But it confirms certain ele-
ments, certain agendas in the country that we have to 
alive to. I cannot understand it, I do not pretend to un-
derstand it. But it is there. 

I think the more rational approach is the bal-
ance of convenience . . . No, it is not in the balance of 
convenience. It is the balance. I withdraw balance of 
convenience, that is another concept. It is the balance 
between the national economic interest and the bal-
ance between the protection of our environmental in-
terest.  

And when the stakes are placed in the re-
spective balances, it is clear that the interest of jobs—
Bermudian jobs at that—the interest of sending to the 
investor community that we have not let a major entity 
fail, the interest of saying to the world that Bermuda is 
open for business and that the national interest of in-
creasing the bed inventory with the development of 
hotels in the country is where we need to go in the 
context of 2011, where we expect to see the global 
economy (particularly the United States economy) 
continue to turn, so that more Americans make a de-
cision about investing or travel to these shores. We 
position ourselves today. We position ourselves to-
night, Mr. Speaker, with this SDO facilitation, to be 
ready and open for business as the economies rele-
vant to our interests here turn and drive business to 
our shores. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Deputy Premier did mention 
that we have acquired now (at least we are positioned 
to acquire) open space at Southlands. And these 
would be the Morgan’s Point, Southlands swamp. 
That is a net gain of open space. And we did our 
work. We are truthful—faithful and responsive to Mr. 
Hayward’s protestations and protections of South-
lands—and provided that the Morgan’s Point devel-
opment . . . another effort at creating the increase of 
bed counts. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And I hear the siren, Dr. Gib-
bons, over there—the doom and gloom prophet— just 
going on about it being— 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —but it will be a success, Dr. 
Gibbons, you will see. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Well, we will see; we 
have heard that before. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And I was saying that we 
were faithful to that concept, that for the land in Mor-
gan’s Point we fully intend to stand by our commit-
ment that Southlands becomes open park land, open 
space. I think that is 40 acres, or 36, whatever it is. 
 Those are the matters that I wished to ad-
dress in my support of the SDO. And I thank Honour-
able Members for their consideration of this Order, 
which I certainly intend to support. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Scott, the Honour-
able and Learned Member from Sandy’s North. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. P. Gordon-Pamplin, Paget West. 
 Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to preface my re-
marks by saying what a difference a day makes in 
politics. And I say that because, you will recall, Mr. 
Speaker, that one of the first items on the agenda of 
the PLP Government, once they came into power, 
was to reinforce those historic issues that gave us 
discomfort throughout our history. 

I can remember at one time going down to 
Tucker’s as part of the invitation to join the African 
Diaspora Heritage Trail, standing at the edge of the 
slave graveyard that exists on the golf course just un-
derneath the Tucker’s Point Golf Club and being told 
about the history and how those horrible bogeymen of 
the 1920s and 1930s stole the property from these 
people. And we had all of the painful past rearing its 
head—a major, major plank from this Government to 
gain an emotive response to support their ideas. 

Today, we hear this same Government saying 
that all of those things that happened then were not 
really that bad, and let’s do what is necessary going 
forward. Let’s forget about all of that, and let’s do what 
is necessary going forward. 
 Now I recognise, Mr. Speaker, that the Gov-
ernment is actually on the horns of a dilemma, be-
cause they have to balance on the one hand the ar-
guments that they advanced in trying to make the 
scenario that I just mentioned take on a life of its own, 
and then on the other hand, acquiesce to the require-
ments of business development and tourism devel-
opment. It has got to be difficult for them to dance that 
dance, Mr. Speaker. 

One of the things that I have to say is that I 
understand the passion for hotel development. Ber-
muda’s success historically has been predicated upon 
a successful hotel industry. We know that more re-
cently, the hotels have suffered a different experience 
than they did in the 1950s and 1960s, and that per-
haps assisted in creating some of the wealth that our 
people are able to enjoy. People who, by hard work in 
the hotel industry, then took their monies and were 
able to invest and purchase property. 

And you know Bermudians. Many of them 
look very jealously on the sacrifices that they have 
made—and justifiably so—many of them working two 
and three shifts in the hotel industry in order to get 
their piece of the rock. So I do not envy the Govern-
ment having to come to this Honourable House with 
an SDO to try to appease on the one hand this devel-
opment, which is being touted as being necessary for 
the success of tourism, and balancing that against the 
discomfort of the past, that they have spoken so fever-
ishly about and so passionately about and so emo-
tively about over time. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the challenges that 
we have is it being said that the United Bermuda Party 
. . . that all we do is to say no to Government initia-
tives. I do not ever want to be accused of being a 
party of “no for the sake of no.” But I think that there 
comes a time when we have to examine and evaluate 
the efficacy of the choices, the decisions that we 
made in this Honourable House. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we know that the Govern-
ment had a specific policy that they brought into being 
perhaps about four or five years ago, if I remember 
correctly (I do not remember the exact date), with re-
spect to purchases of Bermudian property by non-
Bermudians. And it was a hard-and-fast policy. There 
was one successful challenge in the courts, the 
Golden Eye project, which was challenged in the 
courts. And the result, when the judgment was given, 
was that this was specific to this one instance and it 
would not obtain anywhere else. 
 But I do know, Mr. Speaker, that there is an 
inventory of properties that exists in Bermuda owned 
by Bermudians who have built, at great sacrifice and 
top dollar, because they have not had the building 
concessions that a hotel development is able to get. 
They have had to pay full price, and now they cannot 
sell those properties because of a Government policy. 
 The Government then comes with this particu-
lar situation and decides that it is okay. Even if you 
are Bermudian, you can buy one of these lots; not-
withstanding this is the same property that was taken 
compulsorily, as we heard the Honourable Member 
who just took his seat. You can buy it, and you can 
sell it to foreigners. That’s okay. 
 Now, I do not know of a bigger slap in the 
face, Mr. Speaker, that one could stand and, hand on 
heart, say that I can live comfortably with that. I can-
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not. I can tell you at the outset, I am very uncomfort-
able with it. 
 I do know that when that property was ac-
quired back in the days, it was touted to be for tourism 
development. Part and parcel of helping to make the 
pill that was so bitter at that time a little easier to swal-
low was the commitment that there would be open 
spaces and there would be restrictions on develop-
ment in certain areas. And that approach had re-
mained nearly sacrosanct over these many years. 
And hence, those people who now feel disadvan-
taged, now feel that, My granny used to own this and I 
might have owned this property but for that decision, 
that they were able to swallow it because there are 
restrictions on development. 
 We now look at this Special Development Or-
der, which gives the possibility of using coastal re-
serve for primarily high net-value property develop-
ment. Is that tourism? No. It is real estate. It is real 
estate sales. There is nothing touristic [sic] about the 
development of the property, other than it is the ne-
cessity to develop the property to sell it to get the 
money to then build the hotel component. 
 Now, we know how this works. We heard the 
Honourable Member indicate that she and the Minister 
of the Environment, the Honourable Member Roban 
and the Honourable Member Ms. Moniz, have held 
hands, effectively—not literally, but figuratively held 
hands—with the bankers. I understand the idea that a 
property that is distressed financially and may find 
itself in a situation of having to go into receivership 
because it cannot meet its commitments is a bitter pill 
in this financial and economic environment. 
 But is our Government’s mantra, is their re-
sponsibility one which says that, I have got to bail out 
poor business investments? Do they have an obliga-
tion, or do they feel that there is an obligation to the 
bank to minimise the bank’s losses? This is the ques-
tion. This is the question, Mr. Speaker. 
 So when the bank will watch the development 
of this property, the sale of houses, not tourism . . . If 
we are talking about building fractionals, and building 
additional hotel rooms and the like, you really have no 
argument from this side of the House, Mr. Speaker. 
You have no argument. But it is that development of 
the high-value property. 
 
The Speaker: There are hotel rooms there. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Oh, there are hotel 
rooms. And I am saying, if that were— 
 
The Speaker: You are giving half of it. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: If that were the be-
all, end-all, there is no argument coming from this side 
because we recognise the value and the importance 
of tourism to our community.  

We do not want to throw the baby out with the 
bathwater, Mr. Speaker. But, Mr. Speaker, are we 
making the right step to be concerned about whether 
the company that owns this property can meet its fi-
nancial commitments because it, perhaps somewhere 
along the line, made a bad investment? 
 The Honourable Deputy Premier indicated—
and I think it is very important to point out, Mr. 
Speaker—when he talked about companies saving 
jobs and companies going into receivership, and he 
made mention of Newstead and the Belmont Hills 
property . . . I think it is important for the public to un-
derstand that receivership is not liquidation. Liquida-
tion is where you actually come in and you say, There 
is no possible viability to sell this as a going concern. 
Hence, we are going to close up shop, and we are 
going to sell off bits and pieces, and whatever we get 
is what we get. 
 
The Speaker: It is a fire sale. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: A fire sale. 
 
The Speaker: That is a fire sale. 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: But that is liquida-
tion. 
 Receivership has a different concept. Receiv-
ership, in the instance of the Newstead, basically says 
that somebody who is capable of operating that type 
of business will come in, take ownership, take over 
the operation of it, and bring it back to a viable finan-
cially successful entity. There is a difference, and I do 
not want for people to listen to the Deputy Premier 
and to assume that what he said was accurate that 
there would be all these jobs lost if this particular 
property went into a receivership situation. That just 
needs to be clear. 
 Government has to wrestle with the final deci-
sion. But I can tell you that I so not wish for them to 
make a decision based on misinformation, either 
among themselves or disseminated to the public, be-
cause that would be a travesty. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Deputy Premier asked, “Do 
we want tourism, or don’t we?” I do not know the point 
at which this property will ultimately be open to accept 
new tourists. I do know that what they have there and 
now in a tourism hotel perhaps is not as large as what 
obtained before when we had Castle Harbour and 
Marriott there. I think they have a smaller, more bou-
tique-type environment. I have to admit I have never 
stayed in this particular hotel. You know, every now 
and then I do sort of think I can treat myself, but I think 
this one is a little bit beyond my reach. So I have 
never had the privilege. 
 
The Speaker: That I do not believe. 
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Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Believe it, Mr. 
Speaker, believe it. 
 But I just do not want us to make a decision 
that negates the depth of the motion that we have 
had, notwithstanding that business will take prece-
dence. I do not want us to find ourselves in a situation 
where building and selling of real estate is being done 
under the guise of tourism development.  

And, as I said, fractional units, hotel rooms—
you have got me. You have got my support, and you 
have got my attention. 
 We did hear, Mr. Speaker, the Minister indi-
cate that this SDO does not allow for any develop-
ment, that everything that comes on line would have 
to go through the normal development application 
processes. But, Mr. Speaker, let us be real. You are 
not going to subdivide property, you are not going to 
make property lots available for sale and then not 
build on them. Let’s be real about that. So notwith-
standing that the actual development may not be in-
cluded in the SDO, you can bet dollars to doughnuts, 
development there will be. And that is unquestionable. 
There would be no purpose in having this subdivision 
if that was not the ultimate intention. 
 So let us not come to the House of Assembly . 
. . And I have to say, I am appreciative of the Minister 
because this is a new era of transparency. We are 
accustomed to things like this being rammed through, 
and it’s signed, and we are told after the fact if we 
hear about it in the press. I am appreciative of the op-
portunity to come to this Honourable House to be al-
lowed to express the concerns not just that I have, but 
those that have been articulated by the people who 
have voted for us to be here. 
 Mr. Speaker, I had a conversation with a par-
ticular group of people who actually said that, [they] 
don’t think that this should happen at all. And I said, 
but if it is hotel development, we cannot sneeze at that 
because that is needed. So, how can we fulfil the re-
quirement to have a top-flight, top-class hotel, to be 
able to latch onto a name like Rosewood, to be able to 
present to the world that Bermuda is in the five-star 
hotel business, and to do that without ruining the rest 
of the topography? Because that has got to be a con-
cern. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, if nobody else sees 
that, I guess I am just a little bit concerned. I also have 
to question whether the Government is prepared to 
relax so that there is not an uneven playing field with 
respect to the sale of property to non-Bermudians. 
You are going to permit it for this. And it is going to be 
cheaper, from a construction perspective, because of 
the concessions that the average person does not 
have, and they still get stuck with their own property. 
Is that fair? I do not know, Mr. Speaker. It does not 
seem so to me.  

But I would venture to say that the people who 
find themselves restricted would not believe that this 
new approach by the Government is fair. It cannot be 

that you are one-sided, that all we have ever heard is 
that those guys, when they governed, created an un-
even playing field. Mr. Speaker, I cannot believe that 
with that type of criticism that we have had from the 
time that the United Bermuda Party governed this 
country and had all those accusations hurled that now 
this Government would have, as one of the biggest 
tests that it would have had thus far, to say the way to 
get over this is to create another uneven playing field. 
I do not think that that will fit well. I do not think it will 
fit well with their supporters, never mind the people 
who have expressed interest, never mind the envi-
ronmentalists, never mind those people who know 
that Woodland Reserve was important. Never mind 
those people who think that coastal reserve and the 
protection thereof on Harrington Sound, where I think 
on one of the plans that I saw there was the intent to 
try to put a large home, a couple of units, on the Har-
rington Sound on the side between the road and the 
actual harbour. 
 You know, people do not expect that. They do 
not expect that. And do they deserve to have it? You 
know, I always say we deserve the Government that 
we have because that is what we voted for. But I am 
not sure that this is the best decision that this Gov-
ernment can make, either for that property or on be-
half of the people who have voted to be in this Hon-
ourable place. 
 Mr. Speaker, knowing that there are caves in 
that area . . . I think that when this SDO came to this 
Honourable House, had it been accompanied by an 
environmental impact study, at least it gives us some-
thing else to put our teeth into to consider it. But this 
seems to be . . . I cannot say rushed through, be-
cause, notwithstanding that the then-Cabinet Secre-
tary was asked in December whether there was any 
intention for this SDO to be granted to Tucker’s, and 
the public was told at that time, as recorded in the 
press, that, no, it was not going to happen, there was 
no such thing. 
 I had occasion to speak to the principals of 
Tucker’s to ask whether they were concerned at that 
public response, knowing that this situation had actu-
ally been presented to Cabinet months before. And 
the response was, “Well, yes, I was surprised.” So 
when people, when the Government comes at the 
public of Bermuda with blatant misinformation articu-
lated by the representation of a situation that they say 
that did not exist, when in fact it did, it starts to un-
dermine the credibility of the other things that they 
choose to do. 

This is one that, you know, I think it is impor-
tant to say, Mr. Speaker. There is a difference be-
tween an aroma and a stench. This one has a stench! 
I do not like to have to go and look at anybody who 
has voted for me and to say that I have, hand on 
heart, gone and been able to support this particular 
project wholeheartedly. I cannot do it in good con-
science. I cannot in good conscience stand here and 
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say that, irrespective of the position that the company 
finds itself in, irrespective of the position that the Gov-
ernment finds itself in, that I can wholeheartedly sup-
port this. I cannot. 
 But I did say, Mr. Speaker—and I will close on 
this note—that to the extent that the company, the 
Tucker’s conglomerate organisation, elects to build 
hotel rooms and buildings that they can sell for frac-
tional ownership, I would have no difficulty supporting 
it wholeheartedly. It is this turn of real estate, that if 
you have got money to build all this real estate, all 
these houses, and sell them off at a profit, then that 
has to be factored into your financing arrangements 
and meeting your creditors. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not know about other peo-
ple, but I have had the experience of making a deci-
sion to purchase—preconstruction, I might add—a 
piece of real estate in Florida just before the bursting 
of the bubble. And I can tell you, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: So this is overseas now, is it? 
 
Mrs. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: This is overseas, 
in Florida. 
 I can tell you, Mr. Speaker . . . And I mean, 
my investment was miniscule by comparison to the 
numbers that we are talking about here. I am talking 
about hard-earned, albeit it was miniscule. But I can 
tell you that I got back out of that situation 22 per cent 
of what my investment was. And I can tell you, to lose 
78 per cent of my investment because of a decision 
that I made was something that I had to live with. 
There was nobody to bail me out. There was nobody 
to say, I kind of feel sorry for you, and let me see what 
we can do to ameliorate your losses. 
 Sometimes we make bad decisions. And 
sometimes those bad decisions, both in terms of the 
acquiring of loans, when you find that ultimately you 
cannot afford to pay for them or whatever that deci-
sion might be, sometimes we just have to feel. Mama 
always said, “If you cannot hear, you must feel.” 

And I think that when we make decisions, we 
ought not to be coming to the Government to bail us 
out of poor business decisions. What we ought to be 
doing is to say to the Government, I would like to have 
constructed more hotel beds, nights, or more hotel 
beds, rooms, so that we can rent those out, that the 
revenue that will come from the rental of those rooms 
ultimately . . . And I am not one to say . .  I mean, 
there is a tendency to say, You can’t build the ones 
you have got so, therefore, don’t build any more. I 
think that is short-sighted. I think that when one looks 
at the overall picture, there are times when bigger 
might be better in certain instances. 
 I have stayed in hotels that are just larger ho-
tels, and I kind of liked the feel, and I never had any 
issue with that. So it could be a situation where bigger 
is better. But if hotels are the reasons for these SDOs 
coming to this Honourable House and hotels are the 

afterthought, then I do not think we are doing the right 
thing. But as I said, I will close where I began: that I 
am appreciative of the opportunity to contribute to this 
debate because certainly by having the ability to scru-
tinise an SDO in this Honourable House certainly 
would not put us in the position, I do not believe, that 
we had at Palmetto Bay, where the SDO allowed for 
the development of everything else and we are yet to 
see the hotel. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon-Pamplin, the 
Honourable Member from Paget West. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. K. Horton, from Southampton West. 
 Mr. Horton, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton:  Mr. Speaker, thank 
you. 
 First I think I will lead off by saying that it is 
very clear that this Government is one that is an open 
Government, because we all know that this SDO 
could have gone through the normal channels. It could 
have been signed off, and all would have been done 
without the long debates that we are having tonight. 
So that is a major step, I believe, in indicating to the 
people of this country the openness of this Govern-
ment. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I look at this SDO, I am in 
a bit of a hard place for several reasons. One is that . . 
. you know, Mr. Speaker, two weeks ago, when I was 
preparing to have a meeting in my constituency (I will 
never forget), I was calling around to constituents to 
tell them about the meeting. Of course, they had 
heard about the SDO and the like. I am telling you, 
Mr. Speaker, I had to hold the phone away from my 
ear. The noise that I was hearing, really, the people 
who were upset with the fact that, you know, “What 
are you doing! What is your Government doing down 
there at Tucker’s Point?” You know, “You won’t come 
and fix my road! My road—you can’t come up and fix 
my road, yet you can support Tucker’s Point!” 
 So it was very difficult. It was very difficult for 
me. In fact, when I went to the meeting, those people 
who had screamed out, I had the opportunity to speak 
with them and help them and bring some understand-
ing as to what the attempt of Government was. 
 Mr. Speaker, we know that we are in dire 
straits as far as tourism is concerned. Not only I, not 
only every Member in this House, but everyone in this 
tourism business knows that Bermuda is in dire 
straits. All those people who are looking to invest in 
Bermuda are asking the question: Why Bermuda? In 
fact, I have a friend, Mr. Speaker, who is just finishing 
some development of a hotel. And he asked me the 
question, you know, “Hey, Randy, why should I de-
velop a hotel in Bermuda? You know, you have got 
hotels that have the devil to make 60 per cent occu-
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pancy year-round. You know, you have got all of 
these things in the way.” 
 I said to him that—and all I could say was that 
things are going to change. I said that we—and this 
Government in particular—are going to be working to 
make Bermuda a place that has arms that are open-
ing a little wider than they have been opening in the 
past, because we need people to think positively 
about tourism in Bermuda. We need people to think 
positively about doing business in Bermuda. 
 And so with that little bit of a backdrop, Mr. 
Speaker, and the knowledge that, hey, we have got to 
do something in this country to ignite tourism, let us 
take an objective view of this SDO that has come be-
fore us. 
 We have also, Mr. Speaker, over the last year 
(which has been mentioned before) . . . we have seen 
hotels have difficulty; hotels that, in essence, use not 
the same, but a similar model to the model that 
Tucker’s Point is using and that have found them-
selves in trouble as a result of that. 
 Mr. Speaker, as we move along, I have to ask 
a couple of questions as well. The question is, Mr. 
Speaker, that at Tucker’s Point presently, I believe we 
have 88 rooms. If I am not correct, somebody . . . 
there are 88 hotel rooms. The goal is to add, I am not 
sure how many more. I think the long-term goal, which 
is the reason we are doing the SDO, which is to pro-
vide opportunity to develop other parts of the property 
so that we can get money in order to be able to de-
velop the hotel. Then how many more rooms are we 
going to have? 
 
The Speaker: Seventy-eight, I believe. Is it not 78? 
 
Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton:  Another 70. Another 
70 rooms we are going to have. Or, will we have?  

The other question I have to ask, Mr. 
Speaker, is . . . There were . . . in fact, I believe, be-
fore the 88 rooms that are built now . . . I have been 
made to believe that there were similar . . . not frac-
tionals, but there were similar properties that were 
developed and that were sold. And that that money 
was supposed to go towards, I guess, the develop-
ment of the 88 hotel [rooms] that were built. 

I have a question in terms of, Well, what hap-
pened? What happened to all the money? I have to 
ask that question. What happened to that money? 
There are some pretty decent properties out there that 
I see out in Tucker’s Point that do not cost $2 million. 
They cost a lot more than that. And I see the number 
of them out there, which says there has got to be a lot 
of money that was made of the sale of those that have 
been sold. So what happened to the money? That is 
the question I would like to know.  

That is a question that is not getting an-
swered. It is not going to stop me from moving for-
ward, but it is a question I would like to know because 
I do not know that. That is one of the reasons I feel 

uncomfortable. One of the reasons I feel uncomfort-
able supporting this is the fact that I do not know that. 
And I hope someone will be able to tell me that so that 
I am not supporting something blindly. 

I am believing in my Ministers. I am believing 
in those people who have come forward to me. But I 
do not know all the answers yet, and I want to know 
all the answers. And I do not have them. But I hope 
that I will be able to be assisted in that way. 

But I can certainly say, Mr. Speaker, that the 
intent of the Government is absolutely correct. It is 
absolutely correct in terms of providing an opportunity 
for continued development, even though I have those 
concerns. But it is to provide continued development 
and to send a message outside of Bermuda that you 
can do business in Bermuda, that [we] have got a 
Government that is open for business and is going to 
be there to support you when you come along, this is 
an important message, I believe, that is being sent as 
a result of this move. 

Mr. Speaker, as I listened to the Honourable 
Minister Roban in his presentation—in his good pres-
entation, too—what he laid out that I think is impor-
tant, when we look at development and we look at 
sustainability, we have to keep in mind the economic 
sustainability, we have to keep in mind the environ-
mental sustainability, and we also have to keep in 
mind the social sustainability. I think it is clear, the 
economic sustainability.  

Hopefully, because of the fact that we support 
this SDO at Tucker’s Point and the new Rosewood 
that is coming in to manage Tucker’s Point, it will be 
successful, because if they are successful, then all of 
us in Bermuda are successful. 

I was also pleased to see in the Minister’s 
presentation, again, the attention and the sensitivity 
that is being given to looking . . . and I think, once the 
plans come through, that there will be an oversight in 
terms of the conservation management in the area of 
the development, to ensure that many of the concerns 
that have been expressed by environmentalists are 
indeed taken care of. 

So I think, Mr. Speaker, we have made sev-
eral good steps, several good steps here. As I said 
earlier, where my concern is, you know, there are a 
few details that I would love to have, and then I could 
stand up on top of this table and shout out, you know, 
“SDO! SDO! Let’s get it on!” 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am sure that this is going 
to pass. I wish the Tucker’s Point all of the success. I 
look forward to the 150-odd rooms that will be there, 
five-star rooms. (Five-star, right? I said five-star.) Five-
star rooms in Bermuda, because that is who we want 
to be. In fact, that is, I think, who we can be. And, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish the Minister the best as he moves on 
in this, what I think is an important, important step. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Horton, the Honourable 
Member from Southampton West. 
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 The Honourable Member changed his mind. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Swan. The Honourable Member, Mr. Swan from St. 
George’s West, has the floor, Leader of the Opposi-
tion. 
 Mr. Swan? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I start off by declaring my inter-
est. I worked for Bermuda Properties in the early 
1980s. I represented Bermuda Properties profession-
ally in golf. I am a professional golfer by trade. I no 
longer work for Bermuda Properties, but the property 
of which you speak, I hold dearly in my heart and feel 
very much a part of it. Much of my golfing success, a 
lot of my golfing success can be connected to, indeed, 
this property. 
 I will say, as has been said, I caddied on Cas-
tle Harbour. And I have caddied on Mid Ocean. I have 
won championships on both. I played internationally 
around the world at some of the greatest resorts and 
golfing establishments and resorts known. Even 
though I could not always afford to be there, I have 
been there. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to start off by making ref-
erence to the Covenant that my colleague, Mr. Barritt, 
and also Mr. Simon’s, whom I appreciate for carrying 
the banner on the environment and tourism jointly . . . 
I feel he did a very good job in his presentation. They 
both did. 
 I want to start with this Covenant. Why would 
two properties, the Mid Ocean Club and the Tucker’s 
Point Club, feel it necessary on February 8th, 2000, 
some 11 years ago, to enter into an agreement which 
covers the land? (And for those of you who are not 
familiar, the land that borders holes number 6, number 
7, number 8, and number 9 of the Mid Ocean Club, 
which is owned by Bermuda Properties and con-
nected with the Castle Harbour Limited and Tucker’s 
Point.) Why would they enter into an agreement 
where they both agreed not to develop those proper-
ties? 
 Mr. Speaker, you will recall, as I debated the 
economic debate on Friday, that I held up a picture 
which was featured in Experience Bermuda 
2010/2011, which has a very beautiful picture of the 
Tucker’s Point clubhouse as it sits today—hole num-
ber 14 as I knew it back in 1980. I can recall, Mr. 
Speaker, as a young 20-odd-year-old man, how things 
can develop 15 years later as they were mooted 
around the environment when I was just junior man-
agement and just someone learning his trade in their 
midst. And in the shadow of this beautiful picture on 
the cover was once a dump, was once the dump— 
the Tucker’s Town dump area—in amongst that. So 
some redeveloping took place. 
 But why would it be necessary for two entities 
. . . And at that time, when this agreement was struck, 

I believe the former Honourable Member, Mr. Wool-
ridge, who spoke very passionately, was joined by 
another Honourable Member in this House who might 
have spoken passionately at that time. It was neces-
sary to strike an agreement because the picture that I 
shared with you, Mr. Speaker, is a photograph of a 
golf hole that is extremely beautiful, from my point of 
view and when it comes to golf, I would consider my-
self a purist. And it is sacred. 

We all know the history of Tucker’s Town and 
areas where, I believe on South Road, there is a de-
velopment which is pretty much adjacent—not on, but 
adjacent—very much parallel to where the graveyard 
is. I can hit a 9-iron there, so it is probably around 120 
yards. Downwind, it would be a pitch in there. 

Mr. Speaker, this picture here is one of the 
reasons why this area is so special. This picture that I 
am showing you now would change, as we know it, 
considerably. Because what I am showing you in the 
foreground is Paynter’s Hill. It certainly is a portion of 
it where you can see, which is Stable’s Road, where 
there are some 10 units proposed. But the picture that 
I am looking at now would not have the same effect to 
someone who would enjoy the privacy and the sanc-
tuary of being in a walk unspoiled.  

I have been away, and I know a little bit of 
what it takes to romance a visitor to get them here. 
This is one of the reasons. And this is one of the rea-
sons this agreement has an impact, not only on 
Tucker’s Point; it also has an [impact] on the Mid 
Ocean Club as well—two properties in Bermuda that 
stand apart. 
 I know, Mr. Speaker, what it is like to be over-
seas representing this property, and the world knows 
how special it is. And I can tell you. Resorts are a 
dime a dozen when they are started with concrete. 
Once you change this, there is no turning back. And I 
think it is important, because I have heard speaker 
after speaker after speaker, save and except for the 
Minister who alluded to the fact that, you know, this 
SDO does not supersede the planning process—but I 
have heard Minister after Minister talk about the na-
tional interests of tourism. 

I will declare my interest: I am a person of 
trade in the tourism industry. I love tourism. I want 
tourism to succeed in this country. I believe tourism 
can work in this country. I feel I have the power or the 
ability in my own self to find and bring tourists to this 
country, but I am not working in the industry, so I am 
not able to do that, Mr. Speaker. 

But I can tell you, I have not heard the de-
fence of the other national issue at stake here. I have 
to ask a question.  I have a good friend of mine that I 
have gotten to know through politics. And he has said 
this time and time again, and I have to repeat it. His 
name is Jefferson Colby Sousa. And he says there 
are 13,000 acres of property in this country. Now, 
these lots that we are talking about are roughly 
around (and I will just average it out) . . . there are 
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over 100 lots in capacity, mostly residential. There is a 
significant portion that is residential. Most of them 
range somewhere between 0.37 and maybe 0.7 of an 
acre. 

But the other national issue I have not heard 
people talk about, Mr. Speaker, is the environment.  

You know, we have alluded to the fact that 
one of the reasons why Bermuda Properties Limited—
and the principals of that I know and respect dearly. 
You know, we have not talked about why. I think some 
Members have mentioned why, is that it is not to get 
something started, but it is to satisfy something that is 
not right. So we have got two national interests here: 
tourism on the one hand, and open space on the 
other. 

Now, you know, just by coincidence, Mr. 
Speaker, I saw an NBC short film about BIOS [Ber-
muda Institute of Ocean Sciences], which is a great 
institution in the wonderful parish, my constituency, St. 
George’s West, which is within eyesight of Castle 
Harbour. You can stand in the Bermuda Castle Har-
bour area (it will always be Castle to me; I am sorry). 
But you can look from that and look across and catch 
a glimpse of BIOS. 

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that global warm-
ing is affected by the land? I do not profess to be a 
scientist. I am just a country boy raised by a grandfa-
ther who was a farmer and a fisherman. But, you 
know, the hurricanes that we are experiencing now, 
Hurricanes Emily and Fabian that wiped out the 
Causeway, could be more frequent as climate change 
is affected by diminishing open spaces. I do not know. 
I mean, I do not get to travel that much. But I guess if I 
was a Minister with all of that travel budget, I would 
know, when I fly into Bermuda, that I would be able to 
see, Mr. Speaker, that there is not as much open 
space. 

You know, a great deal of the open space that 
exists in our country is in the forestation areas of 
Tucker’s Town area, the Walsingham jungle area, 
Ferry Reach, which is in my constituency. And there 
are other areas probably more well-known to other 
Members of this Honourable House. I think we have a 
responsibility in the national interest to be concerned 
that when the young people who—we have got Han-
sard now—100 years from now look back at this re-
cord and look at this picture, which I will table, and 
say, Well, that is what greenery used to look like in 
Bermuda? 

And the Covenant . . . Mr. Speaker, the Hon-
ourable Member, Mr. De Silva, would like to know a 
little bit about the Covenant. With your permission, I 
will read the Covenant. 

“The Mid Ocean Club Limited” . . .  
 
The Speaker: Is it lengthy? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  

Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I can jump around. 
 
The Speaker: Maybe you could provide them with a 
copy. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Speaker: Yes, you can provide them with a copy, 
yes? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: I would be happy to. 
 But I boiled it down in a nutshell which 
comes— 
 
The Speaker: We already heard about it. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: It is a covenant which 
comes together with a map where the two parties, 
Bermuda Properties and Mid Ocean, agree not to de-
velop specific portions of the hillside known as 
Catchment Hill. And that is where I started, Mr. 
Speaker, because on that hill— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: A point of information. 
 
The Speaker: Do you yield? 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: No, not for a point of 
information. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay, point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 Take your seat, Mr. Leader. 
 Minister De Silva has a point of order. 
 What is your point of order? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honour-
able Member is close, but he is still misleading the 
House in this regard.  

I happen to know . . . that is why I asked 
about the Covenant, because he started, he went off 
track. And I wanted him to tell me . . . Obviously, he 
has not read the Covenant, because the Covenant 
says . . . It does not say that you cannot build, or that 
they agree not to build. What it says is they agree not 
to build unless they agree otherwise. 
 So, in other words, there is nothing in that 
Covenant that says there will be no building. What 
they do say is that there will be no building unless 
otherwise agreed. So there is the opportunity— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. I got it. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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The Speaker: I got it, Minister. 
 Carry on, Mr. Leader. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Mr. Speaker, I will not 
be distracted by the Minister of Building and Devel-
opment— 
 
The Speaker: We know you will not be. Yes? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan:—Mr. Speaker, because 
this issue is far too important.  

Mr. Speaker, 57 lots circulating around that 
particular portion of Catchment Hill certainly would 
change the landscape of that forested area and would 
change the environment as we know it. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, in this House . . . and I am 
sure with the Attorney General, when we table this, 
we will examine that.  

The point I am making, Mr. Speaker, as I want 
to go through some of the areas that are dramatically 
affected by the content of this SDO, whether it be 
along Harrington Sound, where two different parcels 
of land along Harrington Sound are in line for devel-
opment, Mr. Speaker . . . We all know—I know, Mr. 
Speaker, as I stated, being extremely familiar with that 
property—the amount of caves. I mean, I have had 
the occasion, as I am sure the Honourable Member of 
interruption would know, that when you hit a golf ball 
to the right, sometimes you have to be careful not to 
walk into a cave to the right of Paynter’s Hill area to 
the right of what used to be old number nine and other 
areas. 
 Anyone that knows the coastline from Shark 
Hole Hill all the way up to where the guys get muscles 
in that little park area, would know, Mr. Speaker, that 
the entrances to many a cave come through there and 
traverse all through the golf course. So in this particu-
lar area, Mr. Speaker, are numerous reasons, envi-
ronmentally sensitive issues, as to why a Government 
who really cared about the future of Bermuda, cer-
tainly from a green-thumb point of view, would take a 
more serious and sensitive approach to the delibera-
tions. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Simons, in his opening indicated that he was 
somewhat sensitive to the hotel component. Really, 
Mr. Speaker, the hotel component, as I see it, is more 
centred around Quarry Hill (which, for those persons 
that know the Shark Hole hill area, down at the bot-
tom, down where we always referred to as the “staff 
dormitories” going up through the “coffee chime area” 
up into that area adjoins the hotel). So with environ-
mental studies, of course, one would look to see if 
there is any natural synergy in that area.  
 Around near the stables, there looks to be a 
couple of lots there. That is somewhat of a commer-

cial belt, if you may, down by where the tennis courts 
are, and the like. Apart from that, Mr. Speaker, every 
other area is purely residential.  

And that, Mr. Speaker, is where there has to 
be expressed a great concern. Because it is not for 
the point that this is going to take us forward. This is 
going to take  and cover up what has already been 
done. Persons who are in banking have expressed 
this far more eloquently and far better than I ever 
could (that is not my discipline). But, certainly, there 
must be a better financial mechanism to address or 
redress these types of anomalies, and not to leverage 
the good land that this country so desperately needs 
and is running short of. That is what concerns me the 
most.  

For those people who feel that by dotting 
Catchment Hill, further dotting Glebe Hill, further dot-
ting Stable’s Road along the sides of the hillside (of 
what is now number five) with homes, dotting  
Paynter’s Hill (which is in this picture) with residential 
units to monetise this situation, to satisfy what has 
gone wrong, is not right! 
 I am sympathetic to the principals who find 
themselves in this situation. I have great empathy for 
them. But I love this environment in our country as 
well. And I live by tourism. I do not think we need to 
make bad decisions in desperate situations. That is 
what is very, very concerning to me, Mr. Speaker, and 
not only to me. Not only to me—to many up and down 
this country.  

We have seen it all too often, Mr. Speaker. 
We have come to this House previously with well-
sounding words. We have used platinum periods for 
this; we have been able to sell people on all types of 
things as to why they should buy into something. I am 
here to tell you, Mr. Speaker, this is not right!  

If I thought it was right, Mr. Speaker, I would 
put hand over heart and say, “Yes! Dotting the hill of 
Paynter’s Hill, dotting the hill of Catchment Hill will be 
great for Bermuda.” But it is not! It is not. It will change 
the aesthetic beauty of the area; it will change the 
product of tourism as we know it; and two wrongs will 
never, ever make a right—never make a right. That is 
good old country advice from people like my grand-
parents.  

You are trying to sell people on a decision 
based on things that have gone wrong. And you are 
going to mortgage future generations’ ability to enjoy 
some open space in the process. 
 I cannot, in my heart of hearts, allow my name 
to be put on that note at this time in our history. No, 
Mr. Speaker. Yes, we have to find ways to get tourism 
to work in Bermuda. This is not it! This is not it, be-
cause once we go down that slippery slope and come 
to a point where we have no more of that 13,000 
acres left, there is no turning back. 
 Mr. Speaker, I had the opportunity in 1991 to 
represent Bermuda in the Dunhill Cup in Hong Kong. I 
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was sad, driving from . . . we stayed in a five-star at 
the Shangri La. 
 
The Speaker: What made you so sad? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: It was not the five-star 
treatment that we received at the Shangri La. It was 
not the salmon that we ate for breakfast in the great 
buffet that they laid out for us. It was not the great 
service that they provided. It was the drive along the 
motorway to one of the greatest golf courses in the 
world that parallels that . . . Anyone who ever played 
Royal Hong Kong Golf Course would see a picture 
that looked like this. Anyone that has ever played 
Royal Hong Kong Golf Course would see (it is not 
called Royal Hong Kong anymore, but anyway) a golf 
course with an abundance of open space. 
 But the drive through the town to see no open 
space—all concrete—was depressing. It was depress-
ing for me, Mr. Speaker, as a person who has a bit of 
a social conscience. No open space! And then when 
we were getting closer, we saw a couple of football 
fields here and there. That is the extent of open 
space. 
 Do you know, Mr. Speaker, the banking insti-
tution that has been referred to as being a part of this 
has enough international clients . . . a small sampling 
of their international clients could buy every acre of 
property in this country tomorrow. You talk about fu-
ture generations? Every acre! Every acre could be 
gone. 
 
The Speaker: You had better hope— 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: We have to hope that 
that does not happen. We do not have to hope; we 
have to ensure that it does not happen.  

We have made laws, Mr. Speaker, in this 
Honourable House that put locals on an uneven play-
ing field to non-Bermudians. You know that. We have 
already had that argument, where a person, a Ber-
mudian, that owns a home in the upper echelons can 
only sell to a Bermudian, but a non-Bermudian that 
owns the next-door house can sell it to the entire 
world. Is that fair? Is that equitable? Is that just? The 
answer is absolutely no, it is not! It is not fair. 
 Because in times like this, that same Ber-
mudian, Mr. Speaker, who might be feeling the pinch 
and might want to be able to offload that property, be-
cause high-end properties can hold their value a lot 
better than someone’s down at the lower end of the 
property market (as a little country boy like me). But 
guess what? The pool that he can sell it to is very 
small. His next-door neighbour, who might come from 
Cape Cod, who has experienced some problems, say-
ing, “Look. We have got to offload, but we have got a 
good investment in Bermuda,” has the entire . . . not 

the entire Massachusetts, not the entire Rhode Island, 
not the entire New York—has the entire world to sell 
to. Is that fair? Is that fair to Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, 
who own a property next door, to be unable to do 
that? 
 No, it is not fair! It is not fair! And injustice 
anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere. I am no 
lawyer, but I know what it means. I have been on the 
wrong end of it. It is not nice, and it does not feel 
good, and it will make you angry if you have ever 
been there. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me share this with you. How 
about those Bermudians— 
 
The Speaker: Well, let us not forget the SDO. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: The SDO has an im-
pact— 
 
The Speaker: I know you want to regale us with— 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: And this speech is to 
the SDO, the principle of the SDO, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Well, let us not go too wide. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: Well, I am not going too 
wide. If you would just indulge me, I just want to make 
this final point. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. All right. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: And that is, Mr. 
Speaker, there are Bermudians who have invested all 
they can to ensure that they have an executive home 
who now have to compete against non-Bermudians in 
the housing market, and they are not on equal footing. 
And, Mr. Speaker, this development is more about 
residential units than it is about the hotel component. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I will conclude by agreeing 
with the Honourable Attorney General, that there are 
national issues that we have to consider with this Or-
der before us today. There certainly are! It is the one 
that pertains to the environment. And it is the one that 
is being ignored for expediency. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
duty to put it here, front and centre, for the genera-
tions unborn in Bermuda that deserve to be able to 
see scenery like this. 
 
The Speaker: We do not want too many depressed. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: They do not have to be, 
Mr. Speaker, if they do the right thing. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, Leader of the 
Opposition, from St. George’s West. 
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 I am going to take the Honourable Member 
Mr. M. Bean, from Warwick South Central. Mr. M. 
Bean has the floor. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning to you and good morning to honourable 
colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, I must say, this is the fourth sit-
ting of the House for me. And it has been one of the 
most painful. I would guess, Mr. Speaker, that the lis-
tening audience and those in the public gallery this 
morning observing and listening to the official Opposi-
tion, will be mistaken into thinking that they have been 
listening to and watching a Broadway play. So much 
theatre has been associated with the points that they 
have been trying to put forward.  

And it is disingenuous. It is actually fake and 
false to the point that deep down . . . in fact, not even 
deep down in their hearts and minds. I have a feeling 
that the official Opposition is actually, Mr. Speaker, all 
in favour of this SDO. I have that feeling. But because 
they have to respond in the typical way . . . 
 
The Speaker: I am sure the Minister will want to hear 
it. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Because they have to respond 
in the typical, adversarial, antagonistic, cup-is-half-
empty, approach, responding to maybe 10, 20, 50, 
600 signatures, thinking that that is the representation 
of all the voices in this country. Then they get up and 
actually contradict themselves, starting from the 
Budget Reply of the Shadow Minister of Finance last 
week. 
 When you listen, Mr. Speaker, to all the points 
and suggestions that they put forward for us to move 
this country forward . . . in fact, each point you can 
say, “Oh, Tucker’s Point?” Tick.  
Tucker’s Point.” Tick. Everything that they were pre-
senting actually makes sense with what we are debat-
ing tonight. Yet they will get up and run around like 
they are on a stage, trying to impress I know not who. 

Mr. Speaker, that is how I am going to start 
my speech. 
 When the Minister in caucus got on his feet 
and introduced the SDO, I asked one question: “Minis-
ter, who owns the property?” And the Minister said, “It 
is private property.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not a lawyer. But it is 
my understanding that the fundamental rights in a free 
and democratic society are respecting the rights of the 
privacy of the individual, and respecting the rights of 
private property. That alone, Mr. Speaker, was the 
principle that I stood upon to say, “Yes, I am all for this 
SDO.” 
 For some reason, many have alluded to the 
Government interfering in this process. Now, those 
who know me know that I am not a person who en-
courages Government interference. In fact, Mr. 

Speaker, if the Government did not put forth the SDO, 
we would have been interfering in the process (if we 
would have not brought forth the SDO), because it is 
private property. In fact, because it is private property, 
should they not have the right to do what they choose 
to do on their private property? Does that not under-
gird the whole essence of respect for property rights?  

If the Government did not take this step, cer-
tainly we could be accused of hindering or interfering 
in the process. So I do give great credit to the Gov-
ernment for not only being farsighted and taking an 
approach that facilitates our economic development, 
but also putting in the safeguards to ensure—and 
safeguards, I must say, which are totally supported by 
our highly trained technical officers in our Govern-
ment, who are environmentalists, too, amongst other 
things. I am very greatly thankful that the safeguards 
are in place. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me explain something to 
the listening public. Environmental sustainability is 
irrelevant, is worthless, without social sustainability. 
And social sustainability, Mr. Speaker, is irrelevant—it 
is worthless—without economic sustainability. Do you 
know why, Mr. Speaker? Because sustainable devel-
opment beyond birds, bees, and trees, is about hu-
man beings. I do not know how many times we have 
to remind each other of that. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the whole concept of this 
environmental movement stems, I believe, from this 
idea of scarce natural resources. But, Mr. Speaker, 
the last time I checked, the earth that we live on at its 
radius is 4,000 miles deep. Right across the earth 
through its centre is 8,000 miles, Mr. Speaker. And 
every single inch, Mr. Speaker, is composed of 
chemical elements, or resources. But all those ele-
ments have no benefit to man unless man, through his 
education, science, and technology, harnesses those 
resources for his benefit, for his development, and for 
the raising of his standard of living. If he does not tap 
into those resources, they remain useless, without 
intrinsic value. Intrinsic value comes when man ap-
plies his ingenuity to the resources, Mr. Speaker. 

So let us not get twisted. Environmental sus-
tainability has its place. But it cannot be separated 
from social and economic sustainability. And if you try 
to separate it, then, like I said before, it is irrelevant 
and is not even worthy of our consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, what I have noticed from the on-
set of the SDO being presented to the public is that 
those opposed to it have been riding this train that has 
been fuelled by emotionalism, outright emotionalism. 
Quite frankly, it has made me almost intolerant. From 
the get-go, Mr. Speaker, the first thing that I heard out 
of a certain special interest group was . . . I heard it a 
few times this evening. They had the nerve to invoke 
the 1920s and the plight of black people in Tucker’s 
Town in 1920. You had the audacity to raise that 
point. How dare you stand up in this Honourable 
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House and come with what I call politics! Totally un-
necessary. 

Where do we start, Mr. Speaker, if we want to 
go down that line of reasoning? Shall we start with the 
first development after 1920? Should we start with 
every other residential unit developed on Tucker’s 
Town up from that point to this point? Should we? 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, you know what comes 
next. It is a call for reparations. So the same people 
who are screaming and invoking this stand to lose the 
most! They do not even realise where they are taking 
it! So I will suggest that you leave it alone. I actually 
do not want to hear it anymore. Do you know why? 
Because I have the ability, if you so desire—I can mo-
bilise the intellectual capacity that will take this issue 
to the forefront, okay? To the forefront—and you do 
not want any parts of it. Trust me. 
 Where can we go? You know where it will 
lead to? Zimbabwe. That is what happens when you 
start talking about historical grievances and appropria-
tion of land and confiscation of land. But yet you are 
going to stand up in this House and evoke something 
like that, which is clearly meant to make a certain 
segment of this population emotional. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: And then, was it three, four 
years ago, the Bermuda Race Relations Initiative cre-
ated a film, and with Mr. Richardson from Leopards 
Club and a few others, they went down to Tucker’s 
Town and they actually went to this unmarked grave-
site, which, to my understanding, is just off the first tee 
in between the first tee and your range down on 
Tucker’s Point. Okay? 
 Mr. Speaker, for the life of me, I cannot recall 
anyone on the Opposition and certainly anyone from 
the special interest group called BEST [Bermuda En-
vironmental Sustainability Taskforce]  being there, 
taking up the cause, or lobbying on behalf of the issue 
regarding that gravesite. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
  
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat. 
 
Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan: He is misleading the 
House! 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat, Mr. Swan! You must let 
the Speaker acknowledge you first. You cannot do 
that. 
 Carry on, Mr. Bean. 
 

Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, they say empty 
vessels make the most noise. Empty vessels make 
the most noise, Mr. Speaker, and that is what I am 
hearing today from the Opposition benches, a lot of 
noise. 
 I am sat here, and I am listening. And I have 
actually applied the opposite to this empty-vessel 
business: Silent rivers run deep. That is what I have 
applied. That is why I am standing up now, and I am 
going to let you know: I do not want to hear that talk 
any more! On behalf of my people, I do not want to 
hear it. Keep that to yourself. 
 
An Hon. Member: Mr. Speaker, will you let him speak 
to you like that? 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I am not speaking to Mr. 
Speaker, I am speaking to you. 
 
An Hon. Member: You speak to the Speaker when 
you speak. 
 
An Hon. Member: He is speaking to you. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. He speaks to the Speaker. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I am sure Mr. Speaker under-
stands that I have the highest and utmost respect for 
him, his person, and the Chair. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: So, Mr. Speaker, then after 
bringing up the 1920s, they brought up killing the mid-
dle-class rental market. Again, more emotionalism. All 
right? Just . . . It is pretty unbelievable what I have to 
listen to tonight. 
 The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, that 
this development, we all know, is in our national or 
strategic national interest. It will even benefit those 
from the Opposition benches who are acting like they 
oppose it. And they know that. All for the last two 
days, I think, we have been in the House and we 
spoke about the need to adjust, or we spoke about the 
need to retool. In fact, the Budget Statement was 
called “Resetting the Dial,” which means that obvi-
ously our Government is making a shift. That is what 
governments do unless we want to be stuck in our 
ways. But our Leader has decided that, in the best 
interests of this country, we need to make a shift. 

So, yes. We are looking to facilitate business. 
Yes, we are looking to facilitate construction and de-
velopment. Yes, we are looking to strengthen our tour-
ism product, which many in this House have already 
spoken to as an absolute necessity. But yet, we are 
going to spend hours and hours up in this House lis-
tening to Broadway theatre. 

 
An Hon. Member: Off-Broadway. 
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Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Yeah man, cheap-ticket stuff. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Do not be distracted, Mr. Bean. Let us 
see if we can get back to the SDO. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: I will. I will. I think I have been 
very much the water-bearer, under the circumstances, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: We do not want you to lose your train 
of thought. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 On Friday I mentioned the need for us . . . and 
it is not my idea. I have heard it before, and it has al-
ready been repeated in the House—the need for us to 
look to attract high net-worth individuals to Bermuda 
and possibly even extend their residency to them. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. You can work that in with this, 
yes. 
 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean: Absolutely. And so obviously, 
the development that Tucker’s Point is seeking to pur-
sue will cater to that market. It is not going to take 
away from Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda who are seeking 
rental income to cover their mortgage. In fact, Mr. 
Speaker, many of us, including myself . . . if I had the 
money, right, this issue still would not bother me. Be-
cause if I had the money, I would go down to Tucker’s 
Town and buy a house somewhere if I wanted to. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I do not have the money. 
So being that I do not have the money, what they 
choose to do with their private property does not really 
mean anything to me. I cannot participate. I cannot 
buy the house that they are looking to build. And 
many of Bermudians, many of the Bermudians in this 
country cannot buy the house that they are looking to 
build. If that was the case, most of us would be in 
Tucker’s Town right now. But why not? 
 So let us . . . I asked in my maiden speech 
that we set aside the emotionalism and start thinking 
more rationally. Like I said at the beginning, I suspect 
that the Opposition really, in their heart, are all for this 
SDO. But yet, for political appeasement and postur-
ing, they are going to waste the people’s time sitting 
up here running their mouth, acting one way, but 
really feeling another. I call it disingenuous. I call it 
being not real to thyself. 
 So I am going to ask, in closing, What say 
you, Opposition? Because when listening to you, 
What say you? What say you? Because sooner or 

later we are going to realise that the environmental 
movement is going to look to have to find that middle 
ground instead of being the “You-can’t-do-this” group. 
They are going to have to. If not, they are going to be 
perceived by the general public as being anti-
economic, anti-progress, anti-human, and anti-
Bermudian. 

That is how the public will see it, because they 
are going to recognise that, like I said before, birds, 
bees, and trees, they are all fine and dandy. But they 
have no comparison when we are talking about food, 
clothing, and shelter. And that is the question on the 
table right now—food, clothing, and shelter. 

Now, I am not an environmentalist. But I can 
declare my interest. I am a naturalist. I am a bush-
man. Like the Opposition Leader, I am the son of a 
farmer–fisherman. I actually spent time down in the 
caves overnight with my drums and music, with my 
brethren, meditating and studying, too. I love the envi-
ronment, too. But trust me. Trust me. When it comes 
to making sure our people have, the two do not even 
compare. They do not even compare. 

So I am going to ask the question one more 
time before the next Opposition Member gets up and 
speaks: What say you? The only people who are in a 
rock and a hard place in this House are you, the Op-
position. You are being contradictory. You are being 
hypocritical. 

So I pray that not only does the SDO pass, 
but the technical officers carry out the due diligence to 
ensure that everything is in its proper balance and that 
the development goes forward. And coinciding with an 
increase in visitors to this Island, we can find a re-
bound and rejuvenation in our tourism product. Thank 
goodness for Rosewood! Thank goodness for Mr. 
Trippe! And thank goodness for Tucker’s Point. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Bean, the Honourable 
Member from Warwick South Central. 
 I am going to take Minister De Silva. The 
Honourable Member, Mr. Z. De Silva, from Southamp-
ton East Central has the floor. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, I think I am really going to enjoy 
the presence of our newly elected Member of Parlia-
ment for the Bermuda Government, Mr. Marc Bean, 
for he speaks a lot of truth, and he is talking like a 
seasoned Member of Parliament in this Honourable 
House. 
 But, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: You wanted to talk about the SDO, I 
guess? 
 
[Laughter] 
 



848 28 February 2011 Official Hansard Report 
   

 House of Assembly 

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Yes, I will. 
 
The Speaker: Good. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: First of all, I will declare my 
interest, Mr. Speaker, as I have had several, like my 
honourable colleague opposite, the Honourable Mr. 
Kim Swan . . . I have also had some relationships with 
the Tucker’s Point group. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I do not know really where 
to start. But I am going to take a stab at one of these. I 
think the rightful place to start, being as this is the 
season, would be with the United Bermuda Party’s 
Reply to the Budget. 
 
The Speaker: No. You cannot do that. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, no, of course not. 
 
The Speaker: We just—yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But if one were to look 
through that document, Mr. Speaker, all it says is what 
this Government has to do, what we should be doing, 
and what we have not done. 
 Mr. Speaker, this SDO . . . I am trying to figure 
out the things that they have said today. And the Hon-
ourable Member, Mr. Bean, said it right. I believe I 
have been watching an off-Broadway show myself this 
afternoon, because I listened to this Budget until 3:15 
in the morning, Mr. Speaker, along with yourself. And 
all the arrows were pointing at something like, “Do 
something like Tucker’s Point! Get this SDO done!” 
But today is a different story! I do not get it. I really do 
not get it, Mr. Speaker. 
 But, you know, let us be really real here. Let 
us be really real and look at the document that my 
honourable colleague, Mr. Walter Roban, produced. 
Now, first of all, we as the Government did not have to 
even bring this SDO to this House. But the Opposition 
constantly . . . “Let us be more transparent! Let us 
discuss things together!” Mr. Speaker, this SDO could 
have been advertised in the Royal Gazette, and it is 
done. Done, Mr. Speaker! 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Advertise it, and it is done.  

No! We said we are going to be transparent. 
We will bring it to the people. We will bring it to the 
Opposition Members, and we will have a discussion, 
expecting to see a rubber stamp, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the document, in my colleague’s, Mr. Ro-
ban’s, speech, let me reel off a couple of points. And 
he said he wishes to draw to the attention of the 
House the need for habitat and woodland vegetation 
surveys. There will be land use impact analysis; geo-
technical assessment; safeguard existing mature, na-
tive, or ornamental plants. What more does the Oppo-

sition want? Discussion? All sorts of restrictions out of 
the yin yang, Mr. Speaker. What do they want? What 
does that organisation they call BEST want? 
 
An Hon. Member: Not the best. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You know, Mr. Speaker, 
the Honourable Opposition Leader, Mr. Swan, talked 
about his drive through Hong Kong, and he did not 
like all the concrete. Well, you know what, Mr. 
Speaker? I have represented Bermuda, too. And I 
went to a beautiful place in Venezuela, one of the 
most beautiful golf courses I have ever seen. Guess 
what I drove through to get there? Mr. Speaker, three 
of the world’s top-class golf courses have to be in 
Long Island, and the Honourable Member has proba-
bly played them—Winged Foot, Shinnecock, and the 
National Golf Club, all out on Long Island. Mr. 
Speaker, you fly from here to New York, and you then 
drive to Long Island. See what you have to drive 
through to get to three of the best golf courses in the 
world. 

So, Mr. Speaker, you know, it is nothing un-
usual. Some of the world-renowned golf courses . . . 
you have to drive through some concrete to get there. 
So let us not float that idea around, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, the Bear’s Club in Jupiter, Florida? 
Undoubtedly, the course is so pristine, Mr. Speaker, 
they will not let anybody give it a rating. Okay? Jack 
Nicholas’s private golf club? I played there, Mr. 
Speaker. You ought to see the concrete I drove 
through to get there. So do not play on people’s emo-
tions with that kind of talk, Mr. Speaker. It does not 
work with me. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this, too. I 
have heard no one congratulate Mr. Ed Trippe and his 
team for what they have done. But I am going to con-
gratulate them, and I am going to congratulate the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Walter Roban, even though 
Walter (the Honourable Member, Mr. Speaker) . . . 
“transparency, discussion, sharing ideas. Let us bring 
it to the people.” He did not have to. But I take my hat 
off to him. He is determined that this is what he 
wanted to do. 
 
An Hon. Member: He is a good boy. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: He is a good boy, indeed. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, we have talked about 
some of the reasons why this side of the House sup-
ports this development. We have talked about the 
employees, between 350–400 Bermudians, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, what about the families? It is 
350 employees, but what about the families that go 
with the employees? 

Let us let Tucker’s Point . . . I tell you what. 
Let us not do anything. Just let them fail. What about 
the families, Mr. Speaker? We had an employment 
fair at the Princess Hotel last week. We all know the 
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history behind that, the numbers of people that 
showed up for work. Do you know . . . Let it go and 
you have another 350 added to that stock, and then 
the families that are going to suffer. 

My colleague, Mr. Glenn Blakeney, the finan-
cial assistance is bombarded now, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Bombarded at financial 
assistance. I tell you what. We talk about the financial 
implications of this development. We are not going to 
talk about the potential developers that are sitting on 
the horizon overlooking this whole SDO and this 
whole debate. Implications, Mr. Speaker, can go 
deep, can go very, very deep. 
 Mr. Speaker, Tucker’s Point group did not 
have to take a gamble on Bermuda, Mr. Speaker; I am 
sure they did not. If you do a little history on Mr. 
Trippe . . . I did. And I am sure that the Honourable 
Members on the other side did. They know the family 
history. I do not think they had to do this development 
to sort of get along in life, Mr. Speaker. I think Pan 
American Airlines might tell you a little story. Yes, it is 
silent, Mr. Speaker. Yes, it is. 
 But you know what? The history, Mr. Speaker, 
the man did not have to do it. He took a gamble on 
Bermuda because he believed in Bermuda, Mr. 
Speaker. And we should be taking our hats off. And I 
believe the Honourable Member, the Shadow Minister 
of Finance, talked about red carpet and red tape and 
all this stuff last week, too. Well, where is that red car-
pet today? 
 
An Hon. Member: Took it up. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, it must be like that 
crystal ball he has; the magic carpet is gone. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, words have a way of 
coming back to bite you sometimes. Mr. Speaker, in 
seven years Tucker’s Point—now, get this—has hired 
over 800 different contractors. Work that out, Mr. 
Speaker, 800 different contractors, spent almost half-
a-billion dollars, Mr. Speaker—half-a-billion dollars! 
They have put that money into this country, Mr. 
Speaker. And yes, they have some difficulties. But 
you know what? Take a look around the world. Ask 
any developer worldwide, Mr. Speaker, what hap-
pened to them in the last three years. Everyone has 
been bit by this economic downturn, everyone. Not 
too many people got away from it, especially develop-
ers. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, you know, we have a friend 
of Bermuda that is giving a lot of Bermudians work. 
They have improved our tourist product, Mr. Speaker, 

first hotel in 35 years—top-class hotel! We have to 
support this development, Mr. Speaker. We have to 
support these folks. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to touch base on the 40 
acres at White Crest, which is the bulk of this SDO. 
Mr. Speaker, you know what? They already have 
zone R2 planning on that site. This SDO does not do 
much. They could have left it as it was. They could go 
ahead and build on it, Mr. Speaker, 40 acres—already 
have it, R2. That means they can go ahead and build 
tomorrow, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Take away some of 
the other areas scattered around that property, a few 
here, a few there. But that area that the Honourable 
Member Mr. Swan was talking about, Mr. Speaker, 
already has planning permission. Let us put that in the 
mix. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Opposition beat the drum, in 
particular over the last two-and-a-half years, about 
this Government and us doing something to get our 
economy going. Mr. Speaker, this SDO has a lot of 
potential to do just that. You can get contractors work-
ing. Mr. Speaker, today I understand there was a 
meeting at, I believe, Hamilton Princess, again. I think 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Darius Tucker, may 
have even showed his face. 
 
The Speaker: He was late coming, so I know he was 
up— 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, he did tell us. He did 
tell us on Friday he would be late. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am sure the Honourable Mem-
ber will be able to verify, if he decides to speak to-
night. But I spoke to someone that went there, Mr. 
Speaker. And apparently, they had about 300 seats 
which were all full, and maybe another 100 people 
standing in the back. Okay, Mr. Speaker?  

This Island . . . we are in unprecedented 
times. And people are hurting. The Opposition has 
been telling us this for two-and-a-half years! Well, now 
we want to make a move, “No, no, don’t to do it! Don’t 
support it.”  
 Mr. Speaker, I am getting close to finishing. I 
just thought I would thank the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Crockwell . . . and he said it perfectly, that Ber-
muda needs a Tucker’s Point Club. We need first-
class facilities. My honourable colleague, Mr. Bean . . 
. and I have certainly said it before, Mr. Speaker, 
about high net-worth individuals. Give them PRCs, Mr. 
Speaker. Encourage people to come and stay in our 
country. Our competitors are doing it. It is time we got 
with the times. We live too much in the past, Mr. 
Speaker. And it is time for us to change up. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, you know, it would be re-
miss if I did not discuss one topic tonight before I took 
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my seat. And that is this particular group they call 
BEST. It seems that every time a developer, or a 
young entrepreneur, or this Government decides that 
we are going to do something positive for this country, 
they pop their heads up out of the sand, Mr. Speaker. 
They look for petitions. They look for signatures. 
 Mr. Speaker, where were BEST when The 
Reefs were being constructed, all the fractionals, and 
The Cliffs? Where were the long-tail lovers, Mr. 
Speaker? Never heard from them! I did not see any 
placards and marches up at The Reefs, Mr. Speaker. 
Okay? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I am going to get there. 
 We have a building, Mr. Speaker, not far from 
here. The tallest building in Bermuda; a monstrosity, 
right as you enter the city of Hamilton . . . Never heard 
a word, Mr. Speaker! Never heard a word— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Gibbons, said, “That’s not true.”  

I did not see any placards down there; I did 
not see any people marching; I did not see any signa-
tures; I did not see any cameras down the bottom of 
these steps, saying, Look. Let us object to that build-
ing downtown. No, sir! Let Dr. Gibbons pipe up, and I 
will take my seat.  I will take my seat. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And the Honourable Mem-
ber, Dr. Gibbons, is chirping over there. How many 
buildings does his family have in this city? And how 
many objections to those buildings did we see? I 
would not want to guess how much of this concrete 
around this city . . . why does he not knock down a 
few of those and put up a few parks? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! That’s a great idea. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay, Mr. Speaker? Okay? 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, one last point—well, 
maybe two. Another development, Mr. Speaker . . . 
we are talking about our environment. You know, I 
think you might be familiar. A lot of people know 
where the Bacardi building is, Mr. Speaker. Well, op-
posite there used to be a car showroom and an old 
grocery store called Miles. What is there now? It is the 
biggest mass of concrete that we have in Bermuda. I 
did not see a placard; I did not see any objections; I 
did not see any signatures; certainly did not see any 
cameras at the bottom of those steps like I saw today. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Nothing! But that is okay. 
Let us talk about where the money for those rentals is 
going, Mr. Speaker. I think somebody asked earlier, 
“Where has the money gone from the earlier devel-
opments down at Tucker’s Point?” Where has all the 
other money gone for these buildings around this city? 
I do not see too many trees. All concrete. Tucker’s 
Point has a lot of trees, yes, sir. 
 
An Hon. Member: And a lot of grass. 
 
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I get pas-
sionate about things sometimes because, you know, 
when we have our country struggling like it is and we 
try to do things like this, and it is like when we change 
the law for folks that could stay here over 90 days so 
that, you know, they could stay for six, seven, eight 
months if they want. I remember the Opposition Mem-
ber saying, “Well, when is a tourist not a tourist?” And 
I remember standing up, Mr. Speaker . . . look, I call a 
tourist . . . he could stay here for 10 years. You still 
call him a tourist, or you can call him whatever you 
like. If he is here in Bermuda, he is spending money 
so that our people can get a little piece of the pie, Mr. 
Speaker. I’ll support every time. 
 Mr. Speaker, all I want is for the folks, the Op-
position Members, and the BEST group . . . do not be 
selective. If you want to object, object to everything. 
Do not be selective and just say, Well, I am going to 
go over young entrepreneurs. Or I am going to go af-
ter, well, that SDO down at Tucker’s Point because 
that is my agenda today. Well, let’s put everybody on 
your agenda. If you are going to be an environmental-
ist, well, be an environmentalist through and through 
all the way, Mr. Speaker. 
 Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister De Silva, the Hon-
ourable Member from Southampton East Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
W. Furbert, from Hamilton West. 
 Mr. Furbert, you have the floor, sir. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Let me say that, first of all, organisations like 
BEST, CURE, and David Wingate, and any other or-
ganisations, I believe clearly have the right to speak, 
to demonstrate, because we live in a democracy 
which allows individuals to speak for or against a par-
ticular project. 
 But the Government of today has a right also 
to make a decision one way or the other in the best 
national interests of the country. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just say that I heard the 
Opposition talk about that we are now restricting Ber-
mudians from selling, or limiting Bermudians as far as 
selling their homes to non-Bermudians. 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No? Bermudians to non-
Bermudians. There has always been a restriction on 
homes in Bermuda. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, Honourable Member, 
the only person who benefited from the restriction time 
was the Honourable Member Grant Gibbons. But the 
majority of Bermudians were not able to sell their 
homes to foreigners. There was a select few that were 
able to benefit from that wealth building in the past. I 
sat in the Cabinet, when we used to discuss as far as 
raising the ARV, as far as who can benefit from selling 
their homes. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: As a result . . . I did. And the 
Honourable Member, Grant Gibbons (Minister of Fi-
nance at the time), sat in Cabinet with me, and also 
the Honourable Member John Barritt. We talked about 
that around the table, as far as raising the ARV. So 
there have always been restrictions around here, and 
very few people benefited from that particular decision 
that was made by the United Bermuda Party. So let us 
not act like there were no restrictions because the or-
dinary man was not able to sell his homes to foreign-
ers. 
 This is nothing new. But now, guess what? 
We are all in the same boat. We are all in the same 
boat now; we can do it. Right? Now, I built an execu-
tive home. I declare my interest. I understand I cannot 
sell it. That is a gamble I took when building it, realis-
ing I could not sell it to non-Bermudians. Now, trust 
me, I wish I could sell it to non-Bermudians. But that is 
the decision that the Government made. So I abide by 
the decision. 
 Like I said before, my little cottage that I had 
before, I could not sell it. But there were Members in 
this Honourable House who sit on the other side who 
were able to do it because of the restriction—but not 
restricted for them—and made money over the years. 
So we understand how that particular situation was 
made. 
 Mr. Speaker, I used to represent that area 
called Tucker’s Town. And I would call my good friend 
Maxwell Burgess. We had to drive round those 
houses to canvass. Not on top of Crawl Hill; you could 
walk and catch at least 300 homes in a certain area. 
So I know a little about the Tucker’s Town area and 
the vast amounts of space down there. I even used to 
be invited for cocktails. I have not been invited lately 
in that particular area. 
 
[Laughter] 
 

An Hon. Member: Tea and biscuits. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No. No more tea and bis-
cuits coming from that area. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So time changes. Time 
changes. And, Mr. Speaker, I recall sitting (again, in 
another room) where the Honourable Member Cole 
Simons was pushing . . .I mean, I hear that I am talk-
ing about the 1920s and trying to make some things 
better. But I remember sitting in another room where 
the Honourable Member, Cole Simons, laid a discus-
sion paper within our room—their room, our room, 
whatever . . . our room those days; their room now—
talking about opening up the beaches down there. 
Predominantly, most of the blacks were in support of 
that particular decision. Predominantly, most of the 
whites were not supportive of that decision, did not 
want to allow Bermudians to be able to use those 
beaches. It was a big discussion. 
 So let us not use the 1920s as if all of a sud-
den you became saved and all of a sudden you real-
ised that something was wrong. That was a decision 
that was made in those days. And there were people 
that benefited from that decision. We know it was a 
sad time. It was. People lost their property. The 1920s 
. . . the decision was made by those individuals, it was 
a decision that was made, and unfortunately the 
Tucker family and (I heard) the Burgess family, and 
other families, lost the rights to produce, or would 
have benefited if they were still down there today. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, here we have before us the 
opportunity to create something. And it is time. Yes, it 
is. It is time. I believe what the Government is doing is 
the right thing at this time. 
 
An Hon. Member: Not like Mr. Gibbons! 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: In 1995, Mr. Speaker, the 
United Bermuda Party was in the same position. In 
1995, Mr. Speaker, the United Bermuda Party was in 
the same position, with the Honourable Member Grant 
Gibbons and myself, and I believe John Barritt was in 
Cabinet at that time. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, sir. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, you were in caucus. 
Yes, you were in caucus. When the United Bermuda 
Party had the same arguments coming from that 
time—SOS, I think it was called, “Save Open Spaces.” 
The same group was bringing up arguments, and 
there was a big holler coming from individuals. But the 
Government of the day made a decision. The question 
was not asked, What are we doing? but, Is it going to 
be successful? We just felt that we needed to make a 
decision in the best national interest. 
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 So if I am thinking that (excuse me, I am a bit 
hoarse) . . . But if you want to think that, In 1995 I 
thought was in the best interest of the country then, 
you would think I should have the best interest of the 
country now?  You cannot have one time, 1995, you 
are being right, and 2011 it is wrong. It cannot be, Mr. 
Speaker. Those arguments are the same arguments I 
heard in 1995. At that time, I believe the Minister was . 
. . Honourable Member Harry Soares was the Minister 
of the Environment. 
 So we have been through this before. I mean, 
we may possibly go through it again in another loca-
tion. But the Government . . . for the first time in our 
laws and in our history, a Government has brought an 
SDO for debate in this Honourable House. The coun-
try, the people of Bermuda at least, have the chance 
to hear the arguments coming for their politicians for 
one way or against. 
 It has not been an easy decision, I am sure, 
for the Cabinet to make. But after hearing all their ar-
guments for, against, listening to the Tucker’s Point 
organisation and then listening to other organisations, 
they came to the conclusion that this was in the best 
interest of Bermuda. It was not done like, Well, let’s 
just approve it. Something popped up on the Minis-
ter’s desk: Let’s approve it. No, I do not think so. They 
agonised over their decision. They told the Minister to 
get it right, make sure that some safeguards are there 
so Bermudians are protected. Make sure that the 
caves are protected. Make sure that the birds and 
bees and flowers and trees in their certain areas are 
protected. 
 It came to our room, and we discussed it. We 
agonised over that. And now we support coming to-
wards this Honourable House. At the end of the day, I 
hope that the Honourable . . . and Parliament, which is 
the highest decision in the land, will make and say 
that, yes, we support the preliminaries and the discus-
sion that will take place on the SDOs. It has not been 
easy. 
 But we cannot, we cannot afford to allow a 
hotel to fall and send the wrong signals throughout 
this community and throughout the world that Ber-
muda is out of business.  

I am sure in the future there will be other deci-
sions that the Government will have to make, some 
tough decisions one way or the other.  I have heard 
the debate on . . . Members have said about other 
things that need to be taking place as far as tourism. 
But there is timing—there is timing for everything. And 
this is the timing that we have right now to say to the 
country that we believe that we should get our tourism 
product right and move this country forward. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I support the decision made 
by the Government, and particularly the Minister, in 
moving this country forward and moving the tourism 
product forward. And I heard a gentleman, I heard the 
Minister talk about a wealthy owner. Imagine 70 indi-
viduals—I say individuals, but it could be families, too. 

But most of those individuals, probably there are 70 
millionaires will be buying that property, who will come 
here and spend money and buy food and buy goods 
and services and hire plumbers and hire masons and 
hire . . . The economy will help to . . . We are talking 
about generating revenue, more revenue for the coun-
try moving forward. This is one way we can do it, for 
individuals to bring capital here, dollars, put monies in 
Capital G, put money in other banks, buy insurance, 
buy health insurance. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Hire maids for service; buy 
BMWs, or whatever, because that is what they will be 
buying. I am sure the Honourable Member is not go-
ing to turn that down when they come knocking at his 
door and say, Well, you have a house down on 
Tucker’s Town which I objected to; I am not going to 
take your money for your car. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I do not believe he is going 
to say that. And if he is so interested about 1920s, tell 
that Member to give up his house down there that was 
there for tourists. 
 Mr. Speaker, the country has to move for-
ward. I heard the Minister say—and I think this is very 
important. I will quote. He said, “This Government 
hears and understands the cries of those who have 
reminded us of the atrocities of the last century.” They 
were felt by the residents of this area. It is for this rea-
son that we have approached this Special Develop-
ment Order with openness, with sensitivity. Sensitivity! 
Do you think it was hard for a Progressive Labour 
Party Government to do that? But they approached it 
with sensitivity and understanding and, above all, the 
responsibility that this matter demands. 
 I have heard the debate on talk shows and all 
around Bermuda. And a few people, a few friends of 
mine have called me up. But sometimes tough deci-
sions have to be made, and this is one time that we 
have to do it. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am asking the United Ber-
muda Party to rethink their ways on this particular is-
sue. Remember what they did in 1995 in helping to 
move this country forward and helping to move 
Tucker’s Point forward. Let them search within their 
souls and ask themselves, Should we do this one 
more time? I believe, Mr. Speaker, that they have to. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Furbert, the Honour-
able Member from Hamilton West. 
 I am going to take the Honourable Member, 
Mr. C. Swan, from Southampton West Central.  

Mr. Swan has the floor. 
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Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The night is late, or morning is early. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: We have heard all kinds of, 
sort of, opposing, if you want (for a better word), views 
here. And I think that is important, no matter what time 
of night it is. 
 I wanted to weigh in on this, perhaps a little 
earlier. But I would like to state first that our party did 
have the benefit, and I will acknowledge the gentle-
man here in the gallery. And they sort of fill one side, 
except I see Mr. Haywood here. A lot of the objectors, 
I imagine, may be . . . some may be here, but I would 
have thought we would have seen a lot more. But 
our party did have the benefit of a presentation from 
the Tucker’s Point group. And I have had an opportu-
nity before and a little bit tonight to sort of try to wend 
my way through some research, not on Tucker’s Point 
necessarily, but on Rosewood and HSBC and to see . 
. . I am trying to wrap my head around, I guess, why 
we have this angst going on. And it brings lots of 
questions to my mind as to why we are where we are. 
 First of all . . . And I will be honest. The 
Tucker’s Point people were quite frank with us, and 
this was just the Tucker’s Point people we saw with 
their architects and what-have-you. They said they 
would be frank and open and that type of thing when 
they met with us. There was no one there, I do not 
believe, from the Rosewood group. The Government 
is dealing with a myriad bunch of things here. And I 
always get, you know, inquisitive when governments 
have to deal with companies, and not just local com-
panies, but especially large ones whose involvement 
may be there in some way, shape, or form. 
 And I started wondering laterally, you know, 
how open and how frank Tucker’s Point had been with 
us? Or indeed, with the people of Bermuda? And we 
will not get answers to these questions tonight, but I 
will just lay them out there because they may be ques-
tions other people might consider. 
 I believe Rosewood became involved in 
Tucker’s Point perhaps sometime last year. But I just 
wondered if perhaps Rosewood had been involved 
before or had been sought out before two, three, or 
whatever number of years ago. I also wanted to ques-
tion what relationship Tucker’s Point . . . well, obvi-
ously, they deal with HSBC. But I just also wondered if 
Rosewood also dealt with HSBC in their dealings 
around the world. 
 
An Hon. Member: So what are you telling us? 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: I am just . . . let me finish, if 
you would. Thank you. 
 One thing I did find out was that in partnership 
with other groups the Rosewood (I think it is Rose-
wood LLC) actually bought a hotel from a bank some 

years ago. And that was Caneel Bay. And I am just 
tossing these things out there to get people thinking, I 
guess, as to perhaps how businesses work or how 
businesspeople work. And I just was looking at link-
ages, I guess. We are dealing with businesspeople 
here and a company, or companies. 
 I believe I have been able to find out that 
Tucker’s Point has been talking to the Government for 
at least a year, which, you know, seems plausible, 
although it was thought that this was being rushed 
through, this SDO. And then I started thinking, you 
know, we have had lots of SDOs in this country. I do 
not know. I cannot recall how many of them have 
borne fruit yet. And I hear lots of talk about “hope this 
works” and “if it works” and that type of thing. 
 You know, I do not like “if’s” and “hopes.” I like 
things to be pretty well cast in stone before I give 
away anything. I will qualify what I am saying. And it 
was brought home, I think, by someone who spoke 
earlier. We are not . . . This is private land. It is private 
land. And one has to accept that. All the Government 
is doing or considering doing here is rezoning, which 
may seem a small price to pay. 
 But with all I have just said, as businesspeo-
ple, I really wondered what efforts Tucker’s Point 
and/or Rosewood together had made to find another 
way. Now, as businesspeople, Tucker’s Point has a 
lot of money invested in this over the years. And they 
have built a good product. But they stand to lose 
some of their money if they do not get this SDO. And I 
do not like scare tactics or being told the earth is go-
ing to fall in if we do not get this. That pushes me back 
a little bit. That pushes me back a bit, Mr. Speaker. 
 Then I looked at another hotel here that I be-
lieve is now in receivership. And I was trying to say, 
Well, have they closed the doors? Have they laid off 
hundreds of people? Has the earth fallen in for them? 
They are looking for a buyer. And it is a tough market. 
And Tucker’s Point has now come to realise how 
tough it is. 
 And I started thinking, you know, as busi-
nesspeople, probably this is . . . I do not want to say 
the easiest route to go, but it probably is the least 
costly to them. And that bothered me a little bit, Mr. 
Speaker. So I will leave that alone. Okay? I am just 
tossing these things out there. 
 I came across an article in my research writ-
ten by a visitor who happened to actually stay at 
Tucker’s Point and was very pleased. And, you know, 
I do not for a minute believe that Bermuda is another 
world, and nothing applies to us and that type of 
thing—not anymore. But this particular person wrote 
that they thought it was a shame that there was going 
to be more development because for them the peace 
and tranquillity of having woodlands was appealing. 

And it does not matter to me what one drives 
through or to in any other country, we have to find out 
what is appealing to the people we want to attract 
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here—not in New York or Venezuela or Hong Kong or 
wherever—right here. 

So that leads me back to something that was 
said earlier about what the plan is for our tourism 
product. What is the plan? At one time it used to be 
the high-end visitor, and maybe we are going back to 
that. We have gone through any-visitor-at-all is a good 
visitor, and lots of cruise ship visitors. But what is the 
plan going forward? Are these types of things going to 
be what we respond to, or are we going to have a 
plan? 
 And then I brought a sort of local perspective 
to it as well, Mr. Speaker. You know, we had a devel-
opment plan done in 2008. And this is just a personal 
thing with me, I own some land up in Somerset. And 
three-quarters of it was re-zoned. And I did not get in 
an objection in time and that type of thing, but it can-
not be built on. And I thought, Well, I guess you know, 
that is fine and dandy. There was nothing on it at that 
point, but it was possible to build probably a small cot-
tage or something like that on it if I ever needed to.  

If I was desperate, I probably could not sell it 
and I certainly would not be able to build on it and rent 
a house to get me out of my desperation. But I cer-
tainly would not be able to get an SDO either, Mr. 
Speaker! 
 
The Speaker: Try again. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: Try again. 
 
The Speaker: A lot of people do. 
 
Mr. Charles F. B. Swan: So what I would have liked 
to have seen is the group from Tucker’s Point, if they 
had been negotiating with Government so long (it is 
the type of thing in a small country like ours) . . . but it 
might have been a good idea for them to get in front of 
cameras and speak to the people of Bermuda be-
cause a lot of them are not very happy about this, Mr. 
Speaker. And I am sure a lot (or some) of us elected 
representatives have jumped through hoops trying to 
convince them of the greatness of this thing. 

But I have questions to which my children will 
probably get the answer. I would like to see the SDO 
revisited and reconsidered with perhaps less land re-
zoned. And that is my take on the whole thing, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Swan, the Honourable 
Member from Southampton West Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. 
Gibbons, from Paget East. 
 Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you Mr. 
Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, it is late and I will try and net out 
some of my comments here. 
 
The Speaker: That means you are not going to be 
long. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I will try not to be, 
Mr. Speaker. But you know how people get carried 
away. I will do my best. 
 But I would like to start with a little sympathy 
here. I recognise that the Government probably has 
had a very difficult time with this and I think my ho-
nourable colleague Mr. Furbert suggested that they 
agonised over it, and I can understand why they ago-
nised over this. 

They probably have been taking a lot of flack 
over the last few weeks, and we saw a little bit of that 
aggression come out tonight on the Opposition. After 
all, if they have been taking flack why shouldn’t they 
be able to flog somebody else who disagreed with 
them and who, perhaps, pointed out a few issues that 
they agonised over themselves? 
 But there is a difference here, Mr. Speaker. 
And this is not the first time we have had a debate in 
this House. Mr. Speaker, you certainly were here in 
the mid-90s when the whole issue of Castle Harbour 
and the re-alignment of the Golf Course and essential-
ly the improvement in the property down there was 
debated up here. And I think it was a very late night at 
that point, too, Mr. Speaker. At that point the tables 
were reversed somewhat, but there was a different 
situation. At that point we were talking about how do 
we improve the property, how do we basically make it 
a more viable tourism resort? 

What we are talking about here is not that. We 
are talking about a bailout. This is purely a business 
issue because . . . and the Government basically is 
doing its best to try and deal with a loan that Bermuda 
Properties have which is way, way out there. And un-
less that gets dealt with in a way by monetising some 
of this low-hanging fruit on these properties this resort 
will go into foreclosure or will probably go into recei-
vership of some sort. 

And I understand why the Government ago-
nised over this. Because, Mr. Speaker, I think we 
have given a lot of thought to this. And for those on 
the other side that would somehow like to write this off 
simply as the Opposition taking the other tack, let me 
assure them that that is not the case at all. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think I can say without fear of 
contradiction that this is actually a tragic situation. It is 
a tragic situation because this resort, which I think 
(and, again, a little bit of sympathy) has done a num-
ber of things really well . . . I live in the area, and I 
might as well declare interest of some sort in this, Mr. 
Speaker, because they are going to accuse me of 
conflict of interest and they have all night for other 
reasons. So let me just declare the conflict of interest 
and get it out of the way, whatever it may be. 
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 But this resort basically did a number of things 
very well. And I think they still do a number of things 
very well. But, unfortunately, for better or for worse, 
the timing was not good. It was not bad when they 
started, but obviously with this recession . . . but more 
importantly . . . and I can understand why Government 
feels they need to do something here because Gov-
ernment is guilty. 

This resort is essentially a consequence, and 
the problems that they are in are a consequence of a 
failed tourism policy on the part of Government. That 
is a huge contributing factor here, Mr. Speaker. And 
when the Minister of Finance, when the Honourable 
Member in her own Budget Statement says this Gov-
ernment needs a credible plan for tourism . . . Mr. 
Speaker, that says it all. 
 So I understand why Government feels 
somewhat obligated to deal with this particular issue. 
But . . . and I am not going to go down all of the envi-
ronmental things, but suffice it to say that the Honour-
able Member who introduced this measure, who was 
at pains to talk about a difficult balance here, unders-
tood, I think, in his heart of hearts that Government 
had to make some choices. You cannot have your 
cake and eat it too. 

You cannot preserve yellow-woods and you 
cannot preserve those pristine hillsides and at the 
same time allow Tucker’s Point to sell off a lot of these 
prime real estate acres. That was the choice they had 
to make. There is no balance here, Mr. Speaker. 
Once you sell off this acreage—which is some of the 
most attractive property on here, which has some of 
the most environmentally pristine areas—you have 
made a choice and you are saying, I am making a 
choice in terms of development. I am not making a 
choice in terms of preserving the environment here. 
You cannot have your cake and eat it too. 

And I think that was part of the issue back in 
1995. But, as the Honourable Member Mr. De Silva 
had said here, they can already develop a large part 
of what we call . . .  

 
An Hon. Member: White Crest. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: No, not White Crest. 
It is Catchment Hill.  

But the problem is that it is not a great devel-
opment. And in order to make it an easier sell, be-
cause you have quarries up there, you have water 
tanks, the views are not great from the top of it . . . in 
order to be able to really raise some capital here—
which Tucker’s Point has to do—you really need to be 
able to pick out and to sell some low-hanging fruit, 
some really attractive real estate. And that is why they 
had to come down the hill into this area (which I will 
get to in a few minutes) on this covenant issue. 
 But it is, I have to say, very rich of the Gov-
ernment to talk about preserving jobs here when this 
is the same Government that has presided over the 

loss every year of Bermudian jobs since the year 
2000. Over 2000 jobs held by Bermudians have been 
lost at the hands of this Government since 2000! 

Every year, I think except for one, there was a 
loss of Bermudian jobs. And to somehow suggest that 
preserving hotel jobs . . . I think we have lost over 
2,500 hotel jobs since this Government came to pow-
er in 1998. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Take your seat, Dr. Gibbons. There is a 
Point of Order. 
 Minister Burgess, what is your Point of Order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. He is insinuating 
that because of the global recession jobs were lost 
and we are responsible for it. It could be . . . there is 
no truth in that, anybody with common sense would 
know that. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you know, I do not believe it. 
 
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Right. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Is he done? 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Dr. Gibbons. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Honourable 
Member, Mr. Burgess, needs to go back and look at 
his statistics. And I think the Statistics Department will 
show him, if he actually looks, that in every year since 
2000 the number of jobs held by Bermudians has 
gone down. Except for one, I think it was about 2006. 
 
The Speaker: Well, Dr. Gibbons that . . . let’s see if 
we can— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —long before the 
recession. 
 
The Speaker: You are skilful enough. Let’s see if we 
can get back to this SDO. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I understand, Mr. 
Speaker.  

But that Honourable Member, Mr. De Silva, 
was talking about preserving jobs here. And I think 
that is pretty rich from this particular Government. And 
I just want to make that point, Mr. Speaker. 
 
An Hon. Member: Is it not true? 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: No. You have lost 
jobs. You have lost jobs every year you have been in 
business as a Government. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Dr. Gibbons has the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We will get there. 
 
The Speaker: Let’s get to the SDO. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So, Mr. Speaker, in 
many respects this is an act of desperation on the part 
of Government. They have been completely unsuc-
cessful in terms of hotel development up to this point. 
This is a prime resort. This is a good resort. And I un-
derstand the angst and the problem they have. So 
they are prepared to throw everything else aside to 
allow property here—pristine property—to be sold off. 

Because what has to happen here, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to talk a little bit about the busi-
ness side of this . . . if Tucker’s Point is in . . . and we 
have heard in the paper somewhere between $120 
million and $150 million. It is essentially at this point 
probably pretty close to a non-performing loan. So 
what Tucker’s Point has to do—which Government is 
aiding— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I am trying to listen to Dr. Gibbons and 
Members are being discourteous—on both sides, too! 
 Carry on, Dr. Gibbons. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the issue here for HSBC very 
simply . . . and I say this from someone who has some 
experience with banking—not a lot, but enough, let’s 
say. The issue here for HSBC is they need to have 
Tucker’s Point increase the amount of collateral. Be-
cause if you are looking at something between a $100 
million and $150 million and the collateral is not 
there—in other words there is nothing there for them 
to possess—then they are going to have to essentially 
foreclose or put this into receivership in order to be 
able to deal with what is effectively a loan which is not 
performing. So the issue is how do you create colla-
teral here? 

The only way that Tucker’s Point is able to 
create collateral, because they have not been gene-
rating enough income either from the hotel or from the 
sale of condos (which have obviously slowed down 
now), is you are going to have to basically cherry-pick 
and sell as many lots of prime property as you can to 
sort of increase the amount of collateral which the 
bank has access to. Okay? So that is the issue here. 

And the problem is that there is no balance 
here, Mr. Speaker. You either decide to sell this prop-
erty and you ruin—as my honourable colleague, Mr. 
Swan, said—you ruin the pristine nature, you ruin the 
feel and look of the place, because you are going to 
cover a lot of these hillsides with houses. It becomes 
just like any other resort anywhere else. 

That is not to say that Tucker’s Point has not 
done a good job. But the issue is, Mr. Speaker, is this 
going to be enough? 

And I am not sure that those of us on this side 
of the House are convinced that this is enough for a 
whole series of reasons. In the same way the Finance 
Minister said a couple of years ago that the recession 
is almost over, we are going to have recovery, I can 
borrow whatever I want to, this could go on for a 
while, Mr. Speaker. So we may end up selling these 
lots of land, we may end up ruining these environmen-
tal tracks and not really solve the problem that we are 
talking about here. 
 Now, what makes it even more complicated, 
Mr. Speaker, is the fact that my honourable colleague 
Cole Simons brought up, which is that some of the 
choicest lots here—which are the lots below the Cat-
chment area on Catchment Hill—are involved in a co-
venant with the Mid Ocean Club. And that covenant 
said very simply, we will not develop the property we 
have bordering holes 6, 7, 8 and 9 of the Golf Course 
and in exchange you will not develop the property 
above that—which is essentially the prime pieces of 
property all around that hill. I counted 11 different, 
very large building lots there. I may be off, it is a small 
diagram, but it is quite a bit of property. That could 
amount to as much as $20 million to $30 million of 
real estate value. 

Now, if you take $20 million to $30 million of 
real estate value out of this particular deal, then it is 
not there as collateral, Mr. Speaker. And that is the 
point that we were trying to make on this side: that this 
may not be a realistic deal as far as the bank is con-
cerned, because the other pieces of property that are 
on Paynter’s Hill—these environmentally sensitive 
areas and other areas—may not be sufficient to give 
HSBC the comfort it needs. So you still may have a 
situation—particularly if the hotel does not do very 
well over the next few years and the size of the bor-
rowing goes up—you still may have a situation, Mr. 
Speaker, where this does not work at all. 
 So, I guess I have to say that I feel a little 
misled here because, as my honourable colleague 
said, we heard from Tucker’s Point. We had Mr. 
Trippe. We appreciated that. But there was no men-
tion of this covenant with the Mid Ocean Club. And it 
has not come up until recently. So I am wondering, 
Mr. Speaker, if there other issues here that have not 
come out either. 

This is an act of desperation, this is an effort 
to try and buy time to keep HSBC off their back on a 
month by month basis for a little while longer. If things 
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start to go farther south, if Bermuda’s recovery is de-
layed even farther, what you may find out is that even 
though some of this property has been sold—these 
environmental hillsides have been ruined—you still do 
not have enough to keep this thing going. 

Government needs to go back, they really 
need to rise and report progress here. They need to 
go back and they need to get a much clearer sense 
from the Bank and get some more guarantees, espe-
cially given this information about the Mid Ocean 
[Club] and Bermuda Properties Ltd. deal. They need 
to go back and they need to rethink this because . . . 
and that is why [the reason for] the agony on this side. 
We can certainly support some of this stuff, but not in 
these environmentally sensitive areas—not in ruining 
these gorgeous golf course landscapes here. There 
has got to be some property there. 

But Mr. Speaker this is too much and it is still 
a very high-risk issue, as far as we think on this side 
of the House. And that is why we find this a difficult 
and agonising decision as well. Everybody thinks of 
us as sort of a business party; but we just do not see 
the business rationale here. 

And I think part of the problem is that Gov-
ernment helped to get them in the situation they are in 
right now and I do not think that we and the rest of the 
people in this community should be selling our future 
short because of mistakes that this Government made 
in tourism and because of mistakes that have been 
made here in terms of how this is managed from a 
business perspective. It is just as my honourable col-
league, Mr. John Barritt, said— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Barritt, said—throwing good land after 
bad money. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons, the Honoura-
ble Member from Paget East. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
G. Blakeney. 
 Minister Blakeney from Devonshire North 
Central has the floor. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know I just do not get it with regard to the 
last speaker. I will pick up where he just left off. He 
does not see the business rationale of the decision 
that the Government is taking. But what business ra-
tionale does he see in the circumstances that current-
ly exist?  

We are trying to assist a Bermudian company 
who stepped up to the plate, and notwithstanding all 
of the other what would be deemed first class hotel 
properties in the country, Tucker’s Point holds its own 

as being one of the best, if not indeed the best. Where 
the securing of investment to develop that property 
was not just HSBC, but included two other very signif-
icant corporate entities who have served this commu-
nity extremely well. And now this Government is facili-
tating a process and a solution that we believe is in 
the interests of the national good. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just do not get it. They say we 
want to have our cake and eat it too. Well if there is no 
cake, what do we have? What do we have? Govern-
ments have to make tough decisions. We are in tough 
times as it is. 

Now, the Opposition wants to blame the Gov-
ernment [because] for whatever reason a private enti-
ty has found itself in difficulty. Are they going to blame 
us for the Bank of Butterfield and the investment that 
they made that went south of the border? And then we 
require this Government to make a prudent fiscal de-
cision in guaranteeing so that we protected our citi-
zens first and foremost notwithstanding the challenge. 
 In this particular situation, as has already 
been noted, a significant portion of the property we 
are talking about enjoys Residential 2 status, meaning 
that there is already the ability for the entity—Tucker’s 
Point—to build on a significant portion of that property. 

As a result of a consultative process with this 
caring Government, there were caveats that we in-
sisted upon. One of which was that there would have 
to be a brand-name entity to manage the facility. 

Yes, it has been a process over a protracted 
period of time because the Minister, Mr. Walter Ro-
ban—the Honourable Member—and the Minister of 
Tourism, Ms. Patrice Minors— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: The Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Had to ensure that the t’s 
were crossed and the i’s were dotted. Meaning that 
they had to have a complete, forensic understanding 
of the financials of that company so that we could 
make an informed decision as to what options might 
be available to assist this tourism five-star property. 
 Now, I would deem to believe that with Rose-
wood having now come to an agreement, consum-
mated with their commitment to operate the hotel 
property, that there is some confidence, there is some 
comfort. They are not even interested in the sidebar 
situation which is significant, relative to the survivabili-
ty of the property, per se, regarding the proprietary 
interests. They see value in operating an entity that 
would bode well and be conducive to facilitating their 
client base in a very wonderful tourist destination. 
 Now the Member that just took his seat wants 
to blame the situation that we find ourselves in—
challenged with our tourism product and getting tour-
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ists to come here in the numbers that would make it a 
sustainable industry—on the Government totally. How 
could anybody in their right mind, where there has 
been a demise of tourism globally over the last 20 
years—not just in Bermuda. And as we heard Barba-
dos had such a challenge that they had to cease and 
desist the Four Seasons development there. 

And guess what? The Government now has 
come front and centre to guarantee the completion of 
that tourism product. So it is extremely disingenuous 
when we play politics with the country. 

Here we are inviting a management company 
to come in and assume responsibility for the opera-
tional considerations of this first-class tourism proper-
ty. And on the other side of that we are throwing up all 
kinds of gray areas and question marks that are going 
out all in sundry around the world. Almost throwing 
our tourism product that does exist—what little does 
exist that we are trying to fuel with new strategic 
commitments relative to our marketing and the like—
we are telling these people that woe is us, woe are 
we. Why would they want to come? 

Why would investors want to come if we bail 
with regard to having some solution-based strategy in 
assisting a first-class property in this country to sur-
vive? And we already have others that have been 
identified who are being challenged with regard to this 
economic downturn—which is exacerbated even more 
as a result of people who we depend on from our 
theatre markets suffering as a result of that downturn. 

Are we going to blame Bermuda for that? Be-
cause the people we require to come here to put 
money in our pockets are not being fuelled with mon-
ey in their pockets, because of their own economic 
challenges in their various jurisdictions along the 
Northeast corridor? If they do not have the disposable 
income to get on a jet, to afford a first-class destina-
tion (so we would like to believe), then they are going 
to look at other options for their rest, relaxation and 
leisure—all up and down I-95 North and South. 

So why would we double-speak—on the one 
hand say, You’re welcome. Come to Bermuda a con-
genial country where you can relax and you can enjoy 
amenities, and on the other side of it we are criticising 
everybody—not the least of which is the Government 
that is trying to do what is indeed in the best interests 
of this country’s second pillar now of our economic 
well-being. 
 Mr. Speaker, Government is obligated to as-
sisting people—whether it be on an individual basis, 
whether it be on a collective basis, whether it be on a 
corporate basis. We are indeed here to do just that—
help when help is needed. That is what Governments 
do. 
 The loss of Bermudian jobs . . . the speaker 
who just took his seat blamed the loss of jobs on this 
Government—out of one side of his mouth. The 
double speak on the other side of his mouth has got 
the civil service growing too big—over 1,000 people 

over the last couple of years, we heard from some-
body on the Opposition. 

This Government said, You know what? We 
are going to hold, we are going to freeze any new po-
sitions, any new hiring, but no one that is employed by 
the Government is going to suffer the hardship of be-
ing made redundant through downsizing or an eco-
nomic strategy that would dismiss certain positions. 
But he is blaming us for job losses and then criticising 
us because we hire people to work for the country.  

What is going on? Are they so hypocritical 
and so disingenuous and so contradictory because 
they are just providing lip-service for political expe-
diency? They want to talk about economic expedien-
cy? Come on! Come on now. Come on folks, come 
on. 
 We have a commitment to sustainable devel-
opment. We have Mr. Charles Brown in the House 
who sat on the Sustainable Development Committee 
for years, who has done yeoman work with the com-
mittee. 

We have Mr. Trevor Leach, our Director of 
Planning, who is committed to doing the job that is 
required to the best of his ability within the regulatory 
framework of development in this country. 
 We heard from the Minister that there are ca-
veats with regard to this development. So if there is an 
environmental impact study in any area that is desig-
nated as the footprint and targeted for development 
which is believed to be compromised if development 
were to go on there, by our able technical staff and 
those charged with the impact study, that it would not 
be in the best interests for the integrity of the devel-
opment or the environment, then the development will 
not go ahead in that area. We heard that. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the hour is late— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes it is. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: I think I have made the sa-
lient points and I believe that this Government has 
made a decision in the interest of a Bermudian com-
pany that hires Bermudians—notwithstanding finding 
the balance with the environment and development—
because sustainable development, as I have said time 
and again, does not mean no development at all. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Blakeney, the Ho-
nourable Member from Devonshire North Central. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
D. Tucker, from Hamilton South. 
 Mr. Tucker, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning partly due to 
the fact that this lies within my constituency and se-
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condly is that at the next general election if I choose to 
run— 
 
The Speaker: It is going to be your area, is it? 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: All of it will be in my area. 
Because right now I just go down as far Paynter’s Hill 
and come west. But if I choose to run in the next gen-
eral election, and if I choose to go back down there— 
 
The Speaker: Well, you better get it right. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: I do not know what I am 
going to be doing. But I would say that this whole area 
will be in my constituency, Mr. Speaker, so I do have 
a vested interest in the area. 

And in speaking to a few people in the area, 
there is a mixed opinion about it, which is quite inter-
esting. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, I must say that I have done 
a bit of research for this particular debate—this dis-
cussion about this. And, if you would just indulge me 
for a few minutes, I went back to the Bermuda Devel-
opment Act 1920, when this basically started. And I 
am going to read this one paragraph, this first portion 
of the Act— 
 
The Speaker: It is not lengthy is it? 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: No, no, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And it is July 5, 1920 and it 
says, “Whereas Furness Withy and Company Limited, 
of Furness House, Billiter Street, in the city of London, 
England, a company incorporated under the Compa-
nies Act of the United Kingdom, has petitioned the 
Legislature of the Islands for the passing of an Act to 
provide for the incorporation in these Islands of the 
Company of Bermuda to be called the Bermuda De-
velopment Company Limited, with the objective of de-
veloping tourist hotel business in these Islands, and it 
is expedient to provide for the incorporation of the 
company in the manner with the powers hereto ex-
pressed.” 
 Now, that was July 5, 1920. And this is anoth-
er little small section of it. It is key because it goes on 
to tell us, Mr. Speaker, about what transpired way 
back then to where we are today and what this partic-
ular company wanted to do with this parcel of land—
track, it is not a parcel. It is pretty big down there. I 
mean, when you look at that, that is pretty big. That is 
a big playground. 

And this is what it says here, “The Company 
shall have the power to engage in and carry on in 
these Islands for the business of hotel keepers, res-

taurant keepers, and proprietors of places for amuse-
ment and entertainment, recreation and sport, and to 
acquire, erect and provide hotels, cottages, suitable 
outbuildings, stables and other appurtenances, pavi-
lions, tea-houses, summer houses, bathing-houses, 
golf courses, tennis grounds, and facilities for yacht-
ing, boating and other out-door sports for the descrip-
tion and also to acquire, erect and provide a building 
suitable for the use as a country club and to organize 
such club, and also to provide other suitable accom-
modations, conveniences and things incidental to car-
ry on of business of the Company as aforesaid; and 
the Company, in furtherance and not in limitation of all 
general and necessary and incidental powers for the 
carrying on of its business as aforesaid, shall have the 
following powers.”  
 
An Hon. Member: They covered it all. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: All right? Now that was July 
5, 1920.  

Now, they came back Mr. Speaker, with the 
second Act on the 26th of August 1920. Now this is 
another small part, Mr. Speaker, please indulge me. 
 
The Speaker: I thought you said you were not going 
to be long. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: I am not going to be long, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: But I would say this here, 
and this same company (and just to be courteous I will 
not read the first portion of the same company) de-
cided to do this: “With the object to developing the 
tourist and hotel business in these isles and praying 
that such Company should be empowered to acquire 
certain lands in Tucker’s Town and the vicinity in the 
manner set forth in the Petition, except such lands 
that the Company should purchase at private sale.” 

Okay? 
 And then, Mr. Speaker, also on [August] 26th it 
sets out that particular property, which I will not read. 
Right? 
 But, go here, Mr. Speaker, they then came 
back— 
 
The Speaker: Another one? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Mr. Speaker, this goes to 
the exact point—that these things take time and they 
evolve. 

Now this goes back to the 23rd of June 1923. 
And then it says—the same company—“Whereas the 
Bermuda Development Company Limited, has peti-
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tioned the Legislature of the Islands to pass an Act 
enabling the Company to acquire such interests in the 
lands of Tucker’s Town as cannot be acquired under 
the provisions of the Bermuda Development Company 
Act (No. 2) 1920, and it is expected to pass the Act in 
such purpose.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that to say that this 
particular track of land . . . I had the pleasure of hav-
ing a meeting with Mr. Trippe and he took me all 
around this vast track of land. Because I do not get a 
chance to play golf anymore, it was quite nice setting 
off and having a tour. And he showed me one of the 
most controversial areas that is up there, and it is up 
on Paynter’s Hill. That is where it is very densely po-
pulated with the Yellow Buttonwood and there are 
caves in the area and things of that nature there. Now 
that is just one particular piece, and that is the most 
controversial piece that is there. And I am sure that 
that particular piece will sit just like it is. 

And I visited most of the other areas up there 
where there is a lot of Fiddlewood and Mexican Pam-
pas and I asked Mr. Trippe, if anybody had ever 
thought about the bees? The bees like a little Mexican 
Pampas and some Fiddlewood. And he said, “Well, 
not too much.”  

And I said, “Well, there is a lot of it around and 
it is an invasive plant. It is a pain in the butt; it is a 
nuisance really because it grows real thick but you 
know it does serve that particular purpose.” 

But afterwards he showed me a few other 
pieces of property and then there was one particular 
piece of property that he showed me and they had 
written to an owner and just expressed some interest 
because that might be the only piece that may partial-
ly block his view. And I said, “Okay. It seems pretty 
decent.” 

And then I just started asking some other 
questions about this particular company and how they 
go about with their procedures and what they are 
doing. And he showed me some other potential de-
velopment spots and things of this nature here. And 
then I went up to the tower and looked out and it 
looked pretty decent. And I said, “You know what? It is 
interesting— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker:  I did have a very nice tour. 
I had a very nice tour. I am not going to deny that. In 
fact, the tour was so extensive that they had to take a 
golf cart off of some tracking device because if not it 
would have stopped and we could not go any further. 
So they had to de-mobilise a golf cart so that we could 
go wandering about, or walk about, or drive about. 

And then he also talked to me about Rose-
wood—this particular company that is going to take 
over the management contract. So you know I went 
home and did a bit of research on this particular com-
pany. One of the things that I found that was pretty 

nice about this particular company that could actually 
help Tucker’s Point is that they already have sales 
offices. So basically they already have a client base 
that looks for various types of properties, and what 
Rosewood offers and has to offer.  

They have offices in New York, Chicago, Los 
Angeles, Dallas, London and Dubai. So that is pretty 
decent. I mean, they are covering some pretty [heavy] 
heavyweights and stuff like that. And so I said, “Okay.” 

So, I am saying, it sounds like it is a first-class 
place. They are up and running, they are doing busi-
ness in the United States, they have three places in 
the Caribbean—Antigua, British Virgin Islands Anguil-
la, and St. John (which is the US Virgin Islands). They 
have five places in the Middle East and they have four 
in Mexico. And two, four, six, eight, ten—ten in the 
United States, which also includes Canada. 

And then when you do a bit more research 
and you find out about Rosewood you say well that is 
a first-class facility. And we talk a lot about having 
first-class facilities. 

And as I talk a lot about how you know we 
have to be honest about what we are dealing with up 
here, and I find that for this particular debate, and 
some of the other ones that we have been having of 
late, we are getting the honesty, we are getting the 
background, we are getting the necessary information. 

And I have never, honestly, even when I sat 
as a member of the United Bermuda Party, had an 
issue with getting information from a Minister. Some of 
my other colleagues may have, but I have never per-
sonally had that experience and I can speak from that. 
And I always get an answer, I may not like the an-
swer, but I get an answer. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: I honestly said that and I 
will stand by that. 

So I find it a bit difficult to say no to something 
that we have the facts on. And I honestly believe that 
in this country—we are only 21 square miles, as I 
keep saying. And if the bank and its client and the 
Bermuda Government (and I do not know if they have 
all sat in a room together) can sit down and try to find 
a reasonable process that is going to help out a client 
that has a major effect on Bermuda’s economy—on 
families, on people’s mortgages that may also be 
working for this particular place, school fees for kids or 
young people (because they do not like to say “kids” 
up here, young people), then we need to sit down and 
have a talk. 

And it is just like I said last week, that I hope 
that when the season comes in that the bank would 
have a talk with those people that have those taxis 
that have been repossessed to give them an opportu-
nity to get those taxis back, if they can—if the only 
reason they defaulted was because they just could not 
make their taxi payment. 
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And I said, you know what, I think that we are 
getting to that point where we say that we only come 
together for hurricanes. Well now that we have a situ-
ation where our finances are all being affected by an 
influence outside of Bermuda, we are starting to get 
together. And that is very important. 

And like I say I am not a financial guru. But 
someone once said—and I can be corrected by the 
Minister of Finance—that a part of our debt, one-fifth 
of our debt is a note that we hold for the Bank of But-
terfield (is that correct?), which is $200 million. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: It is a guarantee. Right. But 
there has been no cash put out. Right. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Unlikely to be called. Okay, 
fine. But it has been added to our national debt. Am I 
correct in that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Part of it? Part of the debt 
ceiling? Fine.  

Thank you for the clarification—on both sides 
of the aisle. Okay. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: No problem. I am not afraid 
of information. Right? Because the only thing that can 
set us straight is truthful information. 

And so, when you consider what they have 
done to help the Bank of Butterfield—and I heard one 
Minister say it was 800 jobs— 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And need that be all Ber-
mudian or 75 per cent Bermudian and 25 per cent 
non-Bermudian—then how do you feel about that non-
Bermudian who has brought his family over or is pro-
viding for his family back home with maybe school 
fees and a mortgage . . . they may have reassessed a 
mortgage a few times and now they go back and they 
do not have a job. Just like that. Bank closed, folded 
up. 

But yet, and like I said, I do not know all the 
intricate details, but just listen to the news and . . . I 
can consider Kevin Petty a friend because we played 
golf a bit. For him to go to a meeting on a Tuesday, 
and then he comes back on the Monday and the man 
says, “Well look, that is it.” I find it a bit hard. But that 
is reality and that is business. Okay, fine. 

But we have to ensure that that particular 
Bermudian who invested some of his own personal 

money into that development, and his heart and soul, 
gets an opportunity to have that development back 
and not be taken away from him because they may 
have another investor for it and get it at a cheap cost. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, getting back to this Special 
Development Order. As I went through it and I saw 
some of the things in the Development Order, it is 
very interesting. And I do not know if Honourable 
Members have read it. But in the Development Order, 
Mr. Speaker, there is . . . you know . . . I know you did, 
Honourable Member, I know you did. 

In the Development Order I read this, and it 
was interesting, that “For building sites a minimum of 
5 boreholes to a 26 foot depth in each corner of the 
proposed structure footprint and one in the centre.” 
Now, that is when they would be testing and looking 
for caves and things of that nature. And then there are 
also provisions, Mr. Speaker, that they have made in 
terms of setbacks—the areas that they already knew 
some caves exist—and they have made provisions for 
setbacks. 

They are talking about when it comes to ex-
cavation of tanks that they would not go any further 
than 4 feet. And then when it came to the particular 
sewage—all the sewage is going to tie back into a 
plant that they already have down there. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: That will be treated and 
come back as brackish water for flushing and watering 
the golf course—and things of that nature there. 

So it seems like they have put a lot of work—
the technical officers into ensuring that we are pro-
tected. 

And, like you say, this will be one of the occa-
sions of recent . . . and there are some other SDOs 
where we do not have the technical department fight-
ing against the Minister or having various different 
decisions and things being thrown out there. They 
believe they have enough skill within that office to 
make sure that each application—and that is key—
that each application [that] goes in has to go through 
the full process. And at those processes all of these 
various entities who want to oppose everything that 
comes up in this country can still go through the same 
process and oppose that particular development and 
object to it. And then, at the end of the day, it can still 
come back. And even once they object, the DAB can 
still say no. 

And then that particular person who is propos-
ing to develop that property he (or she) then has the 
right to go to the Minister. And the Minister may 
uphold or say, Well, look, you need to take that back. 
And if you just take two feet off that house, we may 
allow it. We may not allow you to have your roof 
pitched on 9/12, you may have to lower your pitch and 
come down to a 7/12 so that your roofline is down a 
little lower. 
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Those are the type of technical things that I 
would hope and I envision that the Department of 
Planning has looked at—and even within the Envi-
ronmental Department. So that is why they are saying, 
Okay, we can give permission for this here under 
these circumstances so that they can go forth. So, I 
mean that is very key.  

Now one of the things also, and it has been 
mentioned by an Honourable Member before, is that 
in the Reply to the Budget by the United Bermuda 
Party, they started talking about cutting red tape, on 
page 27— 
 
The Speaker: Well, do not go too far because we just 
had— 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: I am not going to go too far, 
I am just saying on page 27 it says fast-tracking plan-
ning, and then the restructuring of tourism. And as 
interesting as that is . . . and I can say I know that it is 
a tussle between the whole issue, but these are some 
of the things that we have to ensure that we do. And 
that is to help to facilitate people that are in business 
to go forth. 

Because just like we have the Small [Busi-
ness] Development office that takes care of the small 
businesses . . . and I must say this morning, Mr. 
Speaker, that that young lady spoke up very well 
down in South Princess for all of these small compa-
nies that asked a lot of technical questions, that these 
certain people would not have asked to protect them 
in terms of financing and all these things. 

So I think we are going in the right direction in 
terms of helping the small person and ensuring that 
the people that are the big players get the necessary 
help right now because we cannot afford to send any 
more negative signals out there. 

And it has been mentioned before by the Op-
position and other people in terms of what we say to 
exempted company businesses—how we do not show 
them any respect, we are not obliging, we do not help 
them with their work permits, and they cannot set up 
business and have a good business model because 
the people that they want to have that are key players 
will have to be gone. So if one would make sure that 
the big players get what they want, then we are going 
to sit down and talk to them. We have to see what 
they want. 

And I think that this particular Government 
under the leadership of the Honourable Premier has 
taken the Government and just brought them over a 
little bit more and said, Well look, let’s have a look at 
these things—let’s see how we can facilitate. And 
guess what a Government does? A Government facili-
tates those that are in need. And, unfortunately this is 
about— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: About the . . . who? The 
taxi drivers? Well, the Honourable Minister— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Do not get distracted by that. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: Oh, do not go there? Oh, 
okay. Well the Honourable Minister set something up 
to help them. 
 
The Speaker: Stay right on where you are. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: You know? 
 
An Hon. Member: I apologise, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: It is no problem. But the 
Honourable Minister here has done something to help 
in that part of the industry—which is important, Mr. 
Speaker, because we are talking about the industry. 
 
The Speaker: We are not talking about— 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: The industry to deal with 
the SDO. Right. That is on Tucker’s Point. 

Because at the end of the day if Tucker’s 
Point is able to pay down their debt—because that is 
the bottom line, that they have got to get their debt 
sorted out, and the Government is trying to facilitate 
that, the HSBC is being kind enough to try to facilitate 
that. So if they get their debt down, they sell some of 
these prime pieces of real estate and then after that 
they start getting some money in and they can start to 
develop the hotel side of it and maybe a few more taxi 
drivers can go around there and pick up some people. 
 
The Speaker: Well, I suppose that there is that rela-
tionship, but anyhow . . . 
 
Mr. Darius D. M. Tucker: And it is key. It is key.  

So that is why it is very important that when 
we think about these things we have to think about the 
big picture. Because every time something fails, there 
is not too much that we can go back and start some-
thing new again. 

So what we have is tourism. And so, as one 
would say, we have to reinvent it. Well, either we rein-
vent it or we work with what we have and try to put the 
necessary props up around it to make sure that we 
can make it grow because that is the base of Bermu-
da. We do not farm. We cannot export any more 
onions and Easter lilies, right? That is not going to pay 
the bills around here. Tourism and international busi-
ness is the only thing that is going to pay the bills in 
this country. And that is something that we have to 
accept and that is one of the reasons why at that job 
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fair that was held. Most of the people that went to that 
job fair were looking for a second job back in the tour-
ism industry. 

And if that is the mindset that is starting to 
happen and tick in some of our young Bermudians’ 
heads and some of our middle-aged Bermudians’ 
heads—that I need a second job and I am going back 
into the tourism industry—then we are headed in the 
right direction. Because when Bermudians work in 
tourism, tourism works best for Bermuda. And that is 
key. That is very, very key. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I stand at this hour in the 
morning to proudly say that I will support this SDO. 
And some of the people that actually live in the area 
are kind of excited about it because they are getting 
up in age and they are actually hoping that it does go 
through so that hopefully they might be able to sell 
their property, because the property values will go up. 
They are getting older and that piece of property is 
just a little too much for them to maintain. 

So, I just wish Tucker’s Point well in the future 
and I hope that they get the support of this Honoura-
ble House. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Tucker, the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton South. 
 Are there any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Devonshire North West, Madam Prem-
ier. 
 Madam Premier you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, firstly I want to say through you 
to the Honourable Minister for the Environment, start 
as you mean to go on. And this is really a matter of 
trust; it is also a matter of integrity. 

On behalf of the Government, the Honourable 
Member, Minister Walter Roban, brought legislation to 
this House tonight and he also initiated the debate on 
this Order. He said that it was not illegitimate—the 
prior process—but for the avoidance of doubt and to 
remove any question of ambiguity he wanted full 
transparency and discussion on this Order. And he did 
this and carried the charge on behalf of this Govern-
ment. And that, in and of itself, indicate should the 
bona fides of this Government in terms of discussing 
and ventilating and being transparent about the issue. 
 This issue is one that is wrapped in tremend-
ous emotion. It has all the ingredients of a blockbuster 
novel. It has got pain and it has got passion, and it 
has a legacy of hurt. However, we are not here today 
to try and say that the SDO is going to cure the hurt or 
remove the fact that there was expropriation without 
compensation. What we have got to deal with is not 
the past, but the here and now. 

And I think it is very important, Mr. Speaker, 
that as we appreciate the concept of sustainable de-

velopment and what it means—which is the issue that 
you are taking note of so that you do not mortgage 
future generations as you move forward—it also 
means that, as has been said by the newest Member 
of this Government (the Honourable Mr. Marc Bean), 
it is not about just thinking sustainability as purely 
about environmental sustainability. It goes much wider 
than that. And you must have a much broader focus. 

It is very important, Mr. Speaker, that as Gov-
ernment, we do not practise the politics of avoidance 
or the politics of appeasement. What we wish to do, 
Mr. Speaker, is to breathe new life into tourism while 
also recognising the importance of environmental sus-
tainability. And, Mr. Speaker, we are not naïve enough 
to think that when you take decisions that you have 
some iron-clad guarantees. Life is not like that. 

However, what you can take to the bank, Mr. 
Speaker, are the issues that have been already dis-
cussed by the Honourable Member who speaks for 
Environment. What do I mean by that Mr. Speaker? 
That Honourable Member (Mr. Roban) said that in 
balancing the issues, in talking about keeping that 
delicate balance, this Government has come to the 
conclusion that the wider national need is best served 
by ensuring the future survival of the hotel resort. 

And he also indicated that he would not say 
that there is no environmental impact. However, he 
said that with the layering of protections, and the 
number of conditions that have to be complied with to 
accompany any final application for planning permis-
sion, we are satisfied that such impact can be miti-
gated. And he further indicated, Mr. Speaker, that Ho-
nourable Member, that this Special Development Or-
der will grant planning permission in principle. 

It is like an invitation to treat, Mr. Speaker, an 
invitation to treat. In fact, even a preliminary invitation 
to treat. Because you will recall, Mr. Speaker, that he 
indicated the number of protections and safeguards 
when he presented. He talked about the need for ha-
bitat and woodland vegetation surveys, where rele-
vant, together with a land-use impact analysis. 

He talked about a geo-technical assessment. 
He talked about the need to safeguard existing mature 
endemic, native, or ornamental plants. And he talked 
about a conservation management plan among other 
things. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I found it “rich” (to quote 
the Honourable Member on the other side) . . . There 
was a comment made about it is rich that this Gov-
ernment is concerned about protecting jobs. Anybody 
with even a fundamental understanding of markets 
and market dislocation, and economic impacts, will 
know that when the consumer demand recedes that 
firms are then less likely to employ. Just as when con-
sumer demand increases, you will see employment. 
Anybody who would think, Mr. Speaker, that with Sep-
tember 11, with hurricanes, and with an economic re-
cession, consumer demand is going to increase is in 
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cloud Cuckoo Land. That is just basic economics, Mr. 
Speaker. 

So, Mr. Speaker, let me be clear. Let me be 
clear. This Government recognises that there are 
some difficult decisions, and we do not shirk them; 
neither do we pretend that all is rosy and that life is 
seen through rose-coloured glasses. However, as we 
look at the balance of convenience and as we look at 
what we consider is in the best public interest and na-
tional interest, and when we also look at what is re-
quired to go forward, we thought that, all things consi-
dered, we would do what we could to facilitate, subject 
to the necessary conditions. 

And, Mr. Speaker, as a result, I can say to you 
that the Government Ministers . . . and it started prior 
to me—and not with an SDO. Because when a com-
pany comes wanting financial handouts, the Govern-
ment has to say that we do not act as the purse to pay 
out of taxpayers’ money. However, we can say that 
what we see as a strategic way forward is to look 
about finding and identifying a suitable flag. And I find 
it extraordinary to hear . . . I do not keep up with eve-
rything that is written in the paper, but I can assure 
you that the Cabinet Secretary who serves the new 
Premier would not have gone in any press about any-
thing. So I do not know what was being referred to, 
but it certainly was not Cabinet Secretary Donald 
Scott—I know that. I know that it was not Donald 
Scott, so that means it must have been prior to . . . 
under a different administration. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me say that this Gov-
ernment has taken a position that is sensitive to the 
needs not only of environmental sustainability but also 
social and economic sustainability and our national 
economic interests. And because we are sensitive to 
these elements, Mr. Speaker, I can say that we are 
prepared to take a sensible approach. And that is to 
favour this SDO which is giving approval in principle. 
And I would certainly commend all Members of this 
Honourable House to join hands with us in that end. 
 Thank you, sir. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Madam Premier, the Ho-
nourable and Learned Member from Devonshire North 
West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, Mr. Moniz, from Smith’s West. 
 Mr. Moniz has the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would not want the debate to die off—it is 
only five after two in the morning! The hour is early. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
topic and, as Members have mentioned, there have 
been three previous SDOs for Tucker’s Point. And 
there was a point in time when I represented, with Jim 

Woolridge, the old Smith’s South, which included a lot 
of people through Devil’s Hole—the Talbot’s, etc.—
who were people who were moved up from that Tuck-
er’s Town area. 

So I was sensitised to the concerns that they 
had down there, which my honourable colleague, Da-
rius Tucker, has referred to by quoting from some of 
the Parliamentary records, etc. 
 This is obviously a very special area. And one 
of the big concerns I have is that this is obviously a 
very environmentally sensitive area. And I know testi-
mony is borne by the presence of Stuart Hayward 
here tonight, after these long hours. And I know how 
hard he and the group BEST have worked on this. 

The thing about this is that . . . you know, it is 
interesting when I read on Bernews all the comments 
that they have received about this SDO. They were all 
negative. And the first line—they had to have 100 
comments—and out of 100 comments, 100 comments 
were negative. So I think it is fair to say that the bal-
ance of public concern is quite heavily against the 
granting of this SDO. 

But the Government still has a . . . I guess 
they still have a right to think that they know better 
and they can obviously do as they wish in this place. 

I think it was a little bit rich to say, you know, 
how wonderful the Minister was for bringing the SDO 
here. I think he was in a little bit of a difficult position 
to not bring it here once he was aware that the other 
SDOs could be void. And we got the list. I think since 
the PLP have been in Government I counted 33 SDOs 
and that the risk is that those SDOs could be void if 
they were not brought to this place. I do not think he 
really had a choice. So I am not going to give him a 
whole lot of praise for coming here with this, I think he 
really had to do that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: You had better go consult 
your lawyer, Mr. De Silva. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, that is my interpretation of 
it—he had no reasonable choice to do otherwise here. 
 Now, one of the things said here was that 
while we are giving an SDO that really means nothing. 
That is not a final approval. Very likely this will be 
turned down. Nothing will ever happen at Tucker’s 
Point and this really means nothing. We have given 
them nothing really. But I think you will find with the 33 
SDOs that were given, I think you will find that each 
and every one of them received approval and that 
once the Government made up its mind that it was 
going to give this approval it was going to see it 
through. 

And as was pointed out repeatedly, that if 
Tucker’s Point goes to the Development Applications 
Board and is turned down, it is still open to them to 
appeal to the Minister. It is still within the Minister’s 
power to allow the appeal. Government has openly 
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stated that this is the best thing, in their opinion, and 
they are going to do everything in their power to allow 
it. So, obviously, at the end of the day it is going to be 
approved. And I think it is disingenuous of Govern-
ment to come here and say that the fact that we are 
giving an SDO does not mean that they are going to 
get approval. 

Now, it is fair to say that there are conditions 
put on the SDO. And it is reasonably fair to say that 
those are quite onerous conditions—the geo-technical 
surveys, the surveys of the endemics, the yellow-
woods, et cetera. But the difficulty we have here is 
that this is some of the most precious and pristine 
woodland in Bermuda. And what the Minister is saying 
is that we can plunk down large houses in this wood-
land and it will not harm the woodland as a habitat. I 
do not see how that is true, and I do not think the Na-
tional Trust can see how that is true, and I do not think 
BEST sees how that is true. And I do not think that Mr. 
Haywood sees how that is true— 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: There is a Point of order Mr. Moniz. 
Take your seat. 
 Minister Roban, what is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Well, the Honourable Member 
misleads the House because I did not say that plop-
ping down [houses] would not harm anything. I have 
never said that, and the Honourable Member should 
know that I did not say that. 

I think my statement was very clear and I 
have only said what is in my statement thus far. I did 
not say plopping down houses would not harm any-
thing. So the Member should retract saying that I said 
something that I did not say. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, sorry. I did not 
realise that the Minister accepted that doing this de-
velopment would harm woodland. And I am glad that 
he accepts that then.  

And our view is that it is going to be irrepara-
ble harm to the woodland and the coastal— 
 
An Hon. Member: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: There is another Point of Order. 
 Minister De Silva, what is your Point of Order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Point of Order is that 
the Honourable Member is certainly misleading the 
House, Mr. Speaker. And I thought my colleague was 
going to set him straight, but I guess he probably set 
him straight on one, and I will set him straight on the 
other. 
 You see, Mr. Speaker, when the Honourable 
Member says that we are going to do serious damage 
to these plants and trees that are very special and 
whatnot, well, certainly the Honourable Member will 
know that the his colleague who sits behind him lives 
on the same tract of land, Mr. Speaker, before he built 
his house. And his house looks very nice and has 
many trees on it, and so does his father—right next 
door, Mr. Speaker. 

So I disagree that this . . . any development 
will harm those trees and I am sure that with the 
landscaping experts we have on the Island, the exca-
vation experts we have on the Island, they can turn 
these developments to look just like the Honourable 
Dr. Gibbons’ place, and his father’s place. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  

Carry on, Mr. Moniz. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: That was perhaps the most 
childish interjection that I have heard tonight. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Now, the issue here Mr. 
Speaker at the end of the day . . . so we have a great 
environmental concern here for this pristine area of 
land. You know . . . and, unfortunately, the Govern-
ment, in a quote I wrote down was “we heard the 
usual voices.” And it was sort of a put-down. It was a 
very condescending remark about the people who 
came forward—Mr. Stuart Hayward, BEST, Mr. David 
Wingate, the National Trust—and these people were 
being put down by the Government. And I thought that 
that was a very sad comment. These are people who 
have Bermuda closest to their hearts in terms of the 
environment and they are voices to listen to. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of Order, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 
The Speaker: Mr. Moniz, there is another Point of 
Order. 
 Minister Blakeney? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: The Government did not 
put down anyone. We raised questions of concern 
regarding double standards when there was the pro-
posed idea and concept that those that would object 
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would object on principle. There was the question why 
one and not the other across the board. It was not 
putting down anybody; we were dealing with the issue 
on principle. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. Thank you, Minister Blake-
ney. 
 Mr. Moniz, carry on. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: We obviously differ on that, 
Mr. Speaker, and I still hold firm to my opinion that 
they were putting down these individuals. 
 I do not think these individuals pick and 
choose as they want; I think they look at the value of 
these areas to Bermuda and they use their judg-
ment—and I think a very respected judgment—as to 
what they think must be protected in the environment 
in Bermuda. 
 Now, the situation here . . . one of the situa-
tions that is of great concern here, is whether this 
SDO at the end of the day will save Tucker’s Point. 
We know that Tucker’s Point is in serious trouble. The 
best information I have is that they owe $150 million, 
or thereabouts, to HSBC. And this is what they are 
trying to pay off. The difficulty is that if they build the 
houses that Government would like them to build, and 
those houses are sold, that money is only going to go 
to pay the money that they owe—it is not going to-
wards the running of the hotel. And the difficulty now 
is that they— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I will come to that. I will come 
to the jobs, Mr. Speaker, if people can be patient, 
even at this hour of the morning. 

But the situation there is that these houses 
are barely going to be able to pay the outstanding 
debt. So what are you going to do? Ultimately, you are 
going to—in our view—desecrate this property. You 
are going to reduce the value of this property both in 
monetary terms, of course, because you are selling it 
off, and in tourist terms, because it is no longer going 
to be a five star property. It is as simple as that. 
 Then, at the end of the day, if you are lucky in 
the present recession to find people to pay the prices 
that you want to buy the property, to pay you in ad-
vance to build the property—and I have very great 
doubts that in the recession you are going to be able 
to do that. At the end of the day, if you are lucky, you 
are going to be able to settle some, perhaps the best 
scenario maybe all, of your debt and what do you 
have at the end of it? Well, you have lost all that prop-
erty. You have lost the value of what you have left 
because there is now that much more concrete there 
and you still do not have any capital to run your busi-
ness with. So, you know, you are right back where 
you started. 

 Now, the difficulty you have is they have a 
hotel down there now which is virtually . . . I do not 
know, I want to be fair here . . . the occupancy levels 
are extremely low and have been for some time. And I 
think that is fair to say. At one point in time someone 
said to me that . . . someone claimed that the hotel 
was profitable. I do not believe that for a minute. I 
have been there a number of times. Every time I go I 
ask how many rooms are filled. Who is here? And 
each time the occupancy is extremely low. So I do not 
accept that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am a very persuasive fellow, 
and they do give me that information. You would be 
surprised how helpful people are if you ask simple 
questions. So that is a difficulty here. 
 Now, we have already had . . . and this is 
where some people think it is really a step too far. 
This property has had three previous SDOs. And as 
someone has already said tonight, all right they have 
already built all of these houses; we have already 
passed special legislation so they could sell them off 
rather than keeping them as, in many cases, hotel 
residences. They have been made so that they can be 
sold off. 

What happened to all of that money if you still 
ended up in $150 million worth of debt? What hap-
pened to all the money you made so far from all of the 
building you already did on protected land for which 
we gave you the three previous SDOs? And no expla-
nation has been given on that. 

The Honourable Member I thought made a 
very good point (K. Randolph Horton). He said where 
did the money go? Where has all of the money gone 
from all of the houses that have been built, and all of 
the houses that have been sold? And nobody can fig-
ure that out. And still they end up hugely in debt. It just 
does not make any sense. 

It does not seem to be a situation where this 
is likely to save them at all. And it seems to be a very 
blunt instrument in spite of the protections put into the 
conditions in the legislation for the SDO. 
 Those are my comments, and I thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr. Moniz, the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Smith’s West. 
 Any further speakers? 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mr. 
T. Lister, from Sandys South. 
 Mr. Lister has the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. At this late hour I only want to make a few 
comments. 

But we have had quite a debate here tonight 
over this situation and I believe the reaction comes 
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very unnecessarily when one hears “SDO.” There is 
this thought that somehow something is going to hap-
pen that is not quite right. 

In actual fact as the Minister has explained, 
we have moved the SDOs from where they were be-
fore—a legal document, a legal process—to some-
thing that is even more open. And by coming here in 
this manner tonight, he has allowed all Members of 
Parliament to have their say on what is going to hap-
pen. And I think that is a healthy thing. 

As I said earlier, when we were in the Com-
mittees of Supply and we were talking about the non-
Ministries, we mentioned the Ombudsman, the Inter-
nal Audit—these particular divisions (if I can use that 
term) that have been created on our watch to enhance 
openness and transparency. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the things I learned quite 
awhile ago was people think that you are not open 
and you are not listening if you do not say yes to their 
comments. The two do not go together. You should 
listen. You should hear. You should reflect. But if, at 
the end of that reflection, you do not agree, you move 
on. That is proper. Do not get caught up in saying that 
something is wrong because you do not agree. 

It is clear. It is clear that tourism needs a 
boost. I have stood in this House and elsewhere and 
talked about the fact that this year we will bring 
380,000 people to Bermuda on cruise ships—380,000 
people. It was not that long ago when we thought 
150,000 was too many and we would never get up to 
that level. Mr. Speaker, I am sure you remember 
those days. But here we are today at 380,000 in an 
attempt to support the industry because the on-land 
numbers are so low. Let us be realistic about this and 
talk about where we are. Our numbers are not satis-
factory. And if we can get properties of a high quality 
and a high standard to help to draw people in, to 
create a buzz, then we should do it. Then we should 
do it. 

The name Rosewood stands out. It means 
something within the industry and without. To not em-
brace Rosewood at this time to me would be a foolish, 
foolish move on by the Government on behalf of the 
people of Bermuda. 
 Whilst we sit here tonight and discuss this 
issue just looking at the impact on the environment, 
assuming for some reason that the quality people that 
we have within the environment, within conservation 
control, protection, are not going to do their jobs—
because that is what the conversation is saying. Why 
we assume that, I do not know. But we gather along 
those lines and forget that they do have a job to do. 
The SDO that we are discussing tonight does not take 
off the table the job that has to be done. 

Now, correct me if I am wrong (the Minister 
can whisper in my ear), but I believe we have not had 
an environmental study done yet—the full study—am I 
right? 
 

An Hon. Member: No. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Before anything can happen, a 
full environmental impact study is required, am I right 
Minister? 
 So, this is not a free pass. Let me say that 
again, this is not a free pass. Yet we have discussed it 
tonight—those who are not in support—as if it were a 
free pass. 
 Now, let me tell you this, Mr. Speaker. I have 
my fingers crossed. I want to see something healthy 
happen. But at the same time my crossed fingers say 
that I hope for the sake of Tucker’s Point and Rose-
wood that enough can happen down there to make it 
worth their while. But, at the same time, every single 
time—sort of, every single plot—that turns out to be 
environmentally challenged and should not be built 
on, therefore, will not be built on. That is the under-
standing with which we enter this agreement. Am I 
right Minister? 
 So I do not really understand the fuss. We 
have caves to protect. They will be protected. We 
have an environment to protect. It will be protected. 
What we are doing here tonight is saying to the inter-
ested parties, Yes, you can continue with your plan-
ning and your negotiations amongst yourselves, but 
here are the parameters. That is what we are saying. 
 Now, I hope the Minister will not mind. I will 
stand away a little bit so that he cannot kick me. But I 
actually have a little bit of disagreement—
discomfort—with this myself. I believe that Tucker’s 
Point is being invited to build over a ten year period. 
Am I right? Yes? 
 I have said to the Minister before I do not real-
ly care for the ten year period—if this thing is vital, five 
years. You heard me say it, didn’t you? You know I 
have said it to Minister Blakeney a number of times. 
And so, I would be really pleased if the economics of it 
all say, forget ten, forget five. As soon as we can get 
approval. So, on a back-to-back-to-back basis, we’re 
going. 
 I will be disappointed, and I think Members of 
this House will be disappointed if, in fact, the Tucker’s 
Point Group starts to develop everything else and tells 
us the hotel comes in year nine. That would be ex-
tremely disappointing, but we have the opportunity to 
tighten up the screws between now and then. And I 
am confident that the relevant Ministers representing 
the Government will ensure that that happens. And so 
that is where the key lies. 

Have we given a free pass on the environ-
ment? No. Do we still have the ability to turn the screw 
on the tourism side? Yes. And so with that we should 
tonight move forward in the benefit of tourism and the 
employment opportunities for Bermuda. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister T. Lister from San-
dys South. 
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 Are there any further speakers? 
 No further speakers?  

The Minister in charge, Minister Roban, has 
the right to reply. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I must say that we have had a very full de-
bate. It is not my intention to extend it any longer, but I 
do believe that this debate has been in the best inter-
ests of the country, has been in the best interests of 
this legislature. This is the first step in a process. 
Members, I think, need to be reminded that this is the 
start of a process. 

The contemplation of this Order does have 
another few steps to go. Not only that, what is in it 
cannot be realised unless certain activity has been 
carried out, which has been articulated in the Order 
during this debate from the standpoint of environmen-
tal oversight, from the standpoint of ensuring that the 
balance between the environmental priority supported 
by the continued review by the very able professional 
technical officers within the Government of Conserva-
tion Services and Planning. 

Let us be clear, Mr. Speaker, we are not walk-
ing away from this once the process, ultimately of the 
legislative side, has been completed. There is a re-
quirement by the nature of the complexity and the 
drafting of the Order that this Government and those 
professional technical services remain in the picture—
which, in itself, is a particular quality of this Order 
which my honourable friend, who just sat, made very 
clear evidence of. 

And it has been interesting to hear the debate 
because in the language many have talked as if it is a 
done deal, that there is a licence to go and do some-
thing that this Order does not definitely outline. 

And, Mr. Speaker, if I can just articulate a line 
from my statement again as to the essence of how we 
have gone about this. We have approached this Order 
with openness in the legislative process, with the sen-
sitivity to the issues that clearly are impacted, and with 
responsibility that as being leaders of the Govern-
ment, leaders of the country, required.  

And I would dare say that I believe this is per-
haps the most secure Special Development Order that 
has ever been devised by a government in Bermuda 
around a particular development issue. Mr. Speaker, 
we have the Parliamentary scrutiny which has been 
introduced by virtue of bringing it to this House. We 
have the public discourse that the tabling more than a 
month ago allowed to happen, which we embraced. 
The in principal permission only which the Order out-
lines, the stringent environmental conditions—
conservation conditions—that are articulated in the 
Order; the limitations on opportunity based on a de-
velopment plan which must be executed for the oppor-
tunity that the Order provides for an application must 

be exercised for whatever this Order articulates to be 
realised. So the developer is being given an opportu-
nity only which they must exercise or it falls away. 
 The Order is a part of a package that is creat-
ing another opportunity for the Rosewood brand to 
become a part of the Bermuda picture. They are inter-
ested in being a part of the Bermuda picture. We see 
in the Daily today, if I can just refer to it, an article by 
the COO of Rosewood making positive comment 
about the opportunity they wish to take up in Bermu-
da. I would hope that that makes it clear to people that 
what is happening and what can happen is real and 
can happen. But, at the same time, as my honourable 
friend who just sat down [said], the process around 
the applications for development that have to be made 
. . . it could still find that there are constraints to some 
of what they are proposing in the Order. 

We could find that the environmental impact, 
the conservation plans and other things, once their 
applications are filed after all that is done, makes it . . . 
it shows that it is not appropriate to develop some of 
those areas. That could still happen. I am not trying to 
predict the future, but the Order itself creates those 
parameters, it creates those potential restrictions 
which I believe should provide comfort to people who 
have environmental concerns, to people who have 
concern about the future, people who have concern 
that we are giving away something. We are not giving 
away anything. We are merely creating an opportunity 
to be exercised. 

And, Mr. Speaker, what about our people? 
How does this matter? 

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken to the employees 
of Tucker’s Point and, as I said, I have taken a very 
perhaps unique process in this because I believe in 
the transparency. I believe in the need for this to be a 
part of a wider discussion that we would not take this 
through the normal routes. 

So, Minister Minors and I . . . and yes we have 
been somewhat holding hands through this process 
with her responsibility for tourism and mine for crafting 
an Order that was appropriate to what the Govern-
ment sought to achieve under the circumstances that 
have been presented. We went to Tucker’s Point 
nearly a month ago and made this announcement 
along with the Tucker’s Point principals along with 
their bankers and us, the Government. And there 
were staff members who were clearly made aware of 
the situation with Tucker’s Point, the challenges that it 
faced and the possibilities that might be available. And 
they were pleased, they were happy to see. It was 
clear that they were happy with the prospect of what 
might be able to be available to that property. 

They were not . . . they did not look sad to me, 
they did not look concerned. They looked quite happy 
that we were there. They were quite happy to see the 
level of support that was being afforded where they 
work at their jobs. These 200 or more persons—300—
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knew that there was a potential for a real opportunity 
for this property to succeed further. 

Now, one might say that they were within the 
scope of their employer and they were just putting on 
a show. Well, I have met Tucker’s Point personnel 
outside of that place, and they have felt the same 
way. They are pleased with the support we are giving. 
They are happy that we are doing this and they want it 
to succeed. I saw some of them at the BIU—so that is 
how far away that these people have made their arti-
culation. So on the property and off. And they have 
got nothing to be afraid of around the BIU. 

I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, as my final 
comments, that some have said that we are arguing 
that Tucker’s Point is too big to fail. That is not the 
issue here, Mr. Speaker. The issue is that Bermuda is 
too important, too precious, to fail. That is the issue—
that we do not put Bermuda on a path to fail. 

So Members would remember that your deci-
sions that you sometimes make can put one on the 
path to success or failure. Sometimes we pass laws 
and we do not know what the future is going to hold 
around them—but we must ensure that our country is 
successful. This Order contributes to that process. 

And, Mr. Speaker, with that I move that the 
Draft Order be approved and a message be sent to 
His Excellency the Governor. 

Thank you. 
 

The Speaker: Any objection to the Motion? 
All those in favour say Aye. 

 
Some Hon. Members: “Aye.” 
 
The Speaker: Those opposed say No. 
 
Some Hon. Members: “No.” 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes have it. 
 There is a Division. Ring the bell. 
 Is anybody missing? 
 
[Ringing of the Bell for Division] 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: I believe there is nobody missing. Is 
there? 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: I think we can start; it looks like every-
body who has been here all day is in the Chamber 
now. 

Let us commence. 
 
The Clerk: 

DIVISION 
 

“Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development 
(Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special De-
velopment Order 2011” 
 
Ayes: 21 Nays: 10 
Mr. Marc A. R. Bean Mr. John Barritt 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney Dr. Hon. E. G. Gibbons 
Hon. D. V. Burgess, Sr. Mrs. P. Gordon-Pamplin 
Hon. Dale D. Butler Mr. Donte O. Hunt 
Hon. D. N. I. Butterfield Mrs. Louise A. Jackson 
Hon. Paula A. Cox Hon. Trevor G. Moniz 
Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell Mr. E. T. (Bob) Richards 
Hon. Z. J. S. De Silva Mr. N. H. Cole Simons 
Hon. Ashfield E. DeVent Mr. Charles F. B. Swan 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo Hon. H. (Kim) E. Swan 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert 
Hon. K. H. R. Horton 
Hon. T. E. Lister 
Hon. P. Minors 
Hon. W. N. M. Perinchief 
Hon. Walter Roban 
Hon. M. J. Scott 
Hon. W. A. Scott 
Dame Jennifer Smith 
Mr. D. D. M. Tucker 
Hon. Michael Weeks 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes are 21; the Noes 10. The 
Motion stands approved. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Carried by majority on Division: Draft Order entitled 
“Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development 
(Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special Devel-
opment Order 2011” considered and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: We will move to the next Order. 
 Madam Premier, do I need to call them . . . ? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: They have been carried over, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All the further Orders—5 through 11 
inclusive—are being carried over (rather than my 
going down the line and calling them out one by one). 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Mi-
nister Roban from Pembroke East. 
 Minister? 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 14 
 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
move that Standing Order 14 be suspended to enable 
me to move that the Bill entitled The Development and 
Planning Amendment Act 2011 be read now a third 
time by its title only. 
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The Speaker: Any objection? We have not quite got-
ten there yet, but anyhow . . . 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 14 suspended] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT 
ACT 2011 

 
Hon. Walter H. Roban: I move that the Bill do now 
pass. 
 
The Speaker: Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: The Development and Planning 
Amendment Act 2011, was read a third time and 
passed.] 
 
The Speaker: Madam Premier, there are further mat-
ters. 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do adjourn to Wednesday, March 2nd. 
 
The Speaker: The second? 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: The 2nd of March. Any objection? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Paula A. Cox: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
 
The Speaker: Is there any objection to that motion? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: The House stands adjourned until 
Wednesday, March 2nd at 10:00 am. 
 I am just waiting . . . we should not be having 
any movement. The House stands adjourned until 
Wednesday, March 2nd at 10:00 am. I know it is late, 
but . . . 
 
[At 2:42 am (1 March 2011) the House stood ad-
journed until 10:00 am, Wednesday, March 2, 2011] 
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Bermuda Economic Review 2010, 577 
Bermuda’s first murder of 2011, 491 
Budget Statement in support of Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2011/12, 577–584, 727–730 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 502, 597 
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2011/12 

Budget Statement, 577–584 
Debate thereon, 727–730 
Motion to approve, 599 
Motion to debate, 584 

Exempted Undertakings Tax Protection Amendment Act 2011, 585 
Government Loans Amendment Act 2011, 585 
Payroll Tax Rates Amendment Act 2011, 585 
Retail Shops (Temporary Customs Duty Relief for Capital Investments) Amendment Act 2011, 731 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 447–448 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 863–864 
Crockwell, Mr. Shawn G. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 619–622 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 462–463 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 831–833 

D 
De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 511–513 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 646–654 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 595 



  
 Hansard Index 2010/11 Session (February 4–28, 2011) 5 

Fairview Point MAWI/Hospital Board Wages, 487–489 
HIFU prostate surgery at KEM, 573–574 
National Health Plan 

Approval of, 533–537, 565–567 
Development of, 467–470 

Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011, 476–477, 478, 479, 480 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 847–850 
DeVent, Hon. Ashfield, E. 

Consumer Affairs Annual Report for 2009, 481 
Consumer Protection Amendment Act 2011, 482 
Workers’ Compensation Amendment Act 2011, 481 

Divisions 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, Draft Order, 869 
Draft Orders, consideration of 

Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 
Development Order 2011 

Barritt, Mr. J., 824–828 
Bean, Mr. M.A.R., 845–847 
Blakeney, Hon. G.A., 857–858 
Burgess, Hon. D.V., Sr., 828–831 
Cox, Hon. P.A., 863–864 
Crockwell, Mr. S.G., 831–833 
De Silva, Hon. Z.J.S., 847–850 
Division, 869 
Furbert, Hon. W.L., 850–852 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E.G., 854–857 
Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. P.J., 836–839 
Horton, Hon. K.H., 839–841 
Lister, Hon. T.E., 866–867 
Minors, Hon. P.K., 822–824 
Moniz, Hon. T.G., 864–866 
Roban, Hon. W.H., 812–816, 868–869 
Scott, Hon. M.J., 833–836 
Simons, Mr. N.H.C., 816–822 
Swan, Hon. H.E., 841–844 
Swan, Mr. C.F.B., 853–854 
Tucker, Mr. D.D.M., 858–863 

E 
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2011/12—See Bills; Budget Statement in support of; Committee of 
Supply 

F 
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 524 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 711–712 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 501–502, 596, 733 
West End Properties Limited/Amendment to Incorporating Act, 493 

Francis, Mr. Arnold A., QC, JP (Tributes to) 
Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A., 461–462 
Butler, Hon. Dale D., 452 
Butterfield, Hon. D.N.I., 455 
Cox, Hon. Paula A., 447–448 
Crockwell, Mr. Shawn G., 462–463 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 452–453 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 455–456 
Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J., 456–457 
Horton, Hon. K. H. Randolph, 460 
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Jackson, Mrs. Louise A., 454–455 
Lister, Mr. M. Walter, 450 
Lowe, Hon. Stanley, Speaker, 463 
Moniz, Hon. Trevor G., 460–461 
Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M., 451–452 
Pettingill, Mr. Mark, 450 
Richards, Mr. Everard T. (Bob), 451 
Roban, Hon. Walter H., 457–459 
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 453–454 
Simons, Mr. Nelson H. Cole, 459–460 
Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer, 456 
Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E., 448–450 
Swan, Mr. Charles F. B., 462 

Furbert, Hon. Wayne L. 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 622–627 
National Health Plan, approval of, 559–561 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 452–453 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 850–852 

G 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 627–632 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 499 
HIFU prostate surgery at KEM, 573 
 National Health Plan 
 Approval of, 552–557 
Development of (Question on), 475 
Physical Education in Public Schools, 485 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 455–456 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 854–857 
Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 671–679 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 496–497, 594, 735 
Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011, 479 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 456–457 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 836–839 

H 
Horton, Hon. K. H. Randolph 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 506–508, 528 
Committee of Supply, 806–807 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 500–501, 591 
Tribute to Mr. Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 460 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 839–841 
Hunt, Mr. Donte O. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 508–509 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 501 
National Health Plan, approval of, 557–559 

J 
Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 654–665 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 499–500 
Fairview Point MAWI/Hospital Board Wages, 482–485 
HIFU prostate surgery at KEM, 568–571 
National Health Plan 
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 Approval of, 537–547 
 Development of (Question on), 474 
Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011, 477, 478 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 454–455 

James, Mr. Elvin G. 
Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 514–515 

L 
Lister, Hon. Dennis P. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 520–521 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 712–713 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 595–596 

Lister, Hon. Terry E. 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 697–703 
Buses on Bermuda's Roads, 598 
Committee of Supply, 800–802 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 593 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 866–867 
Lister, Hon. Walter M. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 718–720 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 498, 593 
HIFU prostate surgery at KEM, 571–573 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 450 

Lowe, Hon. Stanley, W., Speaker 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 463 

M 
Minors, Hon. Patrice K. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 713–716 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 499 
Tucker's Point Hotel and Spa, 465–466 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 822–824 
Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 509–511 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 720–722 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 498–499 
Development and Planning Amendment Act 2011, 809 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 460–461 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 864–866 
Motions 

Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2011/12  
Cox, Hon. P.A., 599 

National Health Plan, approval of 
De Silva, Hon. Z.J.S., 533–537, 565–567 
Furbert, Hon. W.L., 559–561 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E.G., 552–557 
Hunt, Mr. D.O., 557–559 
Jackson, Mrs. L.A., 537–547 
Roban, Hon. W.H., 547–552 
Scott, Hon. M.J., 562–565 
Smith, Hon. Dame J., 561–562 

O 
Oaths 

Affirmation, Bean, Mr. Marc A. R., 447 
Assemblyman, Bean, Mr. Marc A. R., 447 
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Opposition's Reply to Budget Statement 
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure, 2011/12, 599–612 

P 
Papers and Other Communications to the House 

Bermuda Economic Review 2010, 577 
Bermuda National Library Insider Newsletter, 587 
Consumer Affairs Annual Report for 2009, 481 

Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M. 
Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 522–523 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 495, 584, 590, 734 
Science Academic Fair Bermuda SDA, 489–490 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 451–452 
West End Properties Company Amendment Act 2011 (Report), 733 

Petitions 
West End Properties Limited/Amendment to Incorporating Act, 493 

Pettingill, Mr. Mark 
Bermuda’s first murder of 2011, 486–487 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 450 

Points of Order 
Debate not governed by Standing Orders, 736–738; Chairman's Ruling thereon, 738 
Impugning improper motive, 571, 818, 819 
Laptop, use of, 584 
Misleading, 484, 488, 510, 538, 539, 541, 546, 548, 569, 570, 658, 664, 721, 780, 813, 814, 820, 827, 

842, 855, 865 
Standing Order 39(4), 614 

Q 
Question Period—See also Statements by Ministers and/or Junior Ministers 

Anti-Doping in Sports 
Swan, Mr. C.F.B., 473–474 

National Health Plan, development of 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E.G., 475 
Jackson, Mrs. L.A., 474 

Tucker’s Point Development Order 2011 
Simons, Mr. N.H.C., 472–473 

Written Answers tabled by: 
Burgess, Hon. D. V., 584  
De Silva, Hon. Z.J.S., 590 
Smith, Hon. Dame J., 590 

R 
Reports of Committees 

West End Properties Company (Amendment) Act 2011 (Private Bill), 733 
Richards, Mr. Everard T. (Bob) 

HIFU prostate surgery at KEM, 574–575 
Opposition's Reply to Budget Statement 2011/12, 599–612 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 451 

Roban, Hon. Walter H. 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 665–671 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 592 
Development and Planning Amendment Act 2011, 464–465, 475, 808, 809, 810 
National Health Plan, approval of, 547–552 
Optometrists and Opticians Amendment Act 2011, 479 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 457–459 
Tucker's Point Development Order 2011, 464–465 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 812–816, 868–869 
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S 
Scott, Hon. Michael J. 

Budget Statement, debate thereon, 687–690 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 501, 596–597 
National Health Plan, approval of, 562–565 
Tributes to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 453–454 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 833–836 
Simons, Mr. Nelson H. Cole 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 529, 530, 531, 532 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 707–711 
Development and Planning Amendment Act 2011, 808–809 
Fairview Point MAWI/Hospital Board Wages, 489 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 459–460 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 816–822 
Tucker’s Point Development Order 2011 (Question on), 472–473 

Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 612–619 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 497–498, 592, 734 
National Health Plan, approval of, 561–562 
Tribute to Mr. Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 456 
World Education Forum, 470–472 

Speaker’s Announcements/Rulings—See Announcements by the Speaker or Member Presiding 
Special Development Orders—See also Draft Orders, consideration of 

Tucker’s Point Resort Special Development Order 2011, 812–869 
Statements by Ministers and/or Junior Members—See also Question Period 

2011 Earth Hour Essay Competition, 467 
Anti-Doping in Sport, 463–464 
Awards Bestowed Bermuda Cricket Board, 494 
Bermuda History and Cultural Studies, 493–494 
Bermuda Immigration Protection (Designation of Eligible Condominium Units, Tourist Accommodation 

and Hotel Residences) Regulations, 589–590 
Bermuda National Library Insider Newsletter, 588 
Bermuda National Library Outreach Services, 467 
Budget Statement in support of Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2011/12, 577–584 
Buses on Bermuda's Roads, 598 
Children's Reading Festival, 588–589 
Development and Planning Amendment Act, 464–465 
National Health Plan, development of, 467–470 
Tucker's Point Development Order 2011, 464–465 
Tucker's Point Hotel and Spa, 465–466 
World Education Forum, 470–472 

Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. 
Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 515–518 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 690–697 
Committee of Supply, 802–806 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 497, 592–593, 734 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 448–450 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 841–844 
Swan, Mr. Charles F. B. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 505–506, 526, 527, 529, 532; (Question on), 473–474 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 703–705 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 496, 591–592 
Tribute to Arnold A. Francis, QC, JP, 462 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 853–854 



  
 Hansard Index 2010/11 Session (February 4–28, 2011) 10 

T 
Tucker, Mr. Darius D. M. 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 513–514 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 722–727 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 591 
Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special 

Development Order 2011, 858–863 
Tucker’s Point Resort Special Development Order 2011—See also Draft Orders, consideration of  

Division on, 869  
Draft Order 812–869  
Statement on, 464–465 
Questions on, 472–473  

W 
Weeks, Hon. Michael 

Anti-Doping in Sport Act 2011, 523–524 
Bermuda Housing Amendment Act 2011, 476 
Bermuda Immigration Protection (Designation of Eligible Condominium Units, Tourist Accommodation 

and Hotel Residences) Regulations, 589–590 
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 705–707 
Committee of Supply 

 Head 83, National Security, 736, 739–741, 807 
 Head 06, Defence, 741–744, 807 
 Head 07, the Bermuda Police Service, 744–758, 764, 807 
 Head 27, Border Control, 758–759, 807 
 Head 27, HM Customs, 759–764, 807 

 Head 02, Legislature, 782–783, 807 
 Head 83, Auditor General, 783–784, 807 

 Head 63, Parliamentary Registrar, 784–786, 807 
 Head 85, Ombudsman, 786–787, 807 
 Head 92, Internal Audit, 787–789, 807 
Congratulatory/Obituary Speeches, 594 

 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

DATES OF FEBRUARY SITTINGS 
4, 11, 18, 25, 28 February 2011 


	ADJOURNMENT, MOTIONS ON
	BERMUDA’S FIRST MURDER OF 2011
	Hon. Paula A. Cox:
	Mr. Mark Pettingill

	FAIRVIEW POINT AT MAWI/HOSPITAL BOARD WAGES
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 
	Simons, Mr. Nelson H. Cole 

	HIGH INTENSITY FOCUSED ULTRASOUND (HIFU) SURGERY AT KING EDWARD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 
	Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 
	Lister, Hon. Walter M. 
	Richards, Mr. Everard T. (Bob) 

	PHYSICAL EDUCATION IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS
	Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons

	SCIENCE AND ACADEMIC FAIR BERMUDA INSTITUTE OF SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTISTS
	Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief


	ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER OR MEMBER PRESIDING
	CONDOLENCES
	Blakeney, Mrs. Pearl 
	Francis, Mr. Arnold A. QC, JP
	Peniston, Mr. Morris

	HONOURS BESTOWED
	HOUSE VISITORS
	PRIMARY 5 FROM GILBERT INSTITUTE


	BILLS
	ANTI-DOPING IN SPORT ACT 2011
	Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A. 
	Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A. 

	Burgess, Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.
	Butler, Hon. Dale D.  
	Cox, Hon. Paula A. 
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F.
	Horton, Hon. K. H. Randolph 
	Hunt, Mr. Donte O. 
	James, Mr. Elvin G. 
	Lister, Hon. Dennis P. 
	Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 
	Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M. 
	Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. 
	Swan, Mr. Charles F. B. 
	Tucker, Mr. Darius D. M. 
	Weeks, Hon. Michael 
	COMMITTEE ON BILL
	REPORT ON BILL
	THIRD READING

	BERMUDA HOUSING AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	CONSUMER PROTECTION AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 
	Roban, Hon. Walter H. 
	Hon. Walter H. Roban

	Simons, Mr. Nelson H. Cole 
	COMMITTEE ON BILL
	REPORT ON BILL
	THIRD READING

	ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 2011/12
	CHAIRMAN’S RULING
	DEBATE NOT GOVERNED BY NEW STANDING ORDERS[Standing Order 19, Rules of Debate]
	COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY
	CONSIDERATION OF THE ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 2011/2012
	DEBATE NOT GOVERNED BY NEW STANDING ORDERS[Standing Order 19, Rules of Debate]
	Hon. Trevor G. Moniz
	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Paula A. Cox
	CHAIRMAN’S RULING

	HEAD 02 —LEGISLATURE
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Terry E. Lister
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton

	HEAD 05—OFFICE OF AUDITOR GENERAL
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Terry E. Lister
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton

	HEAD 06—DEFENCE
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Mr. Mark Pettingill
	Mr. Mark Pettingill

	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. Paula A. Cox
	Hon. Trevor G. Moniz
	Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva
	Mr. Shawn G. Crockwell

	HEAD 07—BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE
	HEAD 07—POLICE
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Hon. Trevor G. Moniz
	Hon. Paula A. Cox
	Mr. Mark Pettingill
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. Michael J. Scott

	HEAD 27—BORDER CONTROL
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	HEAD 27—HM CUSTOMS
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	HEAD 63—PARLIAMENTARY REGISTRAR
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Terry E. Lister
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton

	HEAD 83—MINISTRY OF NATIONAL SECURITY HQ
	Hon. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. Charles F. B. Swan
	Hon. Paula A. Cox
	HEAD 83—MINISTRY OF NATIONAL SECURITY HQ

	HEAD 85—OMBUDSMAN
	Mr. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Terry E. Lister
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton

	HEAD 92—DEPARTMENT OF INTERNAL AUDIT
	Mr. Michael Weeks
	Hon. Michael Weeks

	Mr. John Barritt
	Hon. Terry E. Lister
	Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. Swan
	Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton


	REPORT 
	REPORT 

	Motion to resume debate  
	Hon. Paula A. Cox


	EXEMPTED UNDERTAKINGS TAX PROTECTION AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	GOVERNMENT LOANS AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	OPTOMETRISTS AND OPTICIANS AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva
	Mrs. Louise A. Jackson
	COMMITTEE ON BILL
	amendment to clause 3

	REPORT ON BILL
	THIRD READING

	PAYROLL TAX RATES AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	RETAIL SHOPS (TEMPORARY CUSTOMS DUTY RELIEF FOR CAPITAL INVESTMENTS) AMENDMENT ACT 2011
	WORKERS’ COMPENSATION AMENDMENT ACT 2011

	BUDGET STATEMENT, DEBATE THEREON
	Barritt, Mr. John 
	Bean, Mr. Marc A. R. 
	Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A. 
	Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr.
	Butterfield, Hon. D. Neletha I. 
	Cox, Hon. Paula A.
	Crockwell, Mr. Shawn G. 
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 
	Furbert, Hon. Wayne L. 
	Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 
	Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J. 
	Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 
	Lister, Hon. Dennis P. 
	Lister, Hon. Terry E. 
	Lister, Hon. Walter M. 
	Minors, Hon. Patrice K. 
	Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 
	Opposition's Reply
	Richards, Mr. Everard T. (Bob) 
	Roban, Hon. Walter H. 
	Scott, Hon. Michael J. 
	Simons, Mr. Nelson H. Cole  
	Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer 
	Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. 
	Swan, Mr. Charles F. B. 
	Tucker, Mr. Darius D. M. 
	Weeks, Hon. Michael 

	CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
	4 FEBRUARY 2011
	11 FEBRUARY 2011

	CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY SPEECHES
	11 February 2011 
	Bean, Mr. Marc A. R. 
	Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A. 
	Butler, Hon. Dale D. 
	Butterfield, Hon. D. Neletha I. 
	Cox, Hon. Paula A. 
	Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 
	Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 
	Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J. 
	Horton, Hon. K. H. Randolph 
	Hunt, Mr. Donte O. 
	Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 
	Minors, Hon. Patrice K. 
	Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 
	Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M. 
	Scott, Hon. Michael J. 
	Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer 
	Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. 
	Swan, Mr. Charles F. B. 

	18 February 2011
	Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief

	25 February 2011
	Barritt, Mr. John 
	Blakeney, Hon. Glenn A. 
	Butler, Hon. Dale D. 
	Butterfield, Hon. D. Neletha I. 
	Cox, Hon. Paula A.  
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 
	Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J. 
	Horton, Hon. K. H. Randolph
	Lister, Hon. Dennis P. 
	Lister, Hon. Terry E. 
	Lister, Hon. Walter M. 
	Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M. 
	Roban, Hon. Walter H. 
	Scott, Hon. Michael J. 
	Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer
	Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E.
	Swan, Mr. Charles F. B. 
	Tucker, Mr. Darius D. M. 
	Weeks, Hon. Michael 

	28 February 2011
	Butler, Hon. Dale D. 
	Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 
	Gordon-Pamplin, Mrs. Patricia J. 
	Perinchief, Hon. Wayne N. M. 
	Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer 
	Swan, Hon. Hubert (Kim) E. 


	DIVISION
	Tucker’s Point Resort Residential Development (Hamilton and St. George’s Parishes) Special Development Order 2011

	MOTION TO APPROVE NATIONAL HEALTH PLAN
	De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. 
	Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva

	Furbert, Hon. Wayne L. 
	Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 
	Hunt, Mr. Donte O. 
	Jackson, Mrs. Louise A. 
	Roban, Hon. Walter H. 
	Scott, Hon. Michael J. 
	Smith, Hon. Dame Jennifer 

	OATH OR AFFIRMATION OF NEW MEMBER
	MR. MARC A. R. BEAN

	PAPERS AND OTHERCOMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE
	BERMUDA ECONOMIC REVIEW 2010
	Hon. Paula A. Cox

	BERMUDA NATIONAL LIBRARY'S INSIDER NEWSLETTER
	Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield

	CONSUMER AFFAIRS ANNUAL REPORT FOR 2009

	PETITIONS
	PETITION OF WEST END PROPERTIES LIMITED REQUESTING AN AMENDMENT TO ITS INCORPORATING ACT
	Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo


	QUESTION PERIOD
	ANTI-DOPING IN SPORTS
	Mr. Charles F. B. Swan
	Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney

	NATIONAL HEALTH PLAN FOR BERMUDA, DEVELOPMENT OF
	No. 1
	Mrs. Louise A. Jackson
	Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva

	No. 2
	Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons
	Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva


	TUCKER’S POINT DEVELOPMENT ORDER 2011
	Mr. Nelson H. Cole Simons
	Hon. Walter H. Roban

	WRITTEN ANSWERS TABLED
	Dame J. M. Smith—Written Answers to Parliamentary Questions from Dr. E. Grant Gibbons tabled 
	Hon. Z. De Silva—Written Answers to Parliamentary Questions from Mrs. L. A. Jackson tabled
	Written answers to parliamentary questions from Mrs. P. J. Gordon-Pamplin tabled by Hon. D. V. Burgess


	REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
	PRIVATE BILL: WEST END PROPERTIES COMPANY (AMENDMENT) ACT 2011
	Hon. Wayne N. M. Perinchief


	STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS AND/OR JUNIOR MINISTERS
	2011 EARTH HOUR ESSAY COMPETITION
	Hon. D. Neletha I. Butterfield
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