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National Drug Control Act 2013, 366–368, 381–382 
Registry General Annual Reports, 2011/2012, 3 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 154–158 

E 
Employment opportunities for Bermudians. (See Adjournment, Motions thereon) 
Evergreen Life Limited Consolidation and Amendment Act 2013. (See Petitions) 
F 
Firearms Act 

(Extended Duration of Sections 29A to 29C) Notice 2013 
See Draft Orders  
See also Papers and Other Communications to House 

(Extended Duration) and Criminal Code (Extended Duration) Notices 2013. (See Statements by Ministers 
and Junior Ministers) 

Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. (See Bills) 
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Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 234–235 
Precertification for use of technology, 324–325 

Bermuda Hospitals Board, 252 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 38–39, 270–271, 354–355, 424 
Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child, 403–406 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 23, 26, 174, 175, 234–235 
Precertification for use of technology, 324–325 
Question Period 

Bermuda Hospitals Board, 252 
Written Answer, 252 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 23, 26, 174, 175 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 135–139 

Furbert, Hon. Wayne L. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Dodwell, Mr. David, statements made by, 452–455 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 207–211 

Cabinet Assignments, 422, 423 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 192–193, 357 
Dodwell, Mr. David, statements made by, 452–455 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 306–307 
Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 

Authorisation of guarantee for developing hotel on Par-la-Ville Car Park site, 443 
Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child, 407–408 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 28, 32, 33, 176, 184, 188, 207–211 
Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 487–489 
PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach, 458 
Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013, 512–513 
Question Period 

Cabinet Assignments, 422, 423 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 28, 32, 33, 176, 184, 188 
PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach, 458 

G 
Gaming Referendum. (See Adjournment, Motions thereon) 
Gaming Referendum Act 2013. (See Bills) 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant 

Adjournment, Motions thereon 
National Health Plan, 205–206 

Bermuda Educators Council (Exemption) (2013/14 School Year) Amendments (Nos. 2, 3 and 4) Order 2013, 164 
CedarBridge Academy,Audited financial statements year ended March 31, 2011, 247, 249–250 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 39, 195–196, 271–272, 359, 425–426 
Customs Tariff Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013, 438–439 
Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child, 7, 394–399 
National Health Plan, 205–206 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013, 468–469 
Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013, 510–512, 513 
Registry General Annual Report, year ended 31 December 2012, 413–415 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency), Final Report, 552–556 
Shops open on Sundays, 339 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 67–72 
U.S.A. - Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013, 287–289 

Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 591–595 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 242–245 
Precertification for use of technology, 319–324 

Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 357–358 
Gaming Referendum, 591–595 
Healthcare Partners Limited, dissolution of, 250 
Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child, 408–410 
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Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J. (continued) 
KEMP new acute care wing, update, 14–15 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 

Adjournment, Motions thereon, 242–245 
closure of, 11–14 
Government's reversal on closure of, 173–174 

Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 496–498 
MRSA outbreak and resolution, 10–11 
National Drug Control Act 2013, 374–376 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013, 469–470 
Precertification for use of technology, 319–324 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency), Final Report, 562–565 
STEPS 

Beyond Wellness Clinic, 169–171 
Chronic disease factor survey, STEPS to a well Bermuda, 16–17 

Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 123–129 
World Medical Tourism & Global Healthcare Congress (6th) and 4th Global Ministerial Summit, 167–168, 

171–173 
Written answers from Honourable Minister of Health 

Bermuda Hospitals Board  
question from MP L. F. Foggo, 252 
question from MP W. H. Roban, 252 

Bermuda Executive Services Limited, annual costs, question from MP W. H. Roban, 252  
Residential Care and Nursing Homes review, question from MP W.H. Roban, 252  

H 
Hamilton, Corporation of 

and Allied Trust and Allied Development Partners Ltd. (See Papers and Other Communications to House) 
and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. (See Papers and other Communications to House) 

authorisation of guarantee for developing hotel on Par-la-Ville Car Park site (See Motions) 
ground lease in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel (See Resolutions) 
re-development of Par-la-Ville Road Car Park (See Resolutions) 

City of, sale/purchase agreement Porch at 68 North Street, 
See Papers and Other Communications to House  
See Resolutions 

sale, purchase and lease agreements with various parties, tabling of (See Announcements by Speaker or 
Member presiding) 

Healthcare and insurance costs, escalation of. (See Motions) 
Healthcare Partners Limited, dissolution of. (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Heritage Wharf project. (See Question Period) 
House visitors. (See Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding) 
I 
Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child. (See Motions) 
Insurance Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. (See Bills) 
International Co-operation (Tax Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 2013. (See Bills) 
J 
Jackson, Mrs. Susan E. 

Adjournment, Motions thereon 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 240 

Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 492–493 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 61 

Joint Ministerial Council: London, 25-28 November 2013.  
See Adjournment, Motions thereon  
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Joint Select Committee replacement. (See Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding) 
K 
KEMH (King Edward Memorial Hospital) new wing. See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 
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L 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 

Closure of (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Government's reversal on closure of 

See Adjournment, Motions thereon 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Motion to oppose closure of (See Motions) 
Lease, conveyance and disposition of municipal land. See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 
LED Street Light Pilot Project (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Liquor Licence 

Amendment Act 2013 (See Bills) 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013 (See Bills) 

Lister, Hon. Dennis P. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Decolonisation of Bermuda, review of Bermuda's status as overseas territory, 417–418 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 358–359, 428 
Decolonisation of Bermuda 

review of Bermuda's status as overseas territory, 417–418 
viability of, 464 

Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 347 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 310–311 
Question Period 

Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 347 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 182, 187, 189, 190 

Lister, Hon. Terry E. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 566–568 
National Pension Scheme, 229–230 

Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 36, 197–198, 271, 363–364, 424–425 
Criminal Code Amendment (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, 504 
Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 347 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 308 
Gaming Referendum, 566–568 
Healthcare Partners Limited, dissolution of, 267, 268 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 178, 179 
LED Street Light Pilot Project, 342 
Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 490–492 
Liquor Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 462–463 
National Drug Control Act 2013, 369–372 
National Pension Scheme, 229–230 
Palmetto Road lane closure update, 341 
Question Period 

Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 347 
Healthcare Partners Limited, dissolution of, 267, 268 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 178, 179 
LED Street Light Pilot Project, 342 
Palmetto Road lane closure update, 341 
Rental expenditure, reduction in by Government, 344 
Shops open on Sunday, 345 

Registry General Annual Report, year ended 31 December 2012, 410–413 
Rental expenditure, reduction in by Government, 344 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency), Final Report, 556–561 
Shops open on Sunday, 345 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 61–67 

M 
Matters of Urgent Public Importance 

Director of Public Prosecutions, appointment of (See Question Period) 
Messages from/to Governor 

Deputy Speaker's message to Governor, 1 
From HE the Governor re: Throne Speech delivery, 1 

Moniz and George Ltd. - Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013. (See Petitions) 
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Moniz, Hon. Trevor G. 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 424 
LED Street Light Pilot Project, 337 
Palmetto Road lane closure, update, 336–337 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013, 465–467, 471 
Rental expenditure, reduction in by Government, 338 

Motions 
Decolonisation of Bermuda, viability of 

Lister, Hon. Dennis P., 464 
See also, Adjournment, Motions thereon, 464 

Governor's Speech taken as read 
Cannonier, Hon. L. Craig, 2 

Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 
authorisation of guarantee for developing hotel on Par-la-Ville Car Park site 

Burt, Mr. E. David, 447–449 
Crockwell. Hon. Shawn G., 444–447 
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 275, 441–442, 450 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 443 
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 449–450 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 442–443 

Healthcare and insurance costs, escalation of 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 365 

Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it right for every child 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 399–403 
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta, 403–406 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 407–408 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 7, 394–399 
Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J., 408–410 
Smith, Mr. Glenn, 406–407 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, opposition to BHB decision to close (withdrawn) 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 198 

Registry General Annual Report, year ended 31 December 2012 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 415–416 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 413–415 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 198, 410–413 

SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency) Final Report 
Atherden, Mrs. Jeanne J., 543–547 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 538–543 
Burgess. Mr. Derrick V., Sr., 547–552 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 522–533 
Crockwell, Hon. Shawn G., 533–538 
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 552–556 
Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J., 562–565 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 556–561 
Outerbridge, Mrs. Nandi, 561–562 
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 43, 518–522  
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

MRSA outbreak and resolution. (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Municipal land, lease, conveyance and disposition of. (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
N 
National Drug Control Act 2013. (See Bills) 
National Health Plan. (See Adjournment, Motions thereon) 
National Pension Scheme. (See Adjournment, Motions thereon) 
O 
Ombudsman’s Own Motion Investigation into Governance at Corporation of Hamilton, special report. (See 

Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding) 
Orders. (See Draft Orders) 
Outerbridge, Mrs. Nandi 

Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013, 10 
Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013, 248 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 37, 271 
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Outerbridge, Mrs. Nandi (continued) 
Evergreen Life Limited Consolidation and Amendment Act 2013, 3 
Petitions 

Reid Finance Limited: 
Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013, 10 
Evergreen Life Limited Consolidation and Amendment Act 2013, 3 
St. George's Limited Act 2013, 3 

SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency), Final Report, 561–562 
St. George's Limited Act 2013, 3 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 76–77 

P 
Palmetto Road lane closure, update. See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 
Papers and other Communications to House 

Adoption of Children Regulations 2013, 10 
Bermuda Drug Information Network Annual Report, 163 
Bermuda Educators Council (Exemption) (2013/14 School Year) Amendments (Nos. 2, 3 and 4) Order 2013, 164 
Bermuda Housing Trust Financial Statements March 31, 2012, 10 
CedarBridge Academy 2011 Financial Statements at March 31, 2011, 247 
Contributory Pension Fund Actuarial Review as of 1st of August 2011, 9 
Criminal Code Act (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, 336 
Customs Duty (Courtagen Bermuda Ltd.) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Customs Duty (Ocean View Golf Course) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Customs Duty (Port Royal Golf Course) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Firearms Act (Extended Duration of Sections 29A to 29C) Notice 2013, 336 
Hamilton, Corporation of and Allied Trust and Allied Development Partners Ltd. 

agreement in respect of development of Water Front, 164 
development agreement in respect of redevelopment of Hamilton Harbour and Water Front, 164 
ground Lease for Water Front, 163 

Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 
agreement for lease in respect of redevelopment of Par-la-Ville Road Car Park, 164 
development agreement in respect of redevelopment of Par-la-Ville Road Car Park, 164 
ground lease in respect of the Par-la-Ville Hotel, 164 

Hamilton, Corporation of City of, sale/purchase agreement relating to Porch at 68 North Street, 163 
Registry General Annual Reports, 2011/2012, 3 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency) Final Report, 9  

Par-la-Ville. (See Hamilton, Corporation of) 
Parliamentary Questions. (See Question Period) 
PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach. (See Question Period) 
Personal Staffs Act 1983, remuneration of all persons currently hired. (See Question Period) 
Petitions 

Bridge Re Limited 
Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013, 248, 452 

Moniz and George Ltd. 
Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013, 161 

Reid Finance Limited: 
Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013, 10, 450 
Evergreen Life Limited Consolidation and Amendment Act 2013, 3 
St. George's Limited Act 2013, 3, 451 

Pettingill, Hon. Mark J. 
Abolition of Conscription Act 2013, 5 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 579–583 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 197, 350–351 
Criminal Code Act (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, 336 
Criminal Code Amendment (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, 502–503, 505–506 
Firearms Act (Extended Duration of Sections 29A to 29C) Notice 2013, 336, 506–507, 508–510 
Gaming Referendum, 579–583 
International Co-operation (Tax Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 2013, 297–298, 299 
Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 478–479, 499–501 
Liquor Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 462, 463 
U.S.A. - Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013, 199, 276–277, 289–291 
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PGA Grand Slam Golf 2013. (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013. (See Bills) 
Pink Beach. (See PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach) 
Porch at No. 68 North Street. (See Hamilton, Corporation of) 
Precertification for use of technology. (See Adjournment, Motions thereon) 
Private Bills. (See Report of Joint Select Committee on Private Bills) 
Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013. (See Bills) 
Q 
Question Period 

Bermuda Executive Services Limited, annual costs (Written Answer) 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 252 

Bermuda Hospitals Board 
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F., 252 

Written Answer, 252 
Roban, Mr. Walter H. 

Written Answer, 252 
Bermuda starting to Move in Right Direction (Bermuda Sun press statement, 13 October 2013) 

Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 252, 253, 254 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 253 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 253, 254 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 258 
Roban, Mr. Walter, 257 
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 255 

Cabinet Assignments 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 421, 423 
Commissiong, Mr. Rolfe, 422 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 422, 423 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 423 
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 420 (disallowed), 423  
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

CedarBridge Academy Audited financial statements at March 31, 2011 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 266 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Cruise Ship Schedule 2014, clarification 
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 269 
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 269, 270 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Director of Prosecutions, appointment of 
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 345, 347, 348 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 346 
Burgess, Mr. Derrick V., Sr., 347 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 348 
Commissiong, Mr. Rolfe, 346 
Lister, Hon. Dennis P., 347 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 346, 347 

Firearms Act (Extended Duration) and Criminal Code (Extended Duration) Notices 2013 
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 345 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Healthcare Partners Limited, dissolution of 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 266, 267 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 267, 268 
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 268 
Weeks, Mr. Michael A., 268 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Heritage Wharf project 
Burgess, Mr. Derrick V., Sr., 19 
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Question Period (continued) 
Joint Ministerial Council: London, 25-28 November 2013 

Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 256, 260, 261, 265 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 255, 258, 262 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 256, 264, 265, 266 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 258 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 257, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263 
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N., 256, 257, 259, 263 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 177, 178, 184, 185 
Burgess, Mr. Derrick V., Sr., 184, 189 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 179, 180, 185, 186, 189, 190 
Commissiong, Mr. Rolfe, 175, 177, 190 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 175, 180, 181, 182, 183, 186 
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F., 174, 175 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 176, 184, 188 
Lister, Hon. Dennis P., 182, 187, 189, 190 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 178, 179 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 175, 176, 187, 188 
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 176, 178, 185, 188 
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 180 
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N., 180 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre (closure of) 
Bean, Mr. Marc A. R., 25, 27, 31 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 33, 34 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 24, 27, 29, 30 
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta, F., 23, 26 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 28, 32, 33 
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 24 
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N., 2 

LED Street Light Pilot Project 
Burgess, Mr. Derrick V., Sr., 342, 343 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 343 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 342 
Weeks, Mr. Michael A., 343 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

MRSA outbreak and resolution 
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 21 
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 20, 21 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 23 
De Silva, Mr. Zane J. S., 20, 22 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Palmetto Road lane closure update 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 341 
Weeks, Mr. Michael A., 341 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach 
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 459 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 459 
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 458 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 459 

Personal Staffs Act 1983, remuneration of all persons currently hired under 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 340, 341 

Rental expenditure, reduction in by Government 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 343, 344 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Residential Care and Nursing Homes review (Written Answer), 252 
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Question Period (continued) 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency) Final Report 

UK intervention 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 460 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 461 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 461 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 
See also Motions 

Shops open on Sundays 
Burt, Mr. E. David, 344 
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 345 
See also Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 

Written Answers  
Honourable Minister of Health 

Bermuda Executive Services Limited, annual costs, question from MP W. H. Roban, 252  
Bermuda Hospitals Board 

question from MP L. F. Foggo, 252 
question from MP W. H. Roban, 252 

Residential Care and Nursing Homes review, question from MP W.H. Roban, 252  
Quorum, 480 
R 
Registry General Annual Reports 

2011/2012. (See Papers and other Communications to House) 
year ended 31 December 2012. (See Motions) 

Reid Finance Limited. (See Petitions) 
Rental expenditure, reduction in by Government. (See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers) 
Report of Joint Select Committee on Private Bills (See also Bills) 

Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013, 340 
Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013, 340 
St. George’s Limited Act 2013, 340 

Residential Care and Nursing Homes review (Written Answer). (See Question Period) 
Resolutions 

Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 
Ground lease 

Brown, Mr. Walton, 434 
Division, 434 
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 432–433, 434 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 433 

Re-development of Par-la-Ville Road Car Park 
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 435–436 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 436 

Hamilton, Corporation of the City of Hamilton, sale/purchase agreement, Porch at No. 68 North Street 
Brown, Mr. Walton, 432 
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 430, 431, 432 
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 431–432 

Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob) 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 354 
Contributory Pension Fund Actuarial Review as of 1st of August 2011, 9 
Customs Duty (Courtagen Bermuda Ltd.) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Customs Duty (Ocean View Golf Course) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Customs Duty (Port Royal Golf Course) Remission Order 2013, 9 
Customs Tariff Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013, 437, 439 
Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd., authorisation of guarantee for 

developing hotel on Par-la-Ville Car Park site, 449–450 
Insurance Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 514–515, 516 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency), Final Report, 518–522 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 148–153 
U.S.A. - Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013, 278–279 
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Richards, Hon. / Mr. Sylvan D., Jr. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 576 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 193–194, 352–353 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 304–305 
Gaming Referendum, 576 
Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013, 495–496 
SAGE Commission Final Report, 9, 18–19 

Roban, Mr. Walter H. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 568–570 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 203–205 

Bermuda Executive Services Limited, annual costs, 252 
Bermuda Hospitals Board, 252 
Cabinet Assignments, 423 
CedarBridge Academy 2011 financial statements at March 31, 2013, 266 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 192 
Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 346 
Gaming Referendum, 568–570 
Hamilton, Corporation of and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 

authorisation of guarantee for developing hotel on Par-la-Ville Car Park site, 442–443 
ground lease in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, 433 
redevelopment of Par-la-Ville Road Car Park, 436 

Hamilton, Corporation of the City of Hamilton 
sale/purchase agreement, Porch at No. 68 North Street, 431–432 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 175, 176, 187, 188, 203–205 
PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach, 459 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013, 467–468 
Question Period 

Bermuda Executive Services Limited, annual costs (Written Answer), 252 
Bermuda Hospitals Board (Written Answer), 252 
Cabinet Assignments, 423 
CedarBridge Academy 2011 financial statements at March 31, 2013, 266 
Director of Prosecutions, appointment of, 346 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 175, 176, 187, 188 
PCB Holding Ltd., agreement with Pink Beach, 459 
Residential Care and Nursing Homes review (Written Answer), 252 
SAGE Commission Report, UK intervention, 461 

Residential Care and Nursing Homes review, 252 
SAGE Commission Report, UK intervention, 461 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 129–133 
U.S.A. - Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013, 283–285 

Roberts-Holshouser, Mrs. Suzann 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 215–217 
Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013, 340 
Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013, 161 
Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013, 340 
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 41–42, 273, 356–357, 427–428 
Criminal Code Amendment (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, 504–505 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 311–312 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 215–217 
Moniz and George Ltd. - Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013, 161 
St. George’s Limited Act 2013, 340 

S 
SAGE Commission (Spending and Government Efficiency) Final Report 

See Motions 
See Papers and other Communications to House 
See Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers 
UK intervention. (See Question Period) 
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Scott, Hon. / Mrs. Leah K. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 235–236 
Throne Speech and Reply, Debate thereon, 134–135 

Scott, Hon. Michael J. 
Adjournment, Motions thereon 

Gaming Referendum, 590–591 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Government's reversal on closure, 240–242 
Precertification for use of technology, 327–330 

Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 41, 361, 425 
Firearms Act (Extended Duration) and Criminal Code (Extended Duration) Notices 2013, 345 
Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, 304 
Gaming Referendum, 590–591 
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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
 

OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
8 NOVEMBER 2013 

10:09 AM 
Sitting Number 1 of the 2013/14 Session 

 
 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair will recognise the Deputy 
Speaker, Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser.  

You have the floor. 
 
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 14 AND 21 

 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move that Standing Orders 14 and 21 be 
suspended to enable me to move that a message be 
sent to His Excellency the Governor, Mr. George Fer-
gusson. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Orders 14 and 21 sus-
pended.] 
 

DEPUTY SPEAKER'S MESSAGE  
TO THE GOVERNOR 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 I would like to ask if MP Susan Jackson and 
MP Rolfe Commissiong would please come. Where is 
Mr. Commissiong? Please. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, we will wait now 
until the Black Rod arrives. So, you have a few mo-
ments to reflect. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, first let me rec-
ognise our Youth Parliamentarians who are here with 
us as Pages today: Kennedy Middleton and Nicholas 
Pell. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 

The Speaker: I have received a letter from His Excel-
lency George Fergusson, which says: 
 “I have the honour to inform the House of As-
sembly that I will deliver the speech on the occasion 
of the convening of Parliament at 11:00 am today, 
Friday, the 8th of November 2013, on the Cabinet Of-
fice lawn.” 
 So, now we await the Black Rod. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, while we are 
waiting (so that we can do something while we are 
waiting), at least we can think about how we are going 
to line up when we leave here. 
 So, let me just say that this is the order. Inter-
esting . . . It says (Mrs. Wolffe, is this correct?) the 
Government will stand on the left side. Is that it?  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: It is one single line. All right. 

So, therefore, it will be the Premier of Ber-
muda first, the Honourable Craig Cannonier; followed 
by the Opposition Leader, the Honourable Marc Bean; 
followed by the Deputy Speaker; followed by the Gov-
ernment Whip and House Leader, Cole Simons; fol-
lowed by the Minister of Public Safety; followed by the 
Minister of Finance; followed by the Attorney General 
and Minister of Justice; followed by the Minister of 
Health and Seniors; followed by the Minister of Public 
Works; followed by the Minister of Tourism and 
Transport; the Minister of Community and Cultural 
Development; the Minister of Economic Development; 
the Minister of the Environment and Planning; the 
Minister without Portfolio. 
 And then there will be the Youth Parliamen-
tarians, Kennedy Middleton and Nicholas Pell, after 
the Minister without Portfolio, Ms. Scott.  

And then there will be MP’s Kenneth Bas-
come, Nandi Outerbridge, Glen Smith, Jeanne Ather-
den, Susan Jackson and Jeff Sousa. 
 And then, the Opposition: the Opposition 
Whip, MP Foggo; the Shadow Minister for Public 
Works, MP Derrick Burgess; followed by MP Kim Wil-
son, MP David Burt, MP Walton Brown, MP Walter 
Roban, MP Michael Scott, MP Glenn Blakeney, the 
Honourable Zane De Silva, MP Michael Weeks, (MP 
Wayne Furbert is not here), MP Lawrence Scott, MP 
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Terry Lister, MP Dennis Lister and MP Rolfe Commis-
siong. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: It has been a year since the Black Rod 
came up here. Maybe he lost his way. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
[Pause] 
 
[Three knocks at the door] 
 
The Speaker: He is going to break down the door 
now.  

Bring the Black Rod forward to the bar of the 
House, sir. 
 
Sergeant-at-Arms: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. I 
have a message here from His Excellency the Gover-
nor, George Fergusson. 
 
The Speaker: All right.  

Thank you very much, Sergeant-at-Arms.  
The Black Rod is already at the bar. So, 

please carry on, sir. 
 
Black Rod: Mr. Speaker, I am commanded by His 
Excellency the Governor to request the attendance of 
your Honourable House on the Cabinet Office Lawn 
forthwith! 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely, sir. Thank you. We will 
obey. 
 Last year, or the last time we went down, I am 
told that it was one of the best that we have had. So, 
let us make this even better than that. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter]  
  

Proceedings suspended at 10:57 am 
 
[Group photo by DCI and LookBermuda] 
 

Proceedings resumed at 12:36 pm 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Speaker: Members, we will have to wait just a 
moment because the Clerk’s Minute book was re-
moved from there, and we just want to collect it first 
before we get started. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  

Mr. Fox, if you will just bring the bar across, 
please. Thank you. 

 The Chair will first recognise the Honourable 
Premier.  

Premier Cannonier, you have the floor. 
 
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 14 AND 21 

 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that Standing Orders 14 and 21 be 
suspended to enable me to move a motion relating to 
the Governor’s Speech from the Throne. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none, Mr. Premier. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Orders 14 and 21 sus-
pended.] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, please. 
 

MOTION THAT THE GOVERNOR’S SPEECH 
BE TAKEN AS READ AND SET DOWN FOR  

CONSIDERATION AT THE NEXT DAY OF MEETING 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that the speech His Excellency the 
Governor was pleased to open the present session of 
Parliament with be taken as read, and that the said 
speech be set down for consideration as the first Or-
der of the Day for the next day of meeting. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 Are there any objections to that?  

There are none. So, that will be debated at 
the next meeting. 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 

27 SEPTEMBER AND 2 OCTOBER 2013  
 
The Speaker: The confirmation of the Minutes of the 
27th of September and the 2nd of October. Are there 
any corrections, et cetera, to those?  

Any objections to those Minutes being ac-
cepted? 
 There are none. 
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 27 September and 2 Octo-
ber 2013 confirmed.] 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
The Speaker: We move to the next Order, which is 
Announcements by the Speaker. I have a few an-
nouncements. 
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APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO SESSIONAL 
SELECT COMMITTEES 

 
The Speaker: First, the announcement of the ap-
pointment of Members to Sessional Select Commit-
tees. 

The first is the Standing Orders and Privi-
leges Committee, which will consist of the Speaker; 
the Premier, Honourable L. Craig Cannonier; the 
Honourable Marc Bean, Leader of the Opposition; the 
Leader of the House and the Whip, Mr. N. H. C. 
Simons; the Opposition Whip, Ms. L. F. Foggo; and 
Independent Member, Mr. T. E. Lister. 
 The House and Grounds Committee shall 
consist of the Deputy Speaker as the Chairman, Mrs. 
Suzann Roberts-Holshouser; MP J. C. Sousa; MP K. 
L. Bascome; MP D. V. Burgess; and MP Z. J. De 
Silva. 
 The Regulations Committee, chaired by MP 
G. C. Smith, with MP K. L. Bascome, MP N. [Outer-
bridge], MP G. A. Blakeney and MP K. N. Wilson. 
 The Panel of Chairmen, the Deputy Speaker, 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser; MP G. C. Smith; 
MP S. E. Jackson; MP R. P. Commissiong; MP D. P. 
Lister; [and] MP C. W. Brown. 
 Next we have the appointment of Members to 
serve on the Joint Select Committee to look into the 
mandatory random drug testing. And it is the Chair-
man, Senator Joan Dillas-Wright; MP Terry Lister; MP 
Nandi Outerbridge; and MP Jeff Sousa. And I will an-
nounce one additional Member in due course. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Members, you heard the message from 
the Governor already today.  
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: No messages from the Senate. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: I will recognise the Minister for Public 
Safety. 

Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 
REGISTRY GENERAL ANNUAL REPORTS YEARS 
ENDED 31ST DECEMBER 2011 AND 31ST DECEM-

BER 2012 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes, good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker, and good afternoon, colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of this Honourable House of 
Assembly the Annual Reports of the Registry General 

for the years ended 31st December 2011 and 31st De-
cember 2012.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any objections to that being laid? 

That will be laid. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Member, 
MP N. S. Outerbridge. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
EVERGREEN LIFE LIMITED CONSOLIDATION AND 

AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I move leave to introduce 
the following petitions: The petition of Reid Finance 
Limited, requesting the consolidation and amendment 
of the Evergreen Life Limited Act 2008, as set out in 
the Bill entitled the Evergreen Life Limited Consolida-
tion and Amendment Act 2013. 
 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: The petition by Reid Fi-
nance Limited requesting the enactment of certain 
provisions in relation to St. George’s Limited regarding 
certain respects when structuring its long-term insur-
ance policies as set out in the Bill entitled the St. 
George’s Limited Act 2013. 
 I ask that the said petitions be referred to the 
Joint Select Committee on Private Bills for considera-
tion and report. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any objection to those [petitions] being 
handed to the Private Bills Committee? 
 There are none. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: There are no statements. 
  

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: No reports. 
  

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: No Question Period today. 
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CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: No congratulatory or obituary speeches 
today. 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
  
The Speaker: No matters of privilege. 
  

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: No personal explanations. 
  

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR THE  
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT  
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 
The Speaker: Notices of motions for the adjournment 
of the House. There are none. 
  

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 

GOVERNMENT BILLS 
 
The Speaker: There are no Government Bills. 

But we do have an Opposition Bill. And I rec-
ognise the Leader of the Opposition, MP Marc Bean. 

 
OPPOSITION BILL 

 
ABOLITION OF CONSCRIPTION ACT 2013 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
Good afternoon, colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to introduce the 
following Bill for its First Reading so that it may be 
placed on the Order Paper for the next day of meet-
ing: The Abolition of Conscription Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: You have a point of order? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: A point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order. Please, yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Standing Order 28(1)] 

 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: With respect, in accordance 
with [Standing Order] 28(1) that Honourable Member 
would have to move for leave to introduce his Bill. He 

cannot introduce it, in accordance with the rules, with-
out having moved for leave. 
 
The Speaker: All right.  

Yes. You do have to— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: He has to move for leave. 
 
The Speaker: As an Opposition Member, you have to 
move for leave, which is just a small point. So, you 
just move for leave to be able to . . . 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, I move for leave 
to introduce the following Bill for its First Reading so 
that it may be placed on the Order Paper for the next 
day of meeting: The Abolition of Conscription Act 
2013. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, according to the rules of 
the House, Standing Order 28(6) says that the mover 
of the Bill may make a brief explanation of its purpose, 
I ask for leave to give a brief explanation, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, in November 
2012, as the previous Government, we had an outgo-
ing speech, the Abolishment of Conscription. The cur-
rent Government, in their first Throne Speech in Feb-
ruary, also called for the abolishment of conscription. 
And today, Mr. Speaker, the current Government has 
also indicated for the abolishment of conscription, 
which means that in the spirit of collaboration it ap-
pears that we are all on the same page. 
 Mr. Speaker, we also recognise that the cur-
rent Government has had challenges, as we did, in 
drafting legislation through the natural process. So we 
are doing our part to assist in ensuring a better way of 
doing politics in this country, and we welcome the 
Government to work with us in the spirit of collabora-
tion to ensure that our stated goal is accomplished, 
the abolishment of conscription. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections to that move? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right. The Chair recognises the Min-
ister for Public Safety, Minister Dunkley.  

Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes, Mr. Speaker, we do 
object.  

If you refer to the[Standing Orders], I think this 
Bill will have monetary implications on the public 
purse. And because of that we do object, but we are 
willing to work with the— 
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: We are willing to work with 
the Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: One second, Honourable Member. 
 Yes, point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
which has been presented and tabled . . . no one has 
had opportunity on that side to look at it. And we can 
rest assured, Mr. Speaker, having consulted with you, 
that there are no financial implications in the amend-
ment as presented. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Honourable Member, that is 
right.  

So, please stand and make your objection, 
Honourable Member. Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: We object to the Bill, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Right. The Bill is objected to. Any fur-
ther comment you would make? Right. 
 So, what we will do now is, in fact, we will 
have a division on that because it has been objected 
to. And, obviously, it means that the Government is 
going to bring this forward in the next short period. 
  
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of information, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Honourable Member, yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I am not sure 
I understood what the point of the objection was. 
 
The Speaker: The point? The Government can object 
to anything, Honourable Member. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: That is fine. But the point— 
 
The Speaker: But the Member . . . Well, carry on. Let 
me listen to you. 

 
POINT OF INFORMATION 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On information, my point of information is, for 
clarity from you, Mr. Speaker, is it not correct that in 
Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practice it is obviously a 
privilege of any Member of the House to lay a Bill? 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: It is also in our rules of order. You do 
not have to go to May’s. You can go right close to us. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Right. Yes. But the next part I 
would like to refer to in May’s, with your leave, be-
cause it is not in our rules— 
 
The Speaker: Go ahead. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —speaks to the fact that, gen-
erally, on the First Reading of a Bill it is almost always 
agreed to without debate or dissent. 
 
The Speaker: That is a Government Bill, Honourable 
Member. It is a Government Bill. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: No. Mr. Speaker, with respect, it 
is with respect to any Bill. It is a point of information. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, further point of 
information— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —to make it clear so that the 
public understands. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Under our rules (which obvi-
ously we have to look at, and they need expansion) it 
is quite clear under [Standing Order] 28(4)(a) that “A 
Government Bill does not require leave of the House 
for introduction and may be presented to the House 
after notice.” 

And that is why I indicated that with regard to 
that they had to seek leave. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. And that is why . . . The 
reason is . . . Absolutely. Thank you. 
 Honourable Members, if a Bill is brought by 
Government . . . Government can bring a Bill, and you 
can answer. However, a Bill by another Member, 
which would include any other Member, backbencher 
or Opposition . . . any other Honourable Member has 
to ask for leave. And so, therefore, we are at this 
point. 
 However, the Opposition have, in their wis-
dom, objected.  
 
Some Hon. Members: The Government. 
 
The Speaker: The Government—sorry—has objected 
and we will indeed have a division on that. 
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 I think I am clear. I am very clear on it. I do not 
need any more speeches. I am very clear on it. 
 So those who object . . . (now how would I put 
this?) . . . all those in favour of the objection, say Aye. 
Those against the objection, say Nay. 
 
AYES AND NAYS. 
 
The Speaker: I think the Ayes have it. The Ayes have 
it.  

It looks like they want names to be called, and 
so we will do that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, we have a divi-
sion. We do not have talking across the floor of the 
House! That is not what the division is about. The di-
vision is about people indicating how they are going to 
vote. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: All right, Honourable Members. Please 
give attention to the Clerk. 
 
The Clerk: Mrs. J. J. Atherden? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: That is clear. Honourable Members, we 
have got the division going. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of information, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? Okay. I will give you a point of 
information. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The actual motion was . . . the ac-
tual motion that we are voting on was? 
 
The Speaker: What we are voting on is . . . the Hon-
ourable Member, Minister Dunkley, objected to the 
Bill. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Objected to the motion. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, to the motion. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: And the motion is for leave of the 
House to introduce the Bill. So if you are . . . 
 
The Speaker: Right. So we are voting on the objec-
tion. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 

The Speaker: Yes, yes, yes.  
We are saying . . . he is objecting to the Bill 

going forward. We either agree that it goes forward, or 
we do not. And so right now that is what we are 
agreeing on. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But the vote is on the motion, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: No; on the objection.  

Yes. The division is on the objection, yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, I think that the 
Honourable Shadow Minister is correct. The original 
motion was for us to bring this as its First Reading. 
That is the motion. And so, it was objected to. But the 
motion should reflect a vote on the motion itself, and 
not the objection. 
 
The Speaker: If I can just say, I have the . . .  
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member has stood 
and objected. All right? And so we have to move from 
that point . . . move from that point. Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of information, Mr. Speaker. 
Would you or the Clerk be so kind as to read the ac-
tual motion which we are currently voting on? 
 
The Speaker: We are voting on the objection. The 
question is, the Honourable Member has objected to 
. . . those who agree with the objection, say “Yes.” 
And those who disagree say “Nay.” I think that is clear 
enough! 

And we will now have the vote.  
Carry on, Ms. Wolffe. Thank you. 

 
The Clerk: 
 

DIVISION 
[Objection to granting of leave to introduce the Aboli-

tion of Conscription Act 2013] 
 
Ayes: 19 Noes: 14  
Mrs. J. J. Atherden Hon. M. A. R. Bean 
Mr. K. L. Bascome Mr. G. A. Blakeney 
Hon. L. C. Cannonier Mr. C. W. Brown 
Hon. S. G. Crockwell Mr. D. V. Burgess 
Mrs. N. S. Outerbridge Mr. E. D. Burt 
Hon. M. H. Dunkley Mr. R. Commissiong 
Dr. the Hon. E. G. Gibbons Mr. Z. J. S. De Silva 
Hon. P. J. Gordon-Pamplin Ms. L. F. Foggo 
Mrs. S. Roberts-Holshouser  Hon. D. P. Lister 
Mrs. S. E. Jackson Mr. W. H. Roban 
Hon. T. G. Moniz Hon. M. J. Scott 
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Hon. M. J. Pettingill Mr. W. L. Scott 
Hon. E. T. Richards Mr. M. A. Weeks 
Hon. S. D. Richards Mrs. K. N. Wilson 
Hon. L. K. Scott 
Hon. R. W. Scott 
Mr. N. H. C. Simons 
Mr. G. Smith 
Mr. J. C. Sousa 
 

Abstention: 1 
Hon. T. E. Lister 

 
Absent: 1 

Hon. W. L. Furbert 
 
The Speaker: Right. So we have had the vote on the 
motion by the Honourable Leader of the Opposition 
for leave of the House in order to introduce the Bill, 
and that has been objected to by Parliament. So, that 
is where that matter will stand at the moment. 
 
[By majority on division, the House objected and did 
not grant leave for the Leader of the Opposition to 
introduce the Abolition of Conscription Bill.] 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of information, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Perhaps this is duplicative, but as I under-
stood from Robert’s Rules [of Order] and from the 
process of procedure, the objection was raised. We 
needed to vote on the objection, and then go back to 
the motion that has been raised. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, let me just say 
this, the objection was to . . . 

Please sit while I am speaking. Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Oh, I’m thinking I’m in court. 
 
The Speaker: You are not in the court. You need to 
understand this is not the court. Yes. 
 Honourable Member, the motion that we 
voted on was that the Honourable Leader of the Op-
position stood to his feet and said he would like to ask 
for leave in order to lay this Bill. All right? And what 
the House has said, after this vote, is that he does not 
have leave in order to do that. And that is my position. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, with all respect, what 
you just said is that the Honourable Leader moved for 
leave to introduce to the House. And on a division of 
the House, the majority of the House voted “Yes” for 
leave to introduce the motion. 
 
The Speaker: No, they did not, Honourable Member, 
and you know that! You know that!  

That is it. 
 
[Gavel] 
 

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS 
 
The Speaker: There are no Private Members’ Bills.  
  

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Minister of 
Economic Development, Dr. Gibbons.  

You have the floor. 
 

INCLUSIVE AND SPECIAL EDUCATION 2013: 
GETTING IT RIGHT FOR EVERY CHILD 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, at the 
next day of meeting I wish to move the following mo-
tion: That this Honourable House take note of the Dis-
cussion Paper entitled, Inclusive and Special Educa-
tion 2013: Getting It Right for Every Child. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 Are there any objections? 
 There are none. That will be on the Order Pa-
per. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Pre-
mier. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we adjourn until November 
the 15th. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. We will adjourn until November the 15th. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
[At 1:03 pm, the House stood adjourned until 
10:00 am, Friday, 15 November 2013.] 
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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
 

OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
15 NOVEMBER 2013 

10:21 AM 
Sitting Number 2 of the 2013/14 Session 

 
 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
The Speaker: Good morning, Members. The Minutes 
for the 8th of November have been deferred. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE REPLACEMENT 

 
The Speaker: I have one announcement to make, 
and that announcement is that I have appointed Inde-
pendent Senator James Jardine to replace the Inde-
pendent Member T. E. Lister on the Joint Select 
Committee that is looking into governance and reform 
in the House. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Sen-
ate. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: I first recognise the Honourable Minis-
ter of Finance, the Honourable E. T. Richards. You 
have the floor. 
 

SAGE COMMISSION FINAL REPORT 
 

CONTRIBUTORY PENSION FUND ACTUARIAL 
REVIEW AS OF 1ST OF AUGUST 2011 

 

CUSTOMS DUTY (COURTAGEN BERMUDA LTD.) 
REMISSION ORDER 2013 

 
CUSTOMS DUTY (PORT ROYAL GOLF COURSE) 

REMISSION ORDER 2013 
 

CUSTOMS DUTY (OCEAN VIEW GOLF COURSE 
REMISSION ORDER 2013 

 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of the Honourable House of 
Assembly the following papers and communications to 
the House: 

1. SAGE Commission Final Report; 
2. Contributory Pension Fund Actuarial Review 

as of 1st of August 2011; 
3. Customs Duty (Courtagen Bermuda Ltd.) 

Remission Order 2013; 
4. Customs Duty (Port Royal Golf Course) Re-

mission Order 2013; 
5. Customs Duty (Ocean View Golf Course Re-

mission Order 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Are there any objections to those papers be-
ing laid? 
 There are none. 
 One second. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Hon-
ourable Minister, R. W. Scott. Minister Scott. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

BERMUDA HOUSING TRUST FINANCIAL  
STATEMENTS, MARCH 31, 2012 

 
ADOPTION OF CHILDREN REGULATIONS 2013 

 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I have the honour to attach 
and submit for the information of the Honourable 
House of Assembly the following papers and commu-
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nications to the House: the Bermuda Housing Trust 
Financial Statements at March 31st, 2012; and the 
Adoption of Children Regulations 2013. And I would 
like to note that electronic copies will be sent to all 
Members. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 The Chair now recognises, again . . . I be-
lieve, Honourable Minister Scott. Do you have another 
paper? 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: No, Mr. Speaker. I actually did 
them both. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, I see. Did I miss that? 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes. Bermuda Housing Trust 
Financial Statement— 
 
The Speaker: And the Adoption of— 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: And the Adoption of Children 
Regulations. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. It seems like 
we are trying to be efficient this morning. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: We move now to Petitions, and I will 
recognise the Honourable Member from St. George’s, 
the MP Nandi Outerbridge.  

You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL LTD. 

ACT 2013 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I move leave to introduce 
the following petition: 
 The Petition by Reid Finance Ltd. requesting 
legislation to be enacted to provide Beechwood Ber-
muda International Ltd. flexibility in certain respects 
when structuring its long-term insurance policies as 
set out in the Bill entitled the Beechwood Bermuda 
International Ltd. Act 2013. 

I ask that the said petition be referred to the 
Joint Select Committee on Private Bills for considera-
tion and report. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 

 Are there any objections to that going to the 
Joint Select Committee? 
 And there are none. 
  

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS AND  
JUNIOR MINISTERS 

 
The Speaker: We now move to Statements by Minis-
ters. And I recognise first the Honourable Minister of 
Health, Minister Patricia Gordon-Pamplin.  

You have the floor. 
 

MRSA OUTBREAK AND RESOLUTION 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and good morning. Mr. Speaker, my first 
Statement is with respect to the recent MRSA out-
break. 

You will recall, Mr. Speaker, that Bermuda 
experienced a recent increase in community-acquired 
Methicillin Resistant Staphylococcus Aureus (MRSA) 
skin infections, which were associated with a point 
source, in September and October of this year, 2013. I 
rise this morning to offer the Members of this Honour-
able House and the public a brief update on the situa-
tion.  
 Mr. Speaker, the protection of the public from 
communicable diseases depends heavily on the col-
laboration between health care professionals, as well 
as the cooperation of members of the public. The re-
cent MRSA outbreak was an example of this collabo-
rative effort at work.  

The community-acquired MRSA outbreak was 
identified early due to prompt communication between 
BHB Infection Prevention and Control Department and 
the Epidemiology and Surveillance Unit of the Office 
of the Chief Medical Officer. This mutual relationship 
has been longstanding and continues to be an integral 
part of the success of infection prevention and control 
in Bermuda. 

Two cases identified in the Emergency De-
partment at KEMH [King Edward VII Memorial Hospi-
tal] in mid-September were appropriately reported to 
the Epidemiology and Surveillance Unit (the ESU) and 
were found to be linked in person, place and time. 
Upon recognising this link in cases of MRSA, an out-
break investigation was initiated by the ESU, which 
included the establishment of an outbreak team, col-
lection of information, implementation of control 
measures, and an epidemiological analysis of the 
data. 

There was also consultation with our public 
health partners, the Caribbean Public Health Agency 
(CARPHA) and our International Health Regulations 
Focal Point in the United Kingdom. Ultimately, 31 
cases of community-acquired MRSA have been iden-
tified which were linked to the identified point source.  
 Mr. Speaker, since control measures were 
implemented to reduce the spread of this increasingly 
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common bacterium, there has been no evidence of 
ongoing transmission of MRSA linked to the identified 
point source, and all affected individuals have re-
ceived appropriate treatment. 

Control measures undertaken included in-
spection of premises and environmental sampling; 
closure of the implicated public facility for cleaning 
and disinfection under the direction of the Environ-
mental Health Department; exclusion of the colonised 
employee from work until treatment was complete and 
successful; modification of procedures at the facility; 
identification and contact tracing of attendees of the 
facility who were considered at risk of infection; and 
education of employees of the facility and the public 
regarding prevention of transmission via in-service, 
media outreach, fact sheets and letters to physicians.  
 Mr. Speaker, I will take this opportunity to also 
communicate a few important concepts relating to 
outbreak investigations and regarding the prevalence 
of MRSA in the community.  
 Mr. Speaker, it is important that we under-
stand that such organisms cannot be wholly elimi-
nated. The Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion report that studies show that about 33 per cent of 
people carry staph bacteria in their noses, usually 
without any illness. Two in one-hundred people (2 per 
cent) carry MRSA. A total of 146 cases of MRSA were 
reported to the Epidemiology and Surveillance Unit at 
the Ministry of Health in the year 2012, which included 
both hospital- and community-acquired infections. 
These organisms remain a part of the natural envi-
ronment.  
 Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that persons who 
have an MRSA skin infection follow some basic guide-
lines to prevent the spread of the infection to others. 
Namely, cover your wound; follow your health care 
provider’s instructions on proper care of the wound; 
clean your hands frequently; do not share personal 
items.  

Because of the prevalence of this bacterium in 
our community, the general public would benefit from 
undertaking some basic activities that would help to 
protect them from acquiring an MRSA infection. It is 
important to note that healthy people, including chil-
dren, are at very little risk of becoming infected with 
MRSA, provided proper precautions (such as hand-
washing) are followed. All individuals should do the 
following: 

• Practice good hygiene—for example, keeping 
your hands clean by washing with soap and 
water or using an alcohol-based hand sani-
tizer and showering immediately after partici-
pating in exercise. 

• Cover skin trauma, such as abrasions or cuts, 
with a clean, dry bandage until healed. 

• Avoid sharing personal items (for example, 
towels and razors) that come into contact with 
your bare skin. 

• Use a barrier (for example, clothing or a 
towel) between your skin and shared equip-
ment such as weight-training benches. 

• Maintain a clean environment by establishing 
cleaning procedures for frequently touched 
surfaces and surfaces that come into direct 
contact with people’s skin.  
 

 Mr. Speaker, the goal of the Ministry of Health 
and Seniors continues to be to protect the health of 
Bermuda’s public. The success in dealing with such 
an outbreak investigation is dependent on the full par-
ticipation of all of those persons concerned, such as 
licensed facilities and members of the public identified 
as contacts in the investigation. 

In addition, to ensure that a pall of suspicion 
was not cast over all facilities, I spoke with the pro-
prietor of the identified facility to encourage him to 
step forward and confirm the situation relating to his 
specific establishment. This step assisted clients who 
had not already been contacted by the tracing process 
to make the necessary contacts with the Epidemiology 
Department and to get instructions on how to manage 
their situations if the need arose. 

We thank all those individuals for their coop-
eration in this outbreak investigation, and we thank 
the staff of the Ministry of Health and the BHB [Ber-
muda Hospitals Board] for their collaboration in pre-
venting what could have been an epidemic. Together, 
we can all work to maintain a healthy environment and 
to quickly contain outbreaks when they occur.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair now again will recognise the Hon-
ourable Minister of Health. 
 Carry on, please, with your second Statement. 
 

CLOSURE OF URGENT CARE CENTRE IN ST. 
DAVID’S 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker.  

Mr. Speaker, I have a further Statement re-
specting the closure of the Urgent Care Centre [UCC] 
in St. David’s. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to provide a State-
ment on the decision of the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
to close the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre in St. 
David’s. Much has been said in the public domain, 
and criticism has been heaped on me personally from 
all quarters.  
 Mr. Speaker, on my “failure to consult,” I ap-
preciate the Leader of the Opposition giving me the 
opportunity to remind the public and my parliamentary 
colleagues that this Government in general, and this 
Minister in particular, will not shy away from making or 
supporting difficult decisions that are pragmatic and 
morally right, and will not fall prey to those things 
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which are simply politically expedient. It is this ap-
proach that has cut this country off at the knees, and it 
is one that I will not perpetuate. 

I have tried not to be inhospitable to the Op-
position for their role in placing the BHB in this dire 
situation. However, when misinformation continues to 
emanate from their quarters, it is important to put the 
facts to the Bermudian people. The construction of the 
UCC was two-fold: one, to provide readily accessible 
urgent health care to residents of the east end; and 
secondly, to ensure that the situation that obtained 
when Hurricane Fabian made the Causeway impass-
able would not disadvantage those east of the bridge 
who might need medical attention. It might be noted 
that another similar facility was planned for the west 
end; however, this never materialised.  
 Mr. Speaker, I believe that a sensible and vi-
sionary approach for the east end would have been to 
use some funding to make the bridge safe, as our 
hospital is 20 minutes away. It should also be noted 
that the people of St. George’s would have been 
equally unable to access this facility if the swing 
bridge was out of commission. 

The business model for the UCC was based 
upon the Government’s infusion— 

 
SPEAKER’S RULING 

 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister, if I can interject 
and have you appreciate the fact that a Ministerial 
Statement should not be critical of any other . . . what 
a Ministerial Statement should be doing is indeed in-
dicating what it is that you will do.  

So, I am asking if you would please eradicate 
and remove anything that is in this Statement that is 
critical. That is not the purpose of a Ministerial State-
ment. That can be done in other places, but not during 
a Ministerial Statement. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think it is important in order to 
put the whole thing in— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, no. I am un-
derstanding. Yes. 
 
The Speaker: You heard my ruling! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have. 
 
The Speaker: You do not—you cannot be critical. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have. 
 

The Speaker: Okay. So, you say what it is you will do 
in the circumstances and present the facts that lead 
you to that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Right. 
 
The Speaker: That is your responsibility. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That I will, Mr. 
Speaker. But I am just asking for your guidance with 
respect to putting it in context. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Go ahead. You were asking a question. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. I was asking 
your guidance in terms of putting in context the deci-
sion-making that led to the closure. Because I believe 
that— 
 
The Speaker: No. I think what you must do . . . The 
fact is that it is closed. And when you talk about . . . 
what you need to talk about is why you closed it. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. 
 
The Speaker: Based on facts of why you closed it, 
not because somebody else did something or did not 
do something. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. 
 
The Speaker: Okay? That is the point. 
 
[Statement continuing] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. Then I will 
just skip over the next paragraph, if I may, Mr. 
Speaker, and I will take your guidance to say that it 
was clear that the business plan dictated that a mini-
mum of 8,182 visits would be needed for the estab-
lishment to break even. The reality is that only an av-
erage of 5,500 people used the facility, and the people 
of Bermuda were left to pick up the shortfall, not di-
rectly through the Consolidated Fund, but through the 
resulting higher insurance premiums and higher costs 
of health care. 
 If I am still appropriate, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to continue. 

The Hospitals Board clearly articulated the 
position in their press conference last week, and I re-
iterate some of the facts of the situation:  

The Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre was 
running at a loss. On average, only 14 people at-
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tended per day, which amounted to about 5,500 per-
sons per year. The attendance included many people 
who bypassed KEMH in favour of shorter wait times at 
the UCC; hence this service was not, in reality, an 
east end service, but, rather, morphed into a service 
that was simply not KEMH. 

This volume was not sufficient to cover the 
operating costs of the facility. The UCC has sustained 
significant losses since its inception. For fiscal year 
2009/10, the loss was $103,725; for 2010/11, it was 
$350,000; for 2011/12, unaudited, it was $309,494. In 
fiscal 2012/13, it is believed that, once all of the allo-
cations relating to that cost centre have been applied, 
such as medical insurance, personnel costs and cov-
erage provided by emergency personnel covering 
staff leave, unaudited indications are that there will 
also be a loss. 

The daily out-of-hours service catered to peo-
ple with urgent, not emergency, needs. People arrived 
at the UCC mostly with sprains, cuts, bumps and 
bruises or needing basic X-rays. And under the cur-
rent availability of the service, you are only allowed to 
be sick between 4:00 pm and midnight. 

By ceasing the UCC service, people do not 
lose access to care. The options that exist are travel-
ling to the Emergency Department if needed, or visit-
ing their own GP’s [general practitioners]. By ceasing 
the service, however, BHB is able to save about 
$250,000 a year. The service itself cost at least $2.5 
million to run. 

The BHB has determined that this money can 
be better used to support other vital services that are 
needed nationally, such as dialysis, oncology, diabe-
tes and the emergency department. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Members, can we have quiet while we 
have a Ministerial Statement? 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Government and 
all Bermudians want to see a safe high-quality patient-
centred hospital continue to provide acute-care ser-
vices for all. The BHB is the only entity with the man-
date to do so. I am confident that when presented with 
the facts, Bermuda will choose financial prudence, 
quality and sustainability. The BHB is currently review-
ing its costs and activities with a view to improving 
efficiency, improving quality and to raise patient satis-
faction. However, it is no secret that BHB is facing a 
shortfall of funds by the end of the fiscal year. This is 
combined with the requirement to meet the obligation 
to pay the first instalment of the new acute care wing 
of the hospital in 2014.  
 We all know that times are difficult, Mr. 
Speaker. And the BHB is no different in needing to 
tighten up in areas of expenses. The BHB is also cur-

rently working to improve controls and to enhance its 
corporate governance. One of the important decisions 
that the BHB needed to make was surrounding the 
UCC. We have been advised that there are many 
more difficult financial decisions ahead, some of which 
may be supported by this Government and some may 
not. To suggest that the OBA Government is using 
two of its members who sit on the board to somehow 
make the decisions is just patently false.  
 The public were justifiably concerned about 
the short time frame between the announcement and 
the expected closure of the UCC. However, in fair-
ness, the BHB has made statements about its finan-
cial health and the need to reshape its services over 
the past several months. Clearly, the residents of the 
east end of the Island appreciated the Urgent Care 
Centre; no one disputes that. However, if we look 
widely at what is appropriate for Bermuda’s health 
care system and for all of Bermuda, it is also clear that 
managing costs must be a priority. 

In 2012/13, the cost per patient visit at the 
UCC was $422. This was nearly double the cost of a 
primary care visit in Bermuda. In contrast, a visit to the 
emergency department for a minor illness or accident 
visit would be between $276 and $392, not including 
diagnostic tests. In other words, the care provided at 
the UCC could be more efficiently provided else-
where. The evidence that health care costs should be 
addressed urgently is that Bermudians have long 
found it difficult to afford rising health care premiums. 
In part, this decision to close the UCC will have a 
positive impact with respect to premium increases that 
will affect all Bermudians.  
 Mr. Speaker, two other important questions 
remain unanswered: What will happen to the UCC 
building and facility that received substantial invest-
ments to be developed? And two, what will happen to 
the residents in the east end in the event of an emer-
gency situation such as a natural disaster or incident 
at the airport? 

First, both the BHB and the Ministry recognise 
that, while BHB cannot run a viable service from this 
facility with the current business model, another pro-
vider may be able to operate from the site at a lower 
cost. For example, primary care providers are not as 
expensive as emergency department personnel. For 
this reason I have been personally working with the 
BHB to review alternative uses for the facility. 

In fact, while the Opposition was making po-
litical hay out of the dire situation, I was discussing the 
possibilities for this facility— 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, Honourable Member. 
Just a minute, please. 
 Carry on. Thanks. 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, while the Opposition was 
making political hay out of the dire situation that has 
been created, I was discussing the possibilities for this 
facility with individuals who I hope will be able to pro-
vide an adequate service. Time will tell if the overtures 
yield success, and I will make these reports to the 
House. 

Second, the safety and access to health care 
of east end residents in the event of a hurricane or 
other disaster is of great concern to us all. We are 
especially concerned about the provision of care when 
the Causeway goes down. Clearly, there is no medical 
alternative on the east side of the Causeway at those 
times. These are issues of national importance and 
need to be addressed accordingly. 

Government has a National Security Disaster 
Committee to look at these issues. The committee is 
considering how we respond to disasters and will con-
sider how this changes if the UCC facility is not avail-
able. These issues need to be discussed at the na-
tional level in partnership with all emergency and first-
response personnel, and this work is also underway.  
 Mr. Speaker, I am sure that you will agree that 
it is painful to have to acknowledge that over $5 mil-
lion was spent in the construction, a further $2.5 mil-
lion on outfitting the facility— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, before you say it, 
I am going to help you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Before you say it. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right? Before you get to the next 
sentence, after “facility,” you need to leave those next 
one, two, three, four, five, six words out. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, I realised 
that, and I was going to change it. Yes, yes. I got it. I 
got it. I have got it. I have got you, Mr. Speaker, and I 
already had that done. 

Mr. Speaker, if we can make lemonade out of 
the lemons with a concept that could work, with or 
without BHB involvement, this Government, with the 
support of the Bermuda people, is willing to try. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I want to assure the 
public that the Government will continue to evaluate 
any recommendation put forward by the BHB and its 
executive team to ensure that the health needs of our 
entire community are well served on an equitable and 
sustainable basis.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 

 I believe you have another Statement? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do, Mr. Speaker. 
And this Statement is with respect to an update on the 
new acute care wing at KEMH. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 

KEMH NEW ACUTE CARE WING UPDATE  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to provide this Honourable House with the latest up-
date on the new BHB acute care wing construction 
project. This is Bermuda’s first-ever public/private 
partnership, and it is a design, build, finance and 
maintain contract. This means that the private partner, 
Paget Health Services (who will hereinafter be re-
ferred to as “PHS”) pays all the money up front to de-
sign and build the new facility, and when payments 
start, once it is completed, they undertake mainte-
nance of the building for 30 years. 

In addition to routine minor maintenance, PHS 
is also responsible for life cycle maintenance of the 
main infrastructures of the building, such as the roof, 
and maintenance of the heating, air conditioning, elec-
trical and plumbing in the 30-year agreement.  

The benefit of this model is cost certainty. 
BHB can know what it needs to pay for the new facili-
ties and when, allowing it to budget with certainty. Fur-
thermore, and very importantly, should there be de-
lays of any kind related to the construction or addi-
tional costs arising from the agreed design, the cost of 
these overruns are entirely borne by PHS, not BHB. 
PHS, as the private partner, carries the entire risk of 
any delay in construction and must pay for such de-
lays out of its own pocket.  

The pressure to maintain a quality facility also 
falls on PHS through the maintenance part of the con-
tract. Quite simply, they have to deal with and pay for 
any poorly performing maintenance systems so they 
are incentivised to build to agreed levels of quality and 
to keep the quality there. In 30 years' time, Bermuda 
will still have an amazing facility. It will not suffer from 
a lack of maintenance or investment, as has so often 
been the case. 

Although BHB does not pay a dollar until the 
building is complete, the payments, once they start, 
are significant. In the first year, the monthly payments 
to PHS are about $2.5 million. That is monthly. On top 
of this, the BHB will have to fund the general running 
costs of the facility, including staffing, cleaning, et cet-
era, and these expenses will also be substantial.  

Thereafter, 70 per cent of the payments to 
PHS will remain stable, enabling BHB to have some 
certainty over its future costs. The other 30 per cent 
relates to variables such as inflation and insurance. 
PHS will incur potential penalties should the building 
not perform to the standard expected by the BHB. 
This means there is significant pressure on BHB to 
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manage the contract well, to ensure it is adhered to 
and that BHB is putting the necessary management 
arrangements in place. BHB has committed to an-
nouncing each year’s agreed payments as part of its 
annual financial reporting.  
 Mr. Speaker, construction of the new acute 
care wing is progressing well. BHB has been complet-
ing a great deal of necessary preparatory work to en-
sure that it is ready to move its acute care clinical ser-
vices into the new facility next year. Last week (start-
ing Monday, 4th of November), PHS achieved a new 
daily high of 532 operatives and staff on site, with the 
weekly average of over 500 operatives. More recently, 
14 local joiners have joined the site team to progress 
works such as doors, millwork, wall protection, et cet-
era. 

The proportion of Bermudian and spouses of 
Bermudians employed on site has been maintained at 
over 60 per cent throughout the project. Health and 
safety remains a constant focus. A total of 1,750 indi-
viduals have attended the combined Health and 
Safety and Infection Prevention and Control Induc-
tions. Three-hundred and fifty annual re-inductions 
have also been given. As the project approaches the 
1.5 million man-hours worked threshold, there have 
been no significant major accidents reported on site. 

For all of us who have been looking at the 
progression of the project, it is amazing to see that the 
hospital is being slowly revealed. The main structure 
of the building is complete, as are the link and main 
entrance structures. The focus is now on connecting 
the new acute care wing and the existing KEMH facil-
ity so they can function as one seamless hospital. 
Enabling works on all levels are ongoing. 

The link and main entrance structures are 
complete, and the steelworks that will form a bridge to 
the third and fourth floors of KEMH are being manu-
factured. It is expected that the breakthroughs into the 
current hospital at all floor levels will take place in De-
cember and January. Anyone passing the new acute 
care wing on Point Finger Road will have seen that 
the scaffold has been removed from over half of the 
building. 

The roof finishes are progressing on all levels, 
solar panels have been installed and the atrium win-
dows are being fitted. Retaining walls and footpaths 
are progressing along Point Finger Road, connecting 
the new acute care wing with the main car park. The 
underground sewage treatment plant structure is 
complete, and landscaping has commenced in front of 
the Continuing Care Unit.  

Inside the building, the flooring is 70 per cent 
complete and door installation is underway. The lead 
lining of the diagnostic imaging X-ray rooms has 
started, and radio frequency shielding for MRI will 
start next week. The emergency generators and oxy-
gen plant have arrived on Island and are now ready 
for installation, and the main distribution cabling is well 
advanced towards power-on in December. 

The commissioning of various aspects of the 
building has been ongoing, and major systems com-
missioning will begin in January 2014. In the coming 
weeks, BHB and PHS will be talking in more detail 
about the schedule for transferring services from the 
existing facility to the new acute care wing. The acute 
care services transferring to the new facility include 
emergency, diagnostic imaging (namely, the X-ray, 
ultrasound, MRI and CT scanning equipment), day 
surgery, dialysis, oncology and 90 acute care beds. 

There is an immense amount of work being 
carried out at the moment preparing for the move, 
from new processes to new ways of working that in-
clude managing patients in single en-suite rooms to 
cutting-edge audio/visual technology in the new oper-
ating rooms, from working out how to get tests from 
the new facility to the lab in the old facility, to planning 
out the extended routes for dietary, housekeeping and 
laundry, who now have two buildings to support. 

Services remaining in the existing KEMH 
building will include maternity, the Gosling Children’s 
Ward, intensive care, the Cardiac Diagnostic Unit, 
outpatient physiotherapy, occupational therapy and 
speech pathology, as well as the laboratory—
including the facility for blood tests and the Blood Do-
nor Centre, and some low-acuity beds for patients 
who are no longer acutely ill. Additionally, all adminis-
trative offices will stay in the existing building, as will 
the pharmacy, laundry, cafeteria and kitchens. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will know that the Bermuda 
Hospitals Charitable Trust (BHCT) undertook to raise 
funds to make the first balloon payment to PHS in the 
amount of $40 million as of April 2014. I have been 
informed that there is expected to be a delay in the 
move date, and that the BHB will be making a more 
detailed announcement in the coming weeks. How-
ever, it is important to note that this slight delay has 
no cost implication for BHB. In fact, as BHB does not 
start to pay until the facility is completed to specifica-
tion, the overall cost of the contract goes down every 
month until the facility is ready. This is a major benefit 
of the public/private partnership model selected. What 
this slight delay does achieve, Mr. Speaker, is to allow 
a little more time for donations and pledges to be 
given to the BHCT as they march towards the goal 
that they committed to achieve. 

I am assured that the transition will take place 
next year, and I look forward to the update from the 
project team in the near future so that we know when 
we can look forward to the final move. New hospital 
buildings are perhaps the most complex of all con-
structions. The fact that the delay is small shows how 
well the project has run so far and is a testimony to 
the sheer hard work of everyone at BHB and PHS. A 
lot has been achieved. I congratulate BHB and Paget 
Health Services on their progress to date, and will 
continue to inform this Honourable House and Mem-
bers when there is more to report.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 And I believe you have one more. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: One final State-
ment. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Carry on. 
 

CHRONIC DISEASE RISK FACTOR SURVEY—
STEPS TO A WELL BERMUDA 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this morning to provide the Members of this Honour-
able House and the public with an update on the excit-
ing undertaking within the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors.  

The Ministry is very excited to announce that 
the chronic disease risk factor survey, STEPS to a 
Well Bermuda, is underway. As of November 6th, the 
intensive training for nearly 60 interviewers for the 
STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey concluded and the 
to announce that the chronic disease risk factor sur-
vey, STEPS to a Well Bermuda, is underway. As of 
November 6th, the intensive training for nearly 60 in-
terviewers for the STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey 
concluded and the interviewers are now in the field 
conducting the survey.  
 Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members, you 
will recall that the STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey is 
a standardised tool created by the World Health Or-
ganization (WHO) and used worldwide in over 100 
countries to determine the prevalence of chronic dis-
ease risk factors in the population. STEPS is actually 
the abbreviation for Stepwise approach to chronic risk 
factor surveillance. The STEPS survey is so important 
because, as the WHO points out, the risk factors of 
today are the diseases of tomorrow. Therefore, it be-
hoves us all to accurately assess the prevalence of 
important chronic disease risk factors in the Bermuda 
population. 

The STEPS tool will identify the prevalence of 
risk factors such as elevated blood glucose levels, 
raised blood pressure, overweight and obesity, to-
bacco and alcohol use and sedentary lifestyles. Mr. 
Speaker, as you know, these are important risk fac-
tors for developing diabetes, hypertension and heart 
disease, among other chronic diseases. This informa-
tion will allow us to estimate the burden of chronic 
disease on our society in the years ahead and, most 
importantly, to plan population-based interventions to 
mitigate the harmful impact of these diseases.  
 Mr. Speaker, self-reported surveys conducted 
in the past estimated the prevalence of diabetes in 
Bermuda to be the highest of all 30 OECD [Organisa-
tion for Economic Co-operation and Development] 
countries. In the 2011 publication, Health in Review, 
Bermuda was noted to have a diabetes prevalence of 
more than twice the OECD average. Yet, as concern-
ing as this fact is, we may find out that many more 

than the reported 13 per cent of adults actually have 
diabetes or are at risk for developing it. 

We need this information to prepare the 
health system. The STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey 
will actually take physical and biochemical measure-
ments of the surveyed population so that we have an 
accurate reflection of the prevalence of this expensive 
and disabling disease. With this information, we can 
plan targeted interventions for those at greatest risk. 

Just as important as disease prevalence is 
Bermuda’s rate of complications from these chronic 
diseases. Complications of diabetes such as chronic 
kidney disease, amputations and blindness are a tre-
mendous burden on the individual and on the society. 
In the area of chronic disease complications, our Is-
land also fares poorly, particularly given the annual 
expenditure on health care in these areas.  
 Mr. Speaker, you will recall that Bermuda’s 
rate of kidney failure requiring dialysis or transplanta-
tion has steadily increased in the past decade and is 
among the highest of the OECD countries, exceeded 
only by Japan and the USA. Likewise, the Island’s 
diabetes lower extremity amputations rated the high-
est among OECD countries. 

Mr. Speaker, the case for why we need infor-
mation on chronic disease risk factors is clear. So al-
low me to share just a few more details about the 
STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey so that Members of 
this Honourable House and the public can share in the 
excitement of this historic undertaking.  

The STEPS survey tool we are using in Ber-
muda is the Pan American Health Organization 
[PAHO] version. It has been appropriately tailored to 
this region of the world and was further refined for 
Bermuda by the team in the Epidemiology and Sur-
veillance Unit of the Department of Health, in collabo-
ration with the experts at the Caribbean Public Health 
Agency (known as CARPHA). 

One of the more exciting features of this un-
dertaking is the broad collaboration with local health 
partners. The Department of Health is being joined by 
the Bermuda Hospitals Board’s Chronic Disease 
Management Centre, the Bermuda Diabetes Associa-
tion, Bermuda Heart Foundation and CORE, and 
Bermuda Cancer and Health. Argus Insurance Com-
pany has been an industry leader in supporting the 
STEPS process by providing their spacious accom-
modations for the series of trainings that were re-
quired. And other insurers have confirmed their sup-
port for the survey project.  
 Mr. Speaker, in addition to the local collabora-
tors, the Ministry of Health and Seniors has been as-
sured of the ongoing support of PAHO, CARPHA and 
the University of the West Indies, Barbados. STEPS 
to a Well Bermuda is a great example of public health 
partners collaborating to identify and solve health 
problems. In the first week of October, two CARPHA 
consultants visited Bermuda to train the STEPS team. 
Over 90 volunteers were trained, including STEPS 
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interviewers and 30 health care professionals, who 
will volunteer to conduct the biochemical measure-
ments for STEP 3 on over 2,600 Bermuda residents. 

The STEPS protocol is simple, consisting of 
three STEPS. STEPS 1 and 2 are performed in the 
homes of the participants and consist of a detailed 
interview on lifestyle and health matters, as well as 
physical measurements: blood pressure, weight, 
height, waist circumference and calculation of body 
mass index (BMI). These two STEPS are followed at 
a later date by STEP 3, which takes place in a clinical 
setting and involves a simple fasting finger-stick blood 
test for glucose (blood sugar) and cholesterol. 

Bermuda has been fortunate to be able to ex-
pand the survey to include a STEP 4a, which is an 
oral health assessment, and STEP 4b, an objective 
measurement of physical activity in the randomly se-
lected participants. Two thousand six hundred fifty-six 
households were randomly selected with the assis-
tance of the Department of Statistics, another one of 
our collaborators in the study. We thank them and the 
Department of Land Surveys and Registration for pro-
viding the mapping of the Island to be used by the 
interviewers in going from house to house.  

All Bermuda residents of age 18 and above 
were eligible to be selected. All selected households 
will be asked to partake in STEPS 1 to 3, but a much 
smaller sub-sample of households will be selected for 
the expanded STEPS 4a and 4b.  
 Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors is very hopeful that the selected households will 
welcome the STEPS interviewers and will provide 
them with accurate information. Complete and accu-
rate information will not only benefit the Island, but will 
directly benefit the individual participants. The STEPS 
survey essentially offers a free health screening for 
participants, and these results will be provided to each 
individual to share with their personal health care pro-
vider. 

The volunteers for the pilot testing held at St. 
Paul’s AME Church and Devonshire Seventh Day Ad-
ventist Church on November 2nd and 3rd, respectively, 
confirmed that the survey is a positive experience. We 
thank the churches and their congregations for their 
support. Given the benefits of the STEPS survey to 
each participant and to the body of health information 
in Bermuda, we are very excited to witness this proc-
ess, and I am confident that all Members of this Hon-
ourable House will join me in wishing STEPS to a Well 
Bermuda success as it unfolds in the community.  
 Mr. Speaker, in fact, I would take it a step fur-
ther and suggest that each of us should have our fin-
gers crossed that our household is selected to partici-
pate in the STEPS to a Well Bermuda survey. It would 
be a big step in the right direction for our health.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 

 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Tourism, the Honourable Shawn Crock-
well, the Honourable and Learned Member. You have 
the floor. 
 

PGA GRAND SLAM OF GOLF 2013 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, Bermuda 
recently had the opportunity to shine brightly on the 
international stage when, over the course of three fan-
tastic days, our Island once again played host to the 
PGA Grand Slam of Golf. Now in its seventh year on 
our Island, I am happy to report that the tournament 
keeps getting better and better as both a revenue 
generator for our economy and a source of invaluable 
media exposure.  

The tournament got off to a rousing start with 
a Pro-Am match on October 14th, followed by two na-
tionally televised championship rounds on the 15th and 
16th, which served to put Bermuda front and centre in 
the eyes of the world as a premiere destination for 
golfers and travellers alike. Throughout the years that 
Bermuda has hosted this classic exhibition, we have 
been pleased to see significantly increased visibility 
and business for our Island. I was particularly pleased 
with the positive impact on our hotel partners, with the 
tournament generating more than 1,000 room-nights. 
And, despite inclement weather on one of the days, it 
could not dampen the spirits of the more than 6,000 
people who attended the tournament.  
 Mr. Speaker, it has been estimated that Ber-
muda receives in excess of $1 million in on-Island 
benefits of goods and services as a direct result of the 
Grand Slam, which virtually matches the current 
sponsorship fee of $1.5 million. This figure is even 
more impressive when one considers that it does not 
take into account the tremendous media value of the 
TNT broadcast, which reached more than 4 million 
homes, as well as additional related coverage before, 
during and after the event. 
 
The Speaker: Members, I cannot hear. This is a very 
good Statement, and I cannot hear it. I cannot hear it. 
Come on, Members! It is early in the morning. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Over the course of the two-day broadcast, 
viewers got to see stunning images of our Island and 
our unparalleled natural surroundings. Those who 
tuned in especially got to see the magnificence of the 
Port Royal Golf Course itself, which, according to 
David Charles, the PGA’s senior director, was in “the 
best shape it has ever been.”  

Mr. Speaker, praise for the course and for 
Bermuda itself also flowed from the players who par-
ticipated in the tournament, including the winner, Mr. 
Adam Scott, who shot a course-record 64 and is now 
a lifetime honorary member of Port Royal. Adam, 
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along with his fellow competitors Jason Dufner, 
Padraig Harrington and Justin Rose, was effusive in 
his praise for the course and his Island experience, 
noting Port Royal’s many picturesque holes and the 
wonderful, relaxing atmosphere of our Island.  

The Island also drew the praise of celebrities 
in attendance, including popular Golf Channel hosts 
Gary Williams and the lovely and talented Win 
McMurry. I have no doubt that these endorsements 
and images will only help to further build our reputa-
tion as a world-class destination.  
 Mr. Speaker, in addition to the broadcast, the 
event attracted the attention of the international me-
dia, who covered the progression of qualifiers leading 
up to the tournament, as well providing daily news 
updates during the competition and recaps upon its 
exciting completion. Both Premier Cannonier and I 
had the opportunity to participate in numerous media 
opportunities that allowed us to sell the destination 
and let potential visitors know why Bermuda is such a 
special place. 

Mr. Speaker, we have already seen an in-
credible amount of positive media coverage surround-
ing the tournament—not only for the competition, but, 
more importantly, for the destination. In addition to 
media covering the tournament itself, we hosted addi-
tional golf travel writers from several targeted outlets, 
among them Golf Magazine, Canadian Golf Traveller, 
amateurgolf.com and CyberGolf. While here, they got 
to sample other courses across the Island, as well as 
our culture and attractions. This helps paint a picture 
of Bermuda as a convenient and ideal golfer’s get-
away that offers so much more. 

I am happy to report that we have received 
nothing but positive endorsements in resulting cover-
age thus far, with Golf Magazine calling our Island one 
of “the game’s biggest playgrounds” and observing 
that Bermuda “spoils major winners and their families 
with enough blue water, pink sand and square foot-
age” to keep the PGA coming back for more. Ama-
teurgolf.com noted that golf in Bermuda “is in fact, 
heavenly,” a notion seconded by Canadian Golf Trav-
eller, who noted that, with golf holes like Port Royal’s 
16th, “heaven can wait.” 

Meanwhile, CyberGolf stated that “One can’t 
help falling in love with Bermuda.” Outlets also cov-
ered interesting aspects of the destination, such as 
John Lennon’s famous connection, and attractions 
such as the Botanical Gardens, Masterworks Museum 
of Bermuda Art and Gibbs Hill Lighthouse, just to 
name a few. This is just a sampling, and I believe that 
this kind of praise is vital to our success. All told, the 
media value from the event from worldwide television 
and press exposure for Bermuda is expected to be 
more than US $20 million. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to express my sin-
cere thanks to the outstanding team of people who 
helped make this event possible. While too numerous 
to name them all, I would like to highlight a few for you 

today. They include, from the PGA, President Ted 
Bishop, CEO Peter Bevequa, the aforementioned 
Grand Slam Tournament Director David Charles and 
his deputy Bob Jeffries. Here in Bermuda, PGA Grand 
Slam of Golf General Chairman Andy Burrows; for 
Port Royal, Clement E. F. Talbot, MBE, JP, Chairman 
of the Board of Trustees of the Government Golf 
Courses; and George Terpilowski, of Fairmont South-
ampton Resort, which served so well once again as 
host hotel. 

I would also like to thank the team at the Ber-
muda Department of Tourism and everyone through-
out the Island who worked so diligently to create a 
wonderful atmosphere for the players and visitors 
alike. Events such as the PGA Grand Slam of Golf 
highlight what I know to be our Island’s greatest as-
set—the wonderful Bermudian people. From our taxi 
drivers to our police officers, our restaurant staffers to 
our shop owners, and everyday citizens from all walks 
of life who interacted with our guests, they collectively 
make the difference here and ultimately will be re-
sponsible for the success of our efforts to revitalise 
our tourism industry. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I am looking forward 
to our hosting this event again through 2015 and, 
hopefully, beyond. We appreciate the PGA’s confi-
dence shown in our Island through its commitment to 
staging the tournament here. They have been an out-
standing partner, and we hope to continue to build 
upon this mutually beneficial relationship.  

I can promise that we will, in turn, continue to 
do our best to host an event that can stand with any 
tournament in the world. We are proud to showcase 
this magnificent jewel that is our Island, and we will 
continue to work diligently to leverage the success of 
this event and seek others that will help us to grow 
and prosper.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of Finance, Minister E. T. Richards. You have 
the floor. 
 

SAGE COMMISSION REPORT 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in accordance with section 14(7) 
of the SAGE Commission Act 2013, I am pleased to 
table the SAGE Commission Final Report. 
 Honourable Members are aware that the 
Spending and Government Efficiency Commission 
(that is, the SAGE Commission) was established via 
section 3 of the SAGE Commission Act 2013. As you 
may recall, the Commission’s primary objective was to 
advise Government on the most efficient and cost-
effective Government organisational structure in order 
to improve delivery of services, introduce cost-saving 
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measures and greater transparency and accountabil-
ity. 
 The Commission was charged with conduct-
ing its work and delivering their recommendations to 
the Minister of Finance within a six-month period. 
 Mr. Speaker, Members are aware that the 
SAGE Commission has completed their report, which 
was submitted to the acting Minister of Finance on 
October 31st, 2013. Mr. Speaker, the SAGE Commis-
sion Final Report follows an interim one that was 
submitted to me on July 23rd. Both documents are the 
product of thousands of hours of review, analysis and 
discussion. Much of this time was on a volunteer ba-
sis, for which I am very grateful. 
 The process has been both collaborative and 
productive, and a broad, diverse cross section of the 
community has been involved in this important initia-
tive. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to formally congratu-
late and thank the Chairman, Mr. Brian Duperreault, 
and the rest of the SAGE Commission, indeed all 
committee chairs, committee members and contribu-
tors, for the excellent quality of this report, a report 
which stands as a testament to what our invisible re-
source—that is, intellectual capital—can accomplish 
when it is generally accepted that something has to be 
done. 
 Also, the Commission is to be commended on 
the open and transparent manner in which it went 
about its business. The keen interest that the public 
has taken in this process speaks to the level of con-
cern among Bermudians about how their Government 
is run. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government will now con-
duct a full review of the SAGE Commission Final Re-
port, with the intent of implementing those recommen-
dations which will make Government more efficient 
and cost effective, with the ultimate aim to reduce 
overall government expenditure. 
 It should also be noted that I plan to make a 
take-note motion of the SAGE Commission Report to 
allow for a full debate of the report in this Honourable 
House.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much, Hon-
ourable Member.  

That concludes our Statements. 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: There are no reports of committees. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
[11:20 am] 

 
The Speaker: We will now move into the Question 
Period. 

 First we have Parliamentary Questions from 
the Shadow Minister of Public Works, the Honourable 
Derrick Burgess, to the Minister for Public Works, Min-
ister Trevor Moniz. I will at this time ask if maybe Mr. 
Burgess, can ask his first question, and then the Hon-
ourable Minister will respond orally. 
 
QUESTION NO. 1—HERITAGE WHARF PROJECT 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, would the Honourable Minister, 
Mr. Moniz, please provide this Honourable House with 
the stamp duty paid to Government for all equipment 
brought into Bermuda for the Heritage Wharf upgrade 
job as at August the 1st, 2013? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Five-thousand three-hundred and fifty-seven 
dollars and sixty-one cents ($5,357.61) is the duty that 
has been paid on equipment only for the project 
(items like computers, printers, et cetera). Duty on 
materials was not requested.  

Also, the contractor, Mr. Charles Crisson, and 
his company imported equipment. But he would have 
paid duty with respect to that, not the Government. So 
we would not have knowledge of that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Do you want to ask a second question? 
 
QUESTION NO. 2—HERITAGE WHARF PROJECT 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the Honourable Minister please provide 
this Honourable House with the cost to transport all of 
the equipment for the Heritage Wharf upgrades into 
and back out of Bermuda as at August 1st, 2013? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, [Shadow] Minister. 
 Honourable Minister, please? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, that figure is 
$480,354. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 [Shadow] Minister Burgess? 
 
QUESTION NO. 3—HERITAGE WHARF PROJECT 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The third question: Would the Honourable 
Minister please provide this Honourable House with 
the total cost to rent the equipment from overseas 
used at the Heritage Wharf upgrade job as at August 
1st, 2013? 
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The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, that figure is 
$2,254,336. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much, Hon-
ourable Minister. Thank you, Minister and Shadow 
Minister Burgess. 
 We move to the first Ministerial Statement, 
which was concerned with the MRSA outbreak. I will 
recognise MP Zane De Silva.  

You have the floor. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—MRSA OUTBREAK AND 
RESOLUTION 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Honour-
able Minister, Does the Minister not agree, with this 
update today, some four or five weeks later after the 
discovery of MRSA, that she should have been out in 
the forefront four weeks ago informing the public of 
this outbreak? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
procedures at the Health Department are very clear. I 
actually thought it was more important to go directly to 
the owner of the established facility to allow them to 
take the forefront. 

The Health Department has taken an ap-
proach of no name-and-shame. And while I may not 
have agreed with that approach, I respected that ap-
proach. And I further respect the supremacy of Par-
liament in order to come and make this particular 
Statement to Parliament. 
 I did make comments in the public domain 
respecting the fact that this outbreak was there. And 
this is the official report as I have received it back from 
the Health Department.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. Thank you, 
Honourable Minister. 
 Yes, you have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I do, Mr. Speaker, on that ques-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Could the Minister please clarify, 
as she just said she does not agree with the policy of 
her own Health Department in no naming-and-
shaming? 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: What I said is that 
I would have perhaps done things a little differently. 
And the answer is, yes, I did not agree at the time that 
the established policy was the most efficacious way of 
communicating information. 
 If I may just elaborate a little, Mr. Speaker, the 
procedure at the Ministry was that the Office of the 
Chief Medical Officer would actually go out front, deal 
with the policy, make the communications, make the 
investigations, and this is the established policy of the 
Department. 
 I would have liked to have gotten out there 
initially and identified the facility. I would have liked to 
have done that. I had tremendous pushback, which I 
had to respect. The procedures that are implemented 
by the Ministry had to take account of how they could 
best manage without creating panic. And that is what 
we chose to do. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 You have a supplementary on that, Honour-
able Member? 

 
SUPPLEMENTARIES 

 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. I would like to ask the 
Minister, Does she believe that protecting the vested 
stakeholders of a service provider is more important 
than protecting public health? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I absolutely do not 
agree. And that is one of the reasons I had difficulty 
with the established policy. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And let me say— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, you will have 
your chance to ask a question. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I agree, Mr. 
Speaker. And my first instruction was that public 
health is far more important than private vested inter-
ests. And for that reason I did not agree with the exist-
ing policy. However, I respected the existing policy 
and allowed the Health Department to peel the layers 
of the onion in order for them to have an effective in-
vestigation. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. I thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: They believed that 
an effective investigation was based on the approach 
that they took, and I had to respect it. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
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 You have a supplementary? You have one 
more. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney:  Yes. 
 With respect to the response just given by the 
Minister, how do you, as the Minister, allow the threat 
of public health, having the executive position to en-
sure the safety of the public, lean into no-man’s-land 
and not make a definitive decision to go public to at 
least alert the public so that it could prevent a public 
health disaster? 
 
The Speaker: Minister. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The public was 
alerted, Mr. Speaker. And the difference— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, if you keep mak-
ing noise, you are not going to be able to ask ques-
tions!  

We have a procedure where you can stand up 
and ask the question. And then the Minister will . . . 
and if you do not agree with it, then you can stand up 
and ask the supplementary. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the procedure that was articu-
lated to me by the Health Department was that in or-
der for them to perform an effective investigation they 
needed to do things in a certain way. They are the 
professionals in dealing with this. I had to respect 
what they deemed to be the most appropriate way of 
dealing with this matter. And I respected it.  

And if history has proven me incorrect, I will 
take full responsibility, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 I recognise now the Leader of the Opposition, 
Honourable Marc Bean. You have a question? 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—MRSA OUTBREAK AND 
RESOLUTION 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Good morning. I am not sure if it is a supplementary 
or you can accept it as another question. 
 
The Speaker: You did say you had a question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, I did have a question. 
 Can the Honourable Minister confirm that a 
Member of this Honourable House (and I will just 
leave it at that, to respect their privacy)— 
 
The Speaker: You should not be naming, yes. 
 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, I will not name—
contracted this disease at that spot? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I do 
not have, nor would I release, the names of all of 
those people who would be on that list. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I did not ask for names. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I would imag-
ine that if that information has been gleaned, it would 
have been within the information gained by the De-
partment, by the Office of the Chief Medical Officer. 
And I just do not believe it is appropriate to disclose 
that information. 
 
The Speaker: Fine. 
 Yes, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, I did not ask, 
and I actually took liberty to explain that I would pro-
tect Members’ privacy in this Honourable House.  

It is a simple question: Was the Minister 
aware that one of our colleagues, our colleagues, con-
tracted the disease from that institution? Yes or no? 
 
The Speaker: Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I can say yes, I 
was made aware. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have another question? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Supplemental, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: So, even in the midst, Mr. 
Speaker, of a Member of this Honourable Chamber 
contracting this disease, can the Honourable Minister 
give us justification for coming to this Honourable 
House and speaking on this matter almost two months 
after the fact? 
 
The Speaker: I think that . . . Yes, go ahead. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The House was 
not in session, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, right. I do understand that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: This was the first 
opportunity that I had. The House resumed last week, 
Friday. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please sit down. 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I do respect, 
Mr. Speaker, the supremacy of this Parliament. So I 
was not going to go out in the public domain and 
make a statement that might have assuaged that 
Honourable Member’s question. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sorry, Mr. Speaker. I think the 
better question was, What is the justification for the 
Minister making a Statement inside or outside this 
House regarding this occurrence almost two months 
after the fact? 
 
The Speaker: One part is the fact that the House was 
not in. But the outside? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, and in addi-
tion, Mr. Speaker, it was important to allow the inves-
tigation to run its full course. In order to know exactly 
where we stood we needed to have the information 
that came from the hospital to the epidemiology de-
partment. We needed to have the reports compiled. 
We needed to ensure that the contacts were made by 
anybody who might have possibly been affected. 
 What was done was the appointment books 
for the individual person who was identified were 
taken from the period of the end of July all the way 
through August, September and October. All of those 
contacts were being made. And that information was 
being investigated on a very robust basis. I was being 
updated on a robust basis. 

And at the point at which I was confident that 
the situation had been arrested, I was able to then 
determine that there was no further threat of an epi-
demic to the community, and that was the decision 
that I took. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Hon-
ourable Member. 
 All right, those are the questions on that 
Statement. 
 You had another question, MP De Silva? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, yes, I did. 
 
The Speaker: On this Statement? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: That is right. You had one already. So, 
go ahead. 
 

QUESTION NO. 2—MRSA OUTBREAK AND 
RESOLUTION 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, in light of what happened with 
regard to this situation with MRSA and the supple-
mentary questions that were just asked, I ask the Min-
ister if in the future she would go against . . . or does 
she plan on changing her policy so that she will iden-
tify any business that has— 
 
An Hon. Member: The potential. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —the potential (thank you, 
Kenny), that has the potential of life-threatening cir-
cumstances to the people of this country? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I am 
absolutely reviewing the policy. One will remember (if 
I just may, Mr. Speaker) that there was an outbreak of 
food poisoning, and a similar kind of approach was 
taken. I thought that it was not the right thing to do. 
 However, with that said, it is important to re-
view the policies rather than to have knee-jerk reac-
tions to the situation. I am looking at that policy. I be-
lieve that public health has to take priority over any 
other interests. And it is necessary to have a policy 
that reflects that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Yes, MP De Silva. You have another ques-
tion? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Put your microphone on, Honourable 
Member. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—MRSA OUTBREAK AND 
RESOLUTION 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. The third question I 
have for the Minister, Mr. Speaker, she said it in her 
Statement, as well as in the press and again today, 
that she respects the courtesy of Parliament, indicat-
ing— 
 
The Speaker: The supremacy of Parliament. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —the supremacy of Parlia-
ment, indicating that she did not want to make any 
announcements to the public before coming to this 
House. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, I have to ask the Minister if 
she plans on changing her current approach to this 
type of situation. Is the Minister saying that in the 
summer, when we get out in July, if something hap-
pens in August, we do not return until November, she 
is not going to let the public know that there is a pos-
sible life-threatening disease that could affect anyone 
on the Island? 
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The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I am 
more than willing to ensure that with anything that is 
likely to threaten the health of the public I [will] man-
age it in a way that I deem to be appropriate. And if 
the Honourable Member, you know, can indulge me, 
he can certainly be assured that— 
 
The Speaker: And I think that also . . . I think, Hon-
ourable Member, your question really is like kind of a 
hypothetical question, which is . . . the situation has to 
happen before the Minister can actually respond. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Absolutely. I agree, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes.  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: But the question was, If it did 
happen, is she going to change her policy if it hap-
pened again? 
 
The Speaker: No, no. We should not be asking hypo-
thetical questions, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well . . . okay, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the MP 
David Burt. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, a quick supplemen-
tary. 
 
The Speaker: Is this a supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, it is just a quick supplemen-
tary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, can the Honourable 
Minister please indicate what date she found out 
about the MRSA outbreak? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would have to 
get that information. I would have it in my diary. But I 
do not have that information offhand. I would be 
happy to share it. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 That completes the questions on the Ministe-
rial Statement regarding the MSRA outbreak. We now 

move to the Statement on the Urgent Care Centre in 
St. David’s. 
 The Chair will recognise first the Whip of the 
Opposition, MP Lovitta Foggo. You have the floor. 

 
QUESTION NO. 1—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 

CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My first question to the Honourable Minister 
is, Why, in a public facility, would you not consult the 
public who requested such a facility on the first hand 
and who paid for it? Why would you not consult? Your 
report stated that you did not consult with the public in 
terms of closure. So I am asking, Why was that not 
done? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, any 
consultation or anything relating to this would have 
been the responsibility of the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board, not the Ministry. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Member, you have . . . Honour-
able Members, if we are really going to have a proper 
and considered and thoughtful walk through these 
matters it is really important that we do not respond 
like some of us are responding now; and, rather, that 
we think and ask clear questions. So if we can keep 
that in mind. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A 
supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: It is a supplementary? Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes. Minister, given that the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board is an appointed board un-
der your jurisdiction, is it not customary practice that 
they should be at least conferring with you about ma-
jor things such as a closure of a facility such as the 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. Mr. Speaker, 
the board made me aware on Thursday, if I can just 
sort of give you the timeline. On Thursday of two 
weeks ago, the board conferred with me to let me 
know that they had already discussed and had taken 
the decision based on the financial situation to close 
the clinic. They advised me on Thursday. 
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 I asked for a Cabinet paper so that I was able 
to take that to be able to discuss it with my Cabinet 
colleagues. That discussion was held on Tuesday, 
after receiving the paper on Monday night. Their an-
nouncement was made to the public on Wednesday. 
And the publicity therein started on Thursday. So, 
there was very little prior consultation. 

But one of the challenges that they had, Mr. 
Speaker, was, in looking at their financial situation . . . 
they have not been able to have audited financial 
statements since 2010/11. And I think the reality . . . 
you will know that there was an internal audit done, 
because the 2011/12 audit was not able to be com-
pleted. There was in internal audit done, at which time 
they were able to understand their financial chal-
lenges. And their decision was made primarily based 
on their financial shortfall. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Supplementary?  

Yes, I recognise MP De Silva with a supple-
mentary. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to ask the Minister, Does 
she not think— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Minister. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —the Honourable Member, 
does she not believe . . . She just said she received 
the call to say that the decision was made. Does she 
not believe that, as the Minister, she should have 
been consulted by her board prior to making that de-
cision? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would like the 
things to have been done differently. The board oper-
ates independently. The board operates independ-
ently. 
 I will be able to advise Members when the 
actual decision was taken by the Hospitals Board if 
Members are interesting in knowing the information. 
 
The Speaker: You have to answer quickly now. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. Well, the 
answer is that the board advised me, and I took the 
next step as quickly as I possibly could. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks. Thanks. Thanks. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: How— 
 

The Speaker: Honourable MP De Silva, your second 
supplementary? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
believe the Honourable Minister answered the ques-
tion correctly. It was a yes or no question. 
 
The Speaker: Well, the Minister answered the ques-
tion. You cannot . . . The answer is the answer. The 
answer is the answer. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, the answer was yes? 
 
The Speaker: The answer is the answer. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So she agreed with me that 
she should have been told? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, do you have a 
supplementary? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister said 
that she immediately asked for a paper to go to Cabi-
net. My question to the Honourable Minister is, Did 
Cabinet agree that the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Cen-
tre should be closed? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. With serious 
reservations. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary? I recognise the 
Honourable and Learned Member, MP Michael Scott. 
You have the floor. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Would the Honourable Minis-
ter of Health indicate whether courses were consid-
ered to make up the funding deficits that the Honour-
able Minister identified in her Statement? For exam-
ple, the loss of consultants’ salaries to be used to 
supplement the deficit identified in your Statement? 
Were other methods of funding the deficit for the run-
ning of the Urgent Care Centre considered by you? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes.  

Mr. Speaker, the answer is yes. There were 
other methods considered. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Okay, good. That is a good 
enough answer. 
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 Is this a supplementary? It is a question? 
Right. MP Leader of the Opposition, you ask your 
question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, we can come 
back to you. We will not forget you. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Okay. 
 
The Speaker: MP Leader of the Opposition. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you. Mr. Speaker. 

The Honourable Minister, in her Ministerial 
Statement, said, “To suggest that the [One Bermuda 
Alliance] government is using two of its Members who 
sit on the board to somehow make the decisions is 
just patently false.” 
 My question to the Honourable Minister is, 
Can she name these two Members of the OBA? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. We have the 
Honourable Member of the House, Jeanne Atherden, 
who sits on one of the finance subcommittees of the 
board. And we have Thad Hollis, who is the Chairman 
of the OBA, who sits on the Human Relations (HR) 
subcommittee. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: If Mr. Thad Hollis, the Chair-
man of the OBA, is considered one of these two 
Members, would the Honourable Minister also confirm 
that Madam Gibbons, Kathy Gibbons; former Member 
of Parliament, Louise Jackson, and Dr. Stephen West 
are also members of the One Bermuda Alliance who 
sit on this board? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Those members 
sit on the board. Mrs. Gibbons and Dr. West and Mrs. 
Jackson all sit on the board. But I can say I do not 
know what their political affiliations are. 
 
[Laughter]  
  
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Except Mrs. Jack-
son, I know. Mrs. Jackson, I know. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I could not tell 
you. They were not appointed because of political af-
filiation. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, I am listening to 
your answer. And if you have a supplementary on 
that, then you may ask. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: For the record, I have to . . . 
The response . . .  
 
The Speaker: You must be asking a question, Hon-
ourable Member. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, it is a supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: So, if Mr. Thad Hollis, Mr. 
Speaker, is considered to be a member of the One 
Bermuda Alliance Government—but as the chair of a 
party, not the Government (it is a difference, Mr. 
Speaker, as you know)—so, Madam Louise Jackson, 
former Member of this House, of the One Bermuda 
Alliance and the United Bermuda Party . . . is the 
Honourable Minister saying that the Honourable 
Member, former Member Jackson, and Mrs. Gibbons, 
who is the spouse of a sitting Cabinet Minister, she 
does not know their party or political affiliations? 

 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I said that I do 
know that Mrs. Jackson is a member of the OBA. I 
also said that I did not appoint people based on their 
political affiliations. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, no, no. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I appointed peo-
ple based . . . That is exactly what I said. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I appointed peo-
ple based on their capacity to do a job. That is all I 
said. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks. 
 I will now recognise MP Foggo. You have an-
other one? All right. 
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QUESTION NO. 2—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My second question is, the hospital itself used 
to send people to the Urgent Care Centre because of 
long waits, which you did speak to in your paper, and 
could not serve those people in a timely manner. 
Does this not indicate the need for such a facility? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The need for such 
a facility has not been disputed; it has been the cost of 
operating it— 
 
The Speaker: I think you need to . . . Honourable 
Member, just answer. Just say whether it is . . .  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I am trying to 
give information. 
 
The Speaker: You do not have to explain it all out. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. But I think it 
important to say, Mr. Speaker, that the cost proved to 
be too prohibitive to be able to continue to support it. 
 
The Speaker: That is it. That is it. Good. 
 Yes. You have your second question?  
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I have a supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: You have a supplementary on that? All 
right. Your first supplementary, Madam MP Foggo. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: So, based on the hours, when 
the Urgent Care Centre was opening from 8:00 am 
until  midnight, would you say that . . . could not an 
option have been to change the delivery of operations 
such that people who did go to that clinic could be 
tended to? 
 
The Speaker: Minister, you do not understand the 
question? 
 Can you ask the question in a different way? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Okay. Yes, I will. 
 Many people who went to the Urgent Care 
Centre during certain hours of the day were sent 
away. Had the delivery of service care been altered, 
could they not have been seen? And that is just . . .  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not under-
stand why they would have been sent away. I am not 
sure that I understand the basis of the question. But 

the change of delivery of service . . . I am struggling 
with the question. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Can I elaborate, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: You are not going to elaborate too 
much. You have already done a lot of elaboration. 
And so, if the question is not understood, then we 
move to the next question. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Fine. Fine. 
 Okay. With those people who do go to the 
Urgent Care Centre for service and who are turned 
away because the Urgent Care Centre says that they 
cannot provide that service during that certain time of 
day, are those numbers counted as the overall count 
of 14, or are they just dismissed because they are 
then forwarded to King Edward? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would have to 
get that response from the BHB; I do not know. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. 
 And you have one more question? Final ques-
tion. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Madam Minister, you made a 
statement, or there was a factual reporting in your 
Statement that the BHB said that in the first year it 
operated a deficit to the tune of 100-plus-thousand 
[dollars]. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes. What I would like to say is 
that the BHB likewise reported to the Royal Gazette 
that in the first year of operation, there was a surplus 
to the tune of approximately [$]100,000, just over 
[$]100,000. Could you please indicate which figure is 
correct? 
 
The Speaker: We certainly do not believe the Royal 
Gazette. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: BHB said that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: All right.  

Minister? 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
information that is provided here has been provided 
by BHB. And if that number is at variance I will cer-
tainly make an undertaking to find out and to report 
back to the Honourable House. 
 
The Speaker: We would appreciate that, yes. 
 So, Honourable Member, you and the Minister 
can sort that out later. 
 All right, I recognise the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. Your second question, yes. 
 

QUESTION NO. 2—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yes, 
sir. 
 Mr. Speaker, on page 6 of the Minister’s 
Statement it says, “In fact, while the Opposition was 
making political hay out of the dire situation that they 
created” (and I do not think she actually spoke that, 
although it was written), “I was discussing possibilities 
for this facility with individuals who I hope will be able 
to provide a service. Time will tell if the overtures yield 
success.” 
 Can the Honourable Minister stand today in 
this Honourable House and let the Honourable House 
know who these individuals are that the Honourable 
Minister was talking to? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes.  

It is premature. And I did undertake to bring 
that information to the Honourable House. I do not 
think it is fair to say that I was dealing with Joe Blow— 
 
The Speaker: Just . . . please. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not believe it 
is fair to say I was dealing with Joe Blow if Joe Blow 
then withdraws. 
 I have asked . . . between the Hospitals Board 
and myself I am looking to be able to have more op-
tions rather than one or two. So I am looking at many 
possibilities. And I will certainly be happy to report 
those to this Honourable House as they develop. 
 
The Speaker: At another . . . okay. Right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The fact that the Honourable 
Minister said that she was speaking about what 
amounts to privatisation of this facility with certain in-
dividuals that she does not want to reveal, is the Hon-
ourable Minister admitting that this process of appar-
ent privatisation of the Lamb Foggo Clinic is going to 
be done without tender? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. Absolutely 
not. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: There is nothing 
that I said that would even suggest that. No. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 I recognise now the Honourable Member from 
Southampton, MP De Silva. MP De Silva, you have 
your question. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on page 3 of the Minister’s 
Statement she outlined the significant sustained 
losses for the years 2009/10, 2010/11 and 2011/12 
unaudited. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My question to the Minister 
is, Does she believe that the $250,000 average loss 
per year, which is less than one-quarter of 1 per cent 
of the $104 million subsidy . . . does she believe that 
this is where the Bermuda Hospitals Board’s focus 
should be? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: As I mentioned in 
my Statement, Mr. Speaker, the Hospitals Board is 
looking at all aspects of their expenditure. And they 
will bring further recommendations as to where they 
believe cuts are appropriate for them. And as I indi-
cated, some may or may not be supported by the 
Government. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thanks. 
 Did you have a supplementary? MP Wilson, 
you have a supplementary? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, I do. 
 
The Speaker: So, I recognise the learned Member, 
MP Wilson. Yes. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Further to the supplemental, 
could the Honourable Minister indicate that that the 
$250,000 deficit was what was recorded?  

It has already been acknowledged that the is-
sue concerning the need of a facility is not in dispute. 
Could the Honourable Member indicate what meas-
ures the Bermuda Hospitals Board and/or the Cabinet 
Government have looked at locating other cost-cutting 
measures so that that $250,000 can be utilised for the 
purposes of ensuring that the east end residents have 
accessibility to health care? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes.  

I can say that the decision was taken by their 
board to close it based on financial constraints. The 
hospital has looked at cutting back other expenses, 
but they also have the additional requirement to fund 
the new build at $2.5 million per month. They have a 
crumbling infrastructure at MWI [Mid-Atlantic Wellness 
Institute]. And they have major challenges in the exist-
ing structure of the KEMH [King Edward Memorial 
Hospital], which also has to be funded. 
 So, while they are looking at cutting back on 
expenses, I do not believe there is enough (that they 
have been able to show to me) cutting that is available 
to be able to keep all the services at the extremities 
going. 

I think it is important that the new hospital is 
funded, that the new hospital is paid for, and that they 
are severely financially constrained. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. 

So if I heard the Honourable Minister cor-
rectly, are you indicating to this Honourable House 
and the people of Bermuda that there are not suffi-
cient cuts that can save $250,000 so as to ensure the 
safety and the health of the residents of the east end, 
in particular, so that they can be afforded proper 
health care within their area? 

 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me say that 
the people of the east end will all be able to have 
health care, both with their primary physicians as well 
as with the emergency department of the hospital, if 
such emergencies exist. 
 But what I will say, what I did not, obviously, 
make very clear to the Honourable Member, is that 
$250,000 on this one facility is just one aspect of the 
overall cost-cutting that the hospital needs to make in 

their overall structure in order to be able to afford the 
new build that they are obligated to do over the next 
30 years, based on the contract, in order to also bring 
the MWI facility to a position of proper repair, as well 
as the existing structure. 
 I will just give Honourable Members an indica-
tion that I have been told by them that $250 million will 
be required for the existing KEMH over the next five 
years to keep it up to scratch. So there is lots of cost-
cutting that needs to be done. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 

I recognise the Honourable MP Wayne Fur-
bert, from Hamilton West. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes.  

As to the accounts, the Minister will note that 
$250,000 is not necessarily cash, but the $250,000 
also includes depreciation. Can the Minister inform 
this House how much of that $250,000 was deprecia-
tion? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will have to get 
the breakdown of the actual numbers from the finan-
cial statements. But the Honourable Member will know 
that there have been no audited financial statements 
for the hospital since 2010/11. [Financial statements 
for] 2011/12 are outstanding. [Financial statements 
for] 2012/13 are outstanding. So that information is 
not available in an audited state, as we speak. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: You have a supplementary. Yes? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But the Honourable Minister 
would know that there are management reports that 
she, the Minister, can inform this House what is the 
depreciation costs for that particular facility. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will be happy to 
get that information to present to the House. I have 
the information that was given to me based on the 
decision-making. But I will bring that Honourable 
Member the information that he is asking for. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
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 I recognise now the Honourable Member De 
Silva, for your second question? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, my supplementary, my 
second supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary on that? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the Honourable Minister, Does she not believe 
that to take away the convenience and safety of 6,000 
residents per year . . . does she not believe that the 
safety and reassurance of the people of the east end, 
whom we talked with—many of them, last night, Mr. 
Speaker—does she not believe that [$]250,000, if you 
divide it by the amount of people there, it is $40 per 
person . . . does she not believe that this is a wrong 
decision to close the Urgent Care Centre based on 
that minute number, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I do 
not know how many ways to say that the Hospitals 
Board has a plethora of services that they have to 
provide. And while a specific number may appear to 
be minute, in the overall structure if the Urgent Care 
Centre is left open this week and next week they can-
not afford to pay the light bill, what do you say? 
 The decisions have to be made on an overall 
basis and not on a unit-by-unit basis. And I am work-
ing very assiduously with the board to understand 
where all the cuts need to come [from] and where all 
the money is coming from in order for them to run the 
hospital. They do not have the money to run the hos-
pital! 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The encum-
brances have been immeasurable that they have had 
to deal with. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks, thanks, Minister. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My final supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: I think you have had two supplementar-
ies already. You have got a question . . . if you have 
another question. 
 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My supplementaries were on 
MRSA, were they not, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: You have another question. You have 
a third question left. So if you have a question, you 
can ask the question now. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Something different, yes. 
 

QUESTION NO. 2—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Let us make it a question. 
Mr. Speaker.  

The Honourable Member just made a state-
ment with regard to cost, and the hospital is looking at 
all angles, and this is one of them. Does the Honour-
able Minister not believe that looking at the insurance 
company premiums, which she highlighted on page 2 
(the higher insurance premiums because of things like 
this), has she not looked at the big apple—insurance 
companies that are turning over millions and millions 
of dollars of profits per quarter? 
 Does she not believe that the insurance com-
panies should take precedence over this small cut? It 
is like you taking $10 out of your pocket and throwing 
it on the side, Mr. Speaker. That is how small it is 
compared to the $104 million budget. 
 
The Speaker: Ten dollars is a lot for me, Honourable 
Member. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would just ask 
the Honourable Member to explain his question. I am 
just at a slight bit of a loss. If he could just explain it. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, just if you could, in just a sen-
tence. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, I will do my best, Mr. 
Speaker. But I am like the Honourable Minister. I like 
to try and give as much detail. I will try to break it 
down, Mr. Speaker. 
 Does the Honourable Minister not believe that 
the Hospitals Board should be focused on insurance 
companies’ premiums that she said on page 2 are a 
large part of the deficit of this cost? 
 
The Speaker: You got it now, Minister? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Rather than the $250,000 at 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre? 
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The Speaker: Minister, just answer to— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The hospital does 
not pay insurance premiums to the insurance compa-
nies, so I am not sure what . . . You know, I think that 
the [Shadow] Minister is mixing apples and oranges in 
the question. So, it does not make sense. 
 
The Speaker: You just answered it. You are not clear 
on the question. 
 We will move to the next question. And you 
have one more question. That was your second ques-
tion, so you have one more question, MP De Silva. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Obviously the motion to adjourn is going to be a little 
active this evening because . . .  
 
An Hon. Member: Or tomorrow morning. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Or tomorrow morning; that is 
right. Yes. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Minister has said today several times—in fact, in her 
second to the last statement she used the words se-
verely financially stressed. Mr. Speaker, the Honour-
able Minister also said that in order to afford the new 
build the hospital has to look at all costs, and they 
have to look at curbing, cutting corners and what-
have-you. 
 My question to the Honourable Minister is, 
With her words, severely financially stressed hospital, 
why did she, upon taking office, take away $14 million 
of subsidy from the hospital, from the continued care 
unit? Why did she take that away? Why did the Hon-
ourable Minister— 
 
The Speaker: That is a question. You only can ask 
one question now. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, it is a two-part ques-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no. It is one question. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Okay, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you.  

Mr. Speaker, the 14 million that was taken 
away, as the former Minister indicated, was not just 
the fact that the hospital is severely financially con-
strained, but so is the Government. That was the con-

dition that was left behind. We could not give to the 
hospital money that did not exist. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary on that?  
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, that money 
does exist. It is a $104 million subsidy, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my supplementary is, then, Why 
did the Minister not give the hospital the legislatively 
approved final 1 per cent of the 5 per cent to help pay 
for the new wing of the hospital that she says is under 
stress? And that was another $6 million, $7 million, 
Mr. Speaker. So there is $20 million that she took 
away from the hospital within her first couple of 
months. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
reason that we did not include the extra 1 per cent, to 
which the former Minister alludes, is because we 
needed to have a look to ensure that efficiencies were 
being made at the hospital and that we were not going 
to create a situation where the public had to pay addi-
tional money on their premiums that would benefit the 
hospital, because there is the 1 per cent that goes to 
the new build. 
 We wanted to make sure that that money was 
not going to be charged to the public to ensure that 
the hospital got the money, if we were not convinced 
that the hospital was running efficiently. And that was 
the purpose behind not including the 1 per cent in the 
standard hospital premium. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 Second supplementary? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. My second and final 
supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Honourable Minister just mentioned again 
that they had to look at efficiencies so that the insur-
ance companies would not up the premiums of the 
people of this country. 
 I ask the question again, Is the Honourable 
Minister going to sit down with the insurance compa-
nies, who turn over millions of dollars of net profit per 
year, and ask them to contribute to the running of the 
hospital? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
1 per cent that the Honourable Member indicated was 
going to be charged to the people of Bermuda to in-
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crease their premiums in order to have this additional 
money set aside, funding as it were, set aside for the 
hospital . . . the additional 1 per cent was going to go 
for the benefit of the hospital. I was not going to— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. Just a minute, Minister. 
Just a minute. I want you to have a chance to answer. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please, if you will 
let down. You asked the question. All right? Thank 
you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: As I said, Mr. 
Speaker, the 1 per cent that was not included in the 
standard hospital premium was left out in the actuarial 
extrapolations for this current year because it was 
most important to understand that money that was 
going to be requested from the public to go to the 
hospital was going to be well spent. 
 It was futile, to me, to have the public paying 
extra money into the hospital when it was unsure that 
the efficiencies that were needed to run an effective 
institution were being undertaken. And I will always 
take that position, Mr. Speaker. I am not going to ask 
the public to waste their money. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. Thank you, 
Honourable Member. 
 Leader of the Opposition, this will be your 
third question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No. One was a supplemen-
tary. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, this is a supplementary on that? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, this is my second full 
question. The other question I asked was supplemen-
tary, Mr. Speaker. Sorry for the confusion. 
 
The Speaker: No. Carry on. We are not going to ar-
gue over that. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I would like for the Honour-
able Minister to explain to this Honourable House that, 
in the light of approximately 2,500 signatures of area 
residents in the east end, and 150 residents who vo-
ciferously and by consensus spoke last night to say 
that the Urgent Care Centre in the east end must stay 
open . . . did the Honourable Minister consult with the 
area MP’s, namely, MP Roberts-Holshouser, MP 
Davis-Outerbridge and MP Bascome, since they rep-

resent the residents in that area. Did she consult with 
them prior to this decision being made? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, I did not. The 
hospital made the decision, and I was told of it after 
the hospital had already made the decision. So con-
sultation before is no. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. Thank you, Min-
ister. You answered the question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: So, the Honourable Minister 
has acknowledged total disregard and disrespect not 
only for her MP’s— 
 
The Speaker: No speech! Question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Oh, sorry. 
 
The Speaker: Question. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, in light of this 
line of questioning to the Minister on the Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre, with the responses that have, 
quite frankly, surprised us, will the Honourable Minis-
ters tell us, in good conscience, based on this and the 
previous Statement, that she thinks that it is time for 
her to submit her resignation as the Minister of Health 
to the Honourable Premier? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, all I 
can say is that if the Honourable Premier— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Please! Just sit down. We will take our 
time. We will take our time, because I am not going to 
allow this.  

Honourable Member, you have a question. 
You asked the question, and you must listen to and 
give the Minister an opportunity to answer the ques-
tion. 
 So, yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, if the 
Honourable Premier believes that he needs to replace 
me in Cabinet, that is his prerogative so to do. I do not 
believe that the decisions that are required to be taken 
by the Hospitals Board and communicated to me as 
the Minister . . . that my resignation should be de-
pendent on that set of scenarios. 
 So, I do not agree with the Leader of the Op-
position. 
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The Speaker: Thank you. Absolutely. 
 Yes. I recognise now the MP from Hamilton 
West, MP Furbert. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, my first ques-
tion. Recognising that the Minister keeps on referring 
to the Bermuda Hospitals Board, is the Minister aware 
of her powers under the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
Act? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, I am. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 MP Furbert? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary. Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Recognising that she says 
she does recognise her power, is the Minister aware 
that she can overrule the board? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh. 
 
The Speaker: Minister? Minister, speak to me. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I recognise fully 
what my powers are under the Hospitals [Board] Act. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, MP, you have another supple-
mentary or a second question? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Another question. 
 
The Speaker: A second question. 
 

QUESTION NO. 2—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Minister says that the reality 
is that an average of 5,500 people use the facility, 
which resulted in higher insurance premiums and 
higher cost of health care. Does the Minister have any 
proof that that facility caused higher insurance premi-
ums and higher health care costs? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: As included in my 
Statement, you will notice that the cost per-patient-
visit at the UCC was $422, where similar costs of vis-
its were between $276 and $392. (This is on page 5 of 
my Statement.) So that indicates that the costs of the 
UCC were higher than the costs at— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 MP Furbert, you have a supplementary on 
that? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes. The Minister did not 
answer my question. I asked whether the Minister had 
any proof that the result of costs was higher insurance 
premium and health care costs. But I will move on. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But, Mr. Speaker, another 
question, the Minister had mentioned that— 
 
The Speaker: This will be your second question. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Second. 
 
The Speaker: Second major question. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, second. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Sorry, third question. No, no. This is his 
third question. This is the third question. I have it un-
der control here. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I am looking for 
the Statement . . . but let me just say, does the Minis-
ter really believe that the cost of . . . the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board made statements about the financial 
health that the people in the east should have known 
that the Lamb Foggo facility was on the chopping 
block by the Government. 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: If you could just 
repeat that question? 
 
The Speaker: MP Furbert? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I said, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Minister stated that the Bermuda Hospitals Board had 
mentioned about the . . . here is her Statement. This is 
what the Statement says: “The public were justifiably 
concerned about the short time-frame between the 
announcement and the expected closure of the UCC. 
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However,” (you know what however means) “in fair-
ness, the BHB has made statements about its finan-
cial health . . .”  

I am saying that because the BHB has made 
statements about the financial health, should the peo-
ple in the east have known that the facility was on the 
chopping block? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would think, yes. 
I mean, the thing is . . . I do not know what information 
the people of the east end were able to internalise. 
But, certainly, the information was put out there by the 
Hospitals Board in terms of their necessity to look at 
its entire financial health and to reshape its services. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary, yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I cannot be-
lieve that Minister believes that because they made 
statements about the financial health, the people in 
the east end— 
 
The Speaker: You are not to make a statement. If you 
have a question? A question. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So, because of this, the— 
 
The Speaker: Question, MP. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Should the Minister have 
taken a more proactive role in getting the information 
out there and talking to the people in the east and, 
particularly, the members who represent St. 
George’s? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The onus is on 
the Hospitals Board to ensure that their policies, pro-
cedures, decisions, services are disseminated to the 
general public. And I will continue to ensure that that 
responsibility lies with those people who are making 
those decisions. It is the Hospitals Board who runs 
that institution, and all of its ancillary services. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member, MP Burt. Yes. 
 

QUESTION NO. 1—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Hon-
ourable Minister of Health. 

 Minister, can you please confirm to this Hon-
ourable House whether or not you, as the Minister of 
Health, are responsible for health policy in Bermuda? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, I am. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Given that the Minister has said that she is 
responsible for health care policy, and given that the 
Minister has acknowledged that she has the right to 
override the board, and given that the Minister has 
said that Cabinet brought . . . reluctantly approved the 
closure— 
 
The Speaker: Question? Question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Will the Minister be taking a paper 
to Cabinet overruling the board’s decision to keep the 
Lamb Foggo Care Centre open? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. At this point, I 
will not. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have 
my second question, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 

 
QUESTION NO. 2—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 

CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: My second question is that the 
Honourable Minister has stated when the BHB made 
the decision to close the Urgent Care Centre . . . I am 
going to ask the Minister: Is the Minister aware if any 
members of Bermuda Hospitals Board, when the de-
cision was made, recused themselves from that vote? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will have to 
check the Minutes. I do not know the answer to that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary? Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
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Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as the Minister has 
said that she has been speaking with individuals on 
alternative use for the facility, can I ask if the Minister 
has spoken with any current members of the board 
insofar as alternative uses for that facility? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have not. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? Second one. It’s the last one. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Second supplementary. Mr. 
Speaker, if the decision is made to lease the facility to 
a private entity, will the Minister object and overrule 
any decision made by the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
to give that contract to any current member of the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That is pure 
speculation. I would have to wait and see what is 
coming up. But I can tell you that I would not take very 
kindly to the Hospitals Board allowing existing board 
members to benefit from any situation relating to the 
hospital. 
 However, may I just expound? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please. Honour-
able Member, take a seat for a second and see if we 
can cool down. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, it has been said that the Hospi-
tals Board is looking at whether private doctors will be 
able to operate a clinic in order to ensure that there is 
service— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute.  

Okay, carry on, please. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —in order to en-
sure that there is service to east enders. And if that 
service includes a conglomerate, let us say, of doctors 
who may have some affiliation, then that is a decision 
that we have to make. 

 It has not been put. It is speculative. And I 
cannot operate on speculation. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. Thank 
you, thank you, Minister. 
 You have another question? Third question. 
 

QUESTION NO. 3—CLOSURE OF THE URGENT 
CARE CENTER IN ST. DAVID'S 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, Mr. Speaker, third question. 
 Seeing that the Minister of Health says that 
she would take very strongly to any member of the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board benefiting from the deci-
sion, any decisions which are made, can the Minister 
of Health please say to this House that she is confi-
dent that private doctors which sit on the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board will not benefit from this decision to 
close the Urgent Care Centre? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I just clarified that, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: There is a private doctor who is 
currently in the east end who is on the Bermuda Hos-
pitals Board. 
 
The Speaker: All right. The question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The question is, Does the Minister 
believe that this decision will positively impact that 
private practice? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not believe 
so, no. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 You have another supplementary? This is 
your last one. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. It is 
the last one. 
 
[Timer rings] 
 
[Gavel] 
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The Speaker: Question time is up. 
 Honourable Members, I am looking at the 
clock and it is saying 12:25. It seems that it will make 
sense to give you an extra five minutes for lunch. 
 Do Members agree with that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
  
The Speaker: Okay. You have a good Speaker up 
here. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Premier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we break for lunch until 2:00 
pm. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Members. It has been 
moved that we break for lunch until 2:15. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Two-fifteen? 
 
The Speaker: Until two o’clock. Please excuse me. 
Please excuse me. I did not mean to give you 20 min-
utes. Until 2:00 pm, Members. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:22 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:02 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, in the Chair] 
 
CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY 

SPEECHES 
 
The Speaker: All right, good afternoon Members. This 
morning we concluded the Question Period so we are 
now on Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Warwick, MP Jeff Sousa. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker, col-
leagues, and those in the listening audience. 
 I am very proud this afternoon to rise to ask 
the House of Assembly to send congratulations to 
Roy-Allan Burch who just recently received a silver 
medal in a competition in Italy. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The whole House. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: The whole House. Thank you, Oppo-
sition Leader. The whole House would like to congrat-
ulate him. 
 Roy did not just win the silver medal, but he 
also broke the national record which he himself held 

before, and now the new record in the 100m freestyle 
is 49.29 seconds. This was the first time that Roy-
Allan has achieved the sub-50 second time in the 
freestyle. Our Olympic swimmer also recorded a per-
sonal best in the 100m butterfly of 56.80 seconds.  

As Bermuda’s National swim coach Ben 
Smith said, this was a spectacular achievement, par-
ticularly this early in the season with this being the first 
international competition. 
 Mr. Speaker, I know this young man personal-
ly and know that in the early days of his international 
career it was not easy. He might not have gotten the 
support that he would have liked to have had. But 
now, through his perseverance, hard work and dedi-
cation, he is doing awesome and is making Bermuda 
proud. He truly is a role model for young Bermudians, 
and I am sure many of the younger swimmers will look 
up to Roy-Allan Burch—even those that are not 
swimmers—and consider taking up the sport of 
swimming. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Leader of 
the Opposition, the Honourable Marc Bean. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask this House to 
send condolences first and foremost to the family of 
the late Dr. Clifford Maxwell, former principal of Berke-
ley Institute. I think the whole House would like to be 
associated with that. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely, the whole House. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, briefly, I was a 
student at Berkeley Institute when Dr. Maxwell was 
our principal. And to be honest, I guess the best trib-
ute to be given to Dr. Maxwell is that we hardly ever 
talked to or saw him or heard him except for in as-
sembly. Our discipline came from the great Robert 
Horton, Mr. Speaker. Dr. Maxwell seemed to have set 
an order within the school which encouraged self-
discipline. And he also was a high proponent of aca-
demic excellence. People now know that he was a 
giant in our social affairs in this country and I think that 
the outpouring of grief and condolences from this 
House and the members of the public is fitting for a 
giant of our society and, quite frankly, a potential na-
tional hero. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to also ask for con-
dolences to be sent to the family of the late Hinson 
Bean. Many of us in this country will know Hinson 
Bean by his nickname “Amigo”—Amigo, from Warwick 
and Southampton—the great Amigo has passed 
away. And, quite frankly, Amigo was the type of per-
son—everyone would like to be associated with it, Mr. 
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Speaker—Amigo was the type of person . . . when 
you look, you smile and you say every community has 
a character and without that character you hardly 
have a community. And so while Amigo was a free 
spirit, he was well loved and respected throughout the 
Warwick and Southampton community. And I would 
like condolences to be sent to his family. 
 And lastly, Mr. Speaker, I think you will con-
cur, condolences should be sent to Mr. Wentford 
Lambert of Rose Hill who was one of the brothers of 
the great Lambert family of the western end of this 
island, who succumbed to illness (I believe) a few 
days ago and was interred earlier this week, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yesterday. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Member 
from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is good to have the floor, good to be here. 
 
The Speaker: Good to see you. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I too want to be 
associated with the condolences to the family of Dr. 
Maxwell. I was able to write a tribute the day after he 
passed reflecting on the relationship I had with him 
and the contribution that he made to both Berkeley 
Institute and Bermuda. As has been said, we have 
lost a great statesman in losing Dr. Maxwell.  
 I also want to be associated with the remarks 
regarding Wentford Lambert who was funeralised this 
week. I went to the funeral. And as funerals of those 
who know the Lord should be, it was a happy occa-
sion. We fondly recalled that when the Mt. Zion male 
voice choir went on the road, one of the features was 
the dancing performance of Wentford Lambert. He 
sang all right, but he danced a lot better. And so we 
know that the choir will miss him as will his family and 
loved ones. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also want to extend condo-
lences to the family of Mitchell Eve who was a constit-
uent of mine. I would like to associate the Honourable 
Member Mr. Weeks. Mr. Eve died last week, he was 
funeralised Monday of last week. He unfortunately 
succumbed to a heart attack.  

Mr. Eve was a tough customer for me. When I 
went out canvassing, he gave me a hard time. And if 
that was not enough his brother-in-law, Mervin Doug-
las, lived just up behind my place and so when the 
two of them got together and started harassing me it 
was too— 

 

The Speaker: You’re in trouble! 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, you know what? I do not 
even have to add it. So I will miss him . . . yes, I will. 
He kept me on my toes. 
 I also want to extend condolences to the fami-
ly of Miss. Hazel Richardson who is Norma Jean 
Richardson’s mother who many of us will know and 
the mother of Joseph (and I cannot remember the 
other brother’s name), [Weldon] but she is also from 
the Virgil family—Chalky Virgil’s sister—for those who 
are from the White Hill area. And she too will be 
missed. 
 Also Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether you 
realise this or not but Valerie Brangman Herbert just 
passed away two days ago, the sister of George and 
Bernard Brangman. And she too had been suffering 
from cancer for quite some time and finally suc-
cumbed to the illness. So I would like condolences to 
be sent to her husband and her family at her passing. 
I assume she will be funeralised sometime this week.  

The Honourable Marc Bean would like to be 
associated as well. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the other side I would like to 
send congratulations to Miss Keishe Simmons. Keishe 
lives on my street two doors away. She is the daugh-
ter of Mannix Simmons who has raised her while her 
mother, Roberta, was away at school for a number of 
years. I have spoken about Mannix in this House be-
fore—I think he should be a poster boy for what fa-
therhood is all about. He has raised fine children; he 
has done a wonderful job of it.  

Now why am I talking about Keishe? Keishe 
won the Bermuda Hospitality Institute’s Rising Chef 
competition. There were 12 chefs who were selected 
as being outstanding and having the ability to be 
among the best. She won the competition on Friday 
the 1st of November. She got a number of great prizes 
including a trip to New York and some cash. But she 
is one to watch for the future. I am very proud of her 
and I would like for us to send congratulations to her. 
 Mr. Speaker, on a somewhat lighter note I 
would also like to send a thank you to Scoops, which 
is owned by the Durham family up at Riddles’ Bay (it 
is an ice cream place), they arranged for all the chil-
dren that came in on the day before Halloween to get 
free ice cream and goodies. Now, they are running a 
business. They are supposed to be in the profit mak-
ing business, but they saw fit to extend this kindness 
to the school children who were out that week—out of 
school—and so they had good numbers that came 
along. And so I would like to extend my thanks to 
them. 
 I would also like to be associated with my 
honourable colleague, Mr. Sousa, who made refer-
ence to Roy-Allan Burch. Roy-Allan has done a fan-
tastic job and he just keeps getting better. And I think 
he is a wonderful example of what can happen. 
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[Timer beeps] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s MP Nandi Outerbridge. 
 
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: Good afternoon, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: I would like to send condo-
lences to the family of Jahi Simmons. He was actually 
one of Bermuda’s promising young footballers. I be-
lieve he played for both Somerset Trojans— 
 
The Speaker: Oh, he played for a good team. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: Oh, he did play for Rangers? 
Okay. 

He actually passed away due to medical 
complications. And you know over the years it has 
been extremely difficult to see a lot of my peers pass 
away, so I can imagine the pain his family felt. So I 
just want to send condolences to the family on that. 
 While I am on my feet I would also like to 
congratulate Miss Ashley Stevens. She actually runs a 
popular lemonade stand and has [done so] for quite 
some time now. Ashley is a 10 year old entrepreneur 
who runs Ashley’s Lemonades—who has the best 
lemonades on the island in my opinion. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: Yes, they are.  

She made an inspiring speech at a recent 
business seminar. So I would like to just wish her suc-
cess in her future business endeavours and just . . . 
that is it. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke, MP Weeks. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon. Good afternoon to you, my col-
leagues— 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —and those listening over the 
radio. 

 Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon to ask this 
Honourable House to send a letter of congratulations 
to the Bermuda Sanshou Association, which per-
formed recently at the 12th World Wushu Champion-
ships in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, about a week ago. 
 Mr. Speaker, this particular organisation has 
always done Bermuda proud. They have been partici-
pating in the World Championships since 2007. Each 
time they have gone, Mr. Speaker, we have gotten 
closer and closer to the gold medal. [On] this recent 
junket to the World Championships, one of our own, 
Mr. Jermal “Goofy” Woolridge received the silver 
medal. And his mother is here in the Gallery now to 
make sure that I do, and we all do, pay homage to Mr. 
Woolridge.  

I would definitely like to associate the Minister 
of Community Development and Sport, but the whole 
House would like to be associated with that.  

Mr. Woolridge has competed for the last four 
or five years and this time he missed out on the gold 
medal by what? A single point. So when we talk about 
Bermuda and representation, there are some us that 
are really participating and performing on the world 
stage. 
 Also Mr. Speaker, I would like to . . . oh, be-
fore I go further there are others, but I would not . . . I 
singled out Jermal, but there are others like Garon 
Wilkinson who is the president, Sentwali Woolridge, 
and Mr. Khalid Pitcher.  
 But as I go on, Mr. Speaker, I would also like 
a letter of congratulations to be sent to the Western 
Stars Sports Club. And not only do I want to associate 
the Minister of Sport before I get to the House, I also 
want to associate the Shadow Minister of Finance, MP 
Burt. Having called out those two, then I will associate 
everyone else.  

The Dandy Town Hornets, Mr. Speaker, as 
you know are one of the best teams Bermuda has 
ever seen— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —other than the Silver City of 
old, all right? But we won the Dale Eve trophy over the 
last . . . this last week, Mr. Speaker. And I have to say 
on a serious note that the cup they won was the Dale 
Eve and Dale Eve himself has really made a major 
contribution to Bermuda football. So outside of the 
triple crown, the Dale Eve is another good trophy, a 
good feather in our cap. Now Eagles like to chirp but 
they don’t have a trophy cabinet, but anyway . . .  
 Mr. Speaker, before I sit down . . . on a seri-
ous note, I would like to be associated with the re-
marks for Dr. Maxwell. He was definitely my principal 
also while I was at Berkeley. And, like my Honourable 
Leader said, you did not see him much . . . you know, 
the only time . . . but we used to have fun when he 
was up on the stage trying to sing the school song. 
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 Also Mr. Speaker, real quick (I know my time 
is probably up, but real quick) just like the Leader said 
there are characters in every constituency, in Pem-
broke, Mr. Speaker, we have one Mr. Frankie Sim-
mons. And I would like a letter of condolence sent to 
his family. Frankie used to walk around our . . . not 
only my constituency— 
 
The Speaker: Make it quick; make it quick, you are 
going over your time. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: All right, quickly. And also as I 
sit down I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences for Mitchell Eve. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member D. V. Burgess, from Hamilton East — 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you very 
much, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like for this House to 
send a letter of condolences to the family of the late 
Rev. Allen Walker, Sr. Reverend Walker was a former 
pastor in the African Methodist Episcopal Church 
Connection. And he was last pastor of the Grace 
Methodist Church down on North Shore. 
 Also Mr. Speaker, I would like this House to 
send condolences to the family Miss Sylvia Zuill who 
passed. [She was] a long serving member of the hos-
pitality industry. And I know they will be sorely missed 
by their families. 
 Also Mr. Speaker, I would like this House to 
send congratulations to Dennis Pilgrim who is the su-
perintendent at Port Royal Golf Course, and the 
grounds-men. I would like to associate the whole 
House with this because, Mr. Speaker, Dennis Pilgrim 
is the first black (I am told) that has prepared a golf 
course for a PGA event. It is just a bit unfortunate the 
Minister did not include him in his Ministerial State-
ment this morning. But they have done a first class 
job. Dennis Pilgrim.  

I would also like people to know that Dennis 
was trained by the best. And one of the best in the 
world is David Rolston. And I am sure you played 
football against him, he played for St. George’s Cults. 
But Dennis and his grounds-men need to be congratu-
lated because, as the TV commentator said, that Port 
Royal Golf Course is one of the premier courses—
best public courses—in the world. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister Wayne Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I 
appreciate the Opposition Leader for mentioning Ami-

go, and I definitely want to be associated with that and 
Roy-Allan Burch as well and the Sanshou Association. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, as the Sports Minis-
ter I am kind of neutral in most of these things, but as 
a PHC fan I humbly have to acknowledge my Shadow 
Minister’s team who actually did a very good job, I 
must say, and deserved job. And this is the second 
time because I actually had to settle a score from an 
earlier match where my Zebras were defeated at the 
hands of [Dandy Town]. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Well, I want to send congratu-
lations to the Bermuda National Cricket Team. They 
had what many said was a surprise win over Canada 
in their second qualifier match. But, of course, today 
they actually won against Scotland in the 20/20 down 
in Dubai which is, you know, just remarkable for our 
team. 
 And lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
acknowledge and send congratulations to the award-
ees of the Bermuda Arts Council Awards, which were 
held last weekend. And very briefly, Mr. Speaker, the 
lifetime achievement awardees; Persis Butler, Win-
ston DeGraff, Max Maybury, Willoughby Patton, and 
Peter Woolcock; and Patron Award Richard (Dick) 
Butterfield; and Miss Conchita Ming for the Founders 
Award. The Arts are a critical part of our culture and 
these folks do Bermuda very proud. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair now recognises the Whip of the 
Opposition from St. David’s, MP Lovitta Foggo. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Firstly, I would like to be associated with the 
condolences given for Dr. Maxwell. I believe he began 
his tenure as principal of The Berkeley Institute in 
1972 when myself, the Honourable Walton Brown, 
and the Honourable Michael Weeks . . . we all be-
gan— 
 
The Speaker: You were over in Berkeley together? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes, we were all at The Berke-
ley Institute together. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I agree with that.  

In any case I just wanted to say that he was a 
quiet, unassuming giant of a man who, though he is 
best known as being a principal, I think did some of 
his most phenomenal work (and I think you would 
agree, Mr. Speaker) as a teacher of mathematics. 
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 Mr. Speaker, moving on, I would like to also 
give condolences [to the family of] one of the octoge-
narians in St. David’s who recently died. And that is 
Mr. Hollis. He, too, was a quiet man, but St. David’s 
would just like to say condolences for his family. 
 
The Speaker: Which Hollis is that? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I think it is Leroy Hollis. I was 
trying to think of his first name, I think it is Leroy Hollis. 
I do not have the paper in front of me, Mr. Speaker. 
 And finally, Mr. Speaker, I think we have to 
say congratulations to Mr. Al Wharton who has been a 
long time at . . . I would like to associate the entire 
House, Mr. Speaker, because he has provided an in-
valuable community service, I would say, in that 
through his martial arts school many young persons 
(mostly male) have gone through with him, and by 
being associated in the arts have definitely developed 
what I would say are some very positive skills in terms 
of conducting themselves in a very positive manner in 
society. He certainly leaves, I guess, his stamp on 
them and on Bermuda in terms of providing a valuable 
outlet for many of us to turn to in terms of developing 
ourselves on a more wholesome level. I think he will 
be greatly missed in the martial arts community. 
Hopefully, as he moves on, he will be able to contrib-
ute in a like manner in the new jurisdiction that he 
travels to.  

So again accolades for Mr. Al Wharton and 
the service he has provided to Bermuda. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister of Economic Development Dr. Grant Gib-
bons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and good afternoon. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask that congratu-
lations be sent to the organisers of the recent ILS 
Bermuda Convergence conference. Members may 
have seen the new tent that the corporation put up 
down on Front Street here by number 6. And this is 
the first (hopefully) conference of this area. ILS, or 
Insurance Linked Securities, are a growing and very 
important area for Bermuda. Bermuda is actually in 
the forefront in this area. And the conference had real-
ly very good timing because it helps to enhance Ber-
muda’s visibility and standing in this important and 
growing area.  

It also attracted a number of very significant 
players who are involved with ILS alternative and col-
lateralised insurance vehicles, got them to Bermuda, 
and I think it is going to result in more business and 
certainly more companies being set up here over time. 
You also could not help but feel . . . there is a certain 

buzz about Bermuda right now in a number of these 
areas. I think getting Frank Wozniak, one of the 
founders of Apple, here to speak was also an im-
portant part of that. But it was a very successful con-
ference. I think they had close to 300 to 350 people 
here, a lot of people from away. And I think one of the 
high class problems was it was very difficult to get a 
hotel room in Bermuda this week. So I would ask that 
congratulations be sent along to the principal organis-
ers and those are Jason Carne, at KPMG, and Arthur 
Wightman, at PWC. 
 Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet I would 
also like to be associated with the condolences to the 
family of the late Dr. Clifford Maxwell. I had the pleas-
ure of working with Dr. Maxwell some time ago, and 
as the Honourable Whip has said he is certainly 
known for many things, but an accomplished mathe-
matician as well. 
 Also I would like to be associated with the 
congratulations to Al Wharton, who I have known for 
many years, and as has been rightly said, has made a 
great contribution to martial arts and to the develop-
ment of young Bermudians. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick MP Lawrence Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just would like to send a message of con-
gratulations to a constituent and fraternal brother of 
mine, Mr. Johnny Ball, for his new position as the 
head [of PHC] . . . and party leader Marc Bean would 
like to be, and the MP for PHC would like to be asso-
ciated with that, as well as Minister Wayne Scott, and 
the whole House, associate the whole House with 
this, to [Johnny Ball’s] new position as the head of 
PHC. So I take it we will start winning championships 
from now on. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
 

HOUSE VISITORS 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Just before we move on, we see something 
exciting just happening in the House, we see a former 
Premier just came in. We want to recognise the for-
mer Premier Dr. Brown. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: It is good to see you Dr. Brown. 
 Also while I am doing that I also see in the 
House former Member Stanley Morton and also for-
mer Member— 
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[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: —Jamahl Simmons here. So we want 
to recognise those gentlemen. 
 The Chair now recognises the Member from 
Pembroke, MP Walton Brown. 
 You have the floor. 
 
[Congrats and Obits continuing] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you and good afternoon, 
Mr. Speaker. Good afternoon, colleagues. 
 I wish to be associated, Mr. Speaker, with the 
letter of condolences to the family of the late Dr. Max-
well.  

I want to just make two points about Dr. Max-
well. Firstly, Mr. Speaker, he was a member of the 
Progressive Group—that was his first, in my view, re-
ally significant contribution to Bermuda. The Progres-
sive Group formed at a time, Mr. Speaker, when we 
did not have racial desegregation, where blacks were 
marginalised in many areas in society. And they 
formed a group quietly and secretively to address that 
issue.  

If you appreciate the time—1959—Mr. 
Speaker, it was a time of great hardship for many, and 
so it really took a great act of courage to be part of 
this group and to try to bring Bermuda into the 20th 
century at a time when people sitting in this Parlia-
ment refused to budge. And so the Progressive Group 
is responsible for helping to take that step, taking 
Bermuda into the 20th century. And we need to public-
ly recognise Dr. Maxwell for having the courage to be 
a part of this group to help make that progress.  
 Secondly, as my colleague, Ms. Foggo, stat-
ed, I entered Berkeley when Dr. Maxwell took over as 
principal. So my five years at Berkeley were under his 
leadership. And it is true that he was not [omnipres-
ent] around the school, but the environment that he 
created, Mr. Speaker, was one of engaged learning.  

Virtually every teacher who taught me and my 
colleagues imbued [within] us a sense of passion and 
commitment, not just on the subject matter, but also 
about Bermuda. And the more we get principals who 
can create that kind of mindset and ethos among our 
teaching profession, then we will have significant im-
provement in all of our schools and across the educa-
tional spectrum.  

So I think we need to recognise the contribu-
tion of Dr. Maxwell, both as a member of the Progres-
sive Group and as an excellent leader in the educa-
tional arena. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the honourable 
Leader of the House, the Whip for the Government, 
MP Cole Simons. 

 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would first like to start by asso-
ciating myself with the comments made in regard to 
Hazel Richardson, Al Wharton, and Dr. Maxwell. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to send condolences 
to the family of the late Dorothy Lucille Tatem. Ms. 
Tatem died in her 100th year. She was a . . . the Minis-
ter of Finance asked to be associated with those con-
dolences. Mrs. Tatem taught at Ord Road School, 
which is now Paget Primary. I was one of her students 
many, many, many, many years ago. And she was 
also Headmistress of the Friendship Vale.  

Mrs. Tatem was a teacher’s teacher. She was 
a gracious lady who loved to teach and loved her stu-
dents. She taught students to be very productive and 
she also taught them the importance of self-respect. 
So I salute her for her contribution to education. And 
she will be deemed as a trailblazer in education in 
Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also like to send condo-
lences out to the family of Dr. Beresford Swan. And 
funny enough, Dr. Beresford Swan is her son-in-law, 
and he died a month before her. As we all know, Dr. 
Swan was a trailblazer in healthcare in Bermuda. He 
was an internist and he started up the renal unit at the 
hospital in 1978. He has left an indelible impression 
on healthcare in Bermuda. So to his family I would like 
to convey the House’s condolences on behalf of my-
self, the Hon. Grant Gibbons, the Hon. Terry Lister 
and Dennis Lister . . . the whole House, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to also send condolences to the 
family of Stewart Walter Trott who was a close family 
friend. He was buried yesterday. Mr. Trott had the 
ability to develop young males. He was involved with 
the Blue Waters Anglers Club. He started the Coral 
Reef Rifle Club. He was a fisherman, he was a sailor 
and he brought young people along in his 40 year so-
cial commitment to developing young males in this 
country. So we salute him for his contribution to de-
veloping young males in Bermuda. And I would like to 
also associate Mr. Weeks with these comments. 
 On a more positive note, I would like to send 
congratulations to a young Bermudian who is in Lon-
don. And he is a Bermudian entrepreneur. His name 
is Thomas Allason. Mr. Allason in essence had this 
vision of starting up a courier company for online re-
tailers in London and New York. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to report that in October that Bermudian 
company in essence was bought by eBay. That goes 
to show you that if you have a vision and if you stick to 
your vision the results will come. So I commend Mr. 
Allason for his success and for being a trailblazer for 
other young Bermudians who want to take the busi-
ness route. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, the Opposition Whip 
spoke about Mr. Wharton. But I thought I would also 
go beyond that and recognise all of the people that 
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were inducted into Bermuda’s Martial Arts Hall of 
Fame, because they all made valid . . . important con-
tributions. They are Dr. Barbara Ball, Calvin Smith, 
‘Skipper’ Ingham, Burnell Williams, Peter Larder, Cal-
vin Shabazz, and Al Wharton. If you know all of these 
people, these people, again, are committed to devel-
oping young people. And these people are very, very 
disciplined people themselves. And I think it is their 
discipline which is helping our young people to get the 
best of themselves. So again to all of them we salute 
you for your contributions to the martial arts, but, more 
importantly, we salute you for your contribution in de-
veloping the young, positive and disciplined people of 
this country. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys North, Michael 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to be associated with each 
of the last condolences letters raised by the Govern-
ment Leader of the House, Mr. Simons.  

Certainly, I wish to be associated with condo-
lences to the family of both Dorothy-May Simons and 
Lucille Parker, the daughters, and Albert Tatem, the 
daughters and son, respectively of Mrs. Dorothy Lu-
cille Clarke Tatem, and the great T. N. Tatem, and 
your former institution, over which you were principal, 
bears his name today.  

Mrs. Tatem was a great mother of her church 
at Gospel Hall, a great mother to her children, and 
certainly she was a great proponent of the Gideon 
Chapter that has a mandate to place Bibles where the 
Gideon Chapter places them. She had a marvelous 
send-off at St. James and Gospel Hall during the 
week. 
 Mr. Speaker, it seems as if we have not been 
back in the House since the passing of Stickman Gal-
loway. So I wish to offer the condolences of this 
House to the family of Mr. Philip Stickman— 
 
The Speaker: Philip. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —Philip Stickman Galloway. I 
would like to associate the Honourable Member Lister, 
the Party Leader; the Shadow AG . . . the whole 
House . . . I see Mr. Weeks, Mr. Sousa. 
 Mr. Speaker, he was a wonderful hospitality 
giant, a great father to his daughter. His lady friend, 
Mrs. Greenwich, is in the [Gallery]. But at the funeral 
all of his Trojan mates and colleagues were there pay-
ing their final respects to Stickman Galloway. 
 Certainly, too, the Honourable Leader of the 
House, Mr. Simons, offered the condolences of the 
House to Dr. [Beresford] Swan, the father of dialysis in 

our country. He established an important facility to 
look after dialysis patients in our country. He too was 
a pioneering physician in our country, he started that 
wonderful organisation there at the Arches, he started 
that grouping together of black physicians, coming 
together delivering quality healthcare in our country.  

So to Lucille, and to his son, Christopher 
Swan (my colleague in the area of law), and his entire 
family I wish to be associated with those condolences. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Deputy Speaker, Suzann Roberts-Holshouser. 
 Deputy Speaker, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with condolences 
that have been acknowledged for Stewart Harry Wal-
ter Trott, for his family, Germaine; his son Wesley and 
Wesley’s wife Glenda. 
 Mr. Trott, as was well known, again, in many, 
many segments of Bermuda, was well known in my 
family as the man that made sure that my husband 
had disappeared out onto the blue horizons of the wa-
ters as they would go fishing together. And I have to 
say that the one thing that my husband said (unfortu-
nately I was not well yesterday so I could not attend 
the funeral) but on his return from the funeral (he does 
not go to funerals often) was, “You know, the one 
thing I would like to add” (which of course no one else 
could have known) “[is that] the only two times in my 
life from the age of 16 that I ever missed a Super Bowl 
party was when I was with Mr. Trott.”  

He will be sadly missed by his family and by 
all the organisations in which he played a vital part in 
Bermuda. Of course, they are too numerous to men-
tion.  
 In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I would like a 
letter of congratulations to be sent to Liz Boden of 
Open Airways. And that is for bringing in a gentleman 
by the name of Damien O’Hare. Damien O’Hare, of 
course, is the individual that will be speaking this 
weekend on the catalyst for quitting smoking. As an 
ex-smoker myself, I can tell you the challenges of quit-
ting smoking are sometimes far too big a challenge to 
even contemplate. But, of course, I think all of us will 
understand and recognise the need and the im-
portance of making that bold step.  

He will be giving a free presentation as part of 
Open Airways on Friday, and that will follow through 
into a seminar on Saturday. Now, the cost of that 
seminar is $300, which is about a month’s worth of 
cigarettes. I would hope that one day the insurance 
companies might see fit to actually pay for individual 
smokers to participate so it does not come out of their 
pocket. But, of course, in the end it would be benefi-
cial for all of us. 
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 In addition to that letter of congratulations I 
would also like the House to recognise and send a 
letter of congratulations to an individual that has 
played a very vital part in our ecology and in our envi-
ronment and that is Sangita Iyer. I first had the pleas-
ure of meeting Sangita when she worked at Bermuda 
Broadcasting Company at the same time as I did. 
They have brought to Bermuda . . . two school sys-
tems will be implementing the eco-programmes at 
Victor Scott and West Pembroke. This is the last step 
of the programmes that have been established under 
the Bermuda Environmental Alliance.  

This step is a bold step. While we only have 
two schools that are participating in the eco-
programme it is hoped that more schools will come on 
board. One of her passing thoughts was the fact that it 
will be a real breakthrough when action takes over 
talk. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member MP Glen Smith. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: And thank you. 
 I would like this Honourable House to send 
condolences to the Filipino community here in Bermu-
da as they have suffered a tragic catastrophe of the 
Typhoon Haiyan that has taken many lives. More im-
portantly, I think our thoughts and prayers need to be 
there because we do have a community here that is 
still wondering if some of their loved ones have made 
it through. So Mr. Speaker, I would like us to send 
condolences, and I would like to associate Dr. Gib-
bons and— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: The whole House would like to be 
associated with it. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Is there any other Member who would care to 
speak? 
 Just before we move on I would like to cer-
tainly associate myself with the condolences of the 
passing of Wentford Lambert, who was one of my 
constituents. To his wife Sylvia and the family I want 
to offer my condolences. 
 Also to Philip Stickman Galloway, who was a 
colleague, who I played with and did many other 
things with. 

 And then also to the family of Mrs. Dorothy 
Tatem. Mrs. Tatem who was the wife of Nevil Tatem 
of T. N. Tatem, who was my favourite teacher of math 
at Berkeley. And also Mrs. Tatem, who, to me (other 
than my mother) was the ideal. She was the person 
that I looked at as being the way ladies should be-
have—refined and elegant.  Yes. She was really out-
standing. And on top of that when I was growing up as 
a young boy she gave me the attention that I needed 
to help me grow to be a responsible person. So I want 
to join in with those who made condolences to those 
members. 
 

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: We do have Government Bills. So I 
would like now to recognise first the Honourable and 
Learned Member, the Attorney General, or, in his ab-
sence, I will recognise the Honourable Minister of 
Public Safety Mr. Dunkley. 
 

GOVERNMENT BILLS 
 

FIRST READINGS 
 

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following 
Bill for the first reading so that it may be placed on the 
Order Paper for the next day of meeting: the Firearms 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any objections? 
 That will be on the Order Paper. 
 I now recognise the Honourable Member, Dr. 
Gibbons, who will speak for the Attorney General. 
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U.S.A.—BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to introduce two Bills 
for first reading so that they may be placed on the Or-
der Paper for the next day of meeting. 
 The first is the U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Conven-
tion Amendment Act 2013. 
 

INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATION (TAX INFOR-
MATION EXCHANGE AGREEMENTS) AMEND-

MENT 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And the other is the 
International Co-operation (Tax Information Exchange 
Agreements) Amendment Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Are there any objections to those Bills? 
 Those Bills will be placed on the Order Paper 
the next time around. 
 

NOTICE OF MOTION 
 
The Speaker: I will recognise the Honourable Minister 
of Finance, Minister Bob Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 

TAKE NOTE OF FINAL REPORT OF SPENDING 
AND GOVERNMENT EFFICIENCY (SAGE) COM-

MISSION 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to give notice of a 
Motion. And that Motion reads, “That this Honourable 
House takes note of the final Report of Spending and 
Government Efficiency (SAGE) Commission.” 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any objections? 
 That Motion will be placed on the Order Pa-
per. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: The first Order is consideration of the 
Speech with which His Excellency the Governor was 
pleased to open the present Session of Parliament. 
 I will recognise . . . the Premier is not here so I 
will recognise the Deputy Premier. 
 
MESSAGE TO HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 “May it please Your Excellency: 

“We, the Members of the House of Assembly 
of Bermuda, thank Your Excellency for the gracious 
speech with which Your Excellency was pleased to 
open the present Session of Parliament.” 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 We appreciate that message. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Leader of 
the Opposition, the Honourable M. A. R. Bean, who 
will present the Throne Speech Reply. 
 Leader of the Opposition, you have the floor. 
 

REPLY TO THE THRONE SPEECH 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Good afternoon to you and good afternoon to our 
honourable colleagues and good afternoon to the 
people of Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, under the Westminster System, 
cooperation is neither needed, nor expected between 
the Government and the Opposition. Even if the Op-
position were to fight and oppose every bill brought 
forward by the Government, the system is designed to 
operate in a manner that usually results in the Opposi-
tion having its say, and the Government having its 
way.  

The Westminster system is, by its very nature, 
adversarial. Yet the system has been created to serve 
us, as we are not created to be slaves to a system 
and traditions that serve no purpose but to divide us. 
We believe that an Opposition can and should provide 
moral support to the Government, offer amendments 
to improve solid Government ideas, and when neces-
sary, be the Government’s conscience and the voice 
of those who have no voice. 

Mr. Speaker, in the past year, we have shown 
that we are willing to provide moral support to the 
Government when their ideas have merit, and, where 
we agree with them that they will do more good than 
harm to our people. This isn’t just words; the PLP 
supported an overwhelming majority of the Bills the 
OBA brought to Parliament during the last Session.  

In the past year, the PLP have shown that we 
are willing to provide the insight of our experience, the 
wisdom of our hard-learned lessons, and the spirit of 
cooperation, by offering amendments to Government 
Bills that would help better achieve the purpose in-
tended—that of benefitting Bermudians. We have 
freely brought forward ideas for Bermudians to con-
sider and the Government to act upon without fear or 
favour. Our ideas and suggestions are intended to 
benefit Bermudians, no matter who puts them in 
place, or when.  

To that end the Progressive Labour Party be-
lieves that we can support the Government’s pro-
posals to:  

• expand the Career Pathways Programme; 
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• provide funding to Focus Counselling and The 
Family Centre to help families in need and to 
support short term job opportunities; 

• have a gaming referendum in the first quarter 
of 2014; 

• end conscription and modernise the legal and 
disciplinary system for the Bermuda Regi-
ment. 

 
We also support:  

• the proposal to Strengthen Food Security;  
• fully implement the Cash Back to Communi-

ties Programme;  
• revisions to the Criminal Code to ensure that 

sentences laid down in Bermuda aren’t wa-
tered down as in the United Kingdom; 

• modernisation of the Proceeds of Crime Act; 
• introduction of Co-Parenting Orders; 
• introduction of absentee balloting and extend 

the days for the advance poll; 
• introduction a Vulnerable Persons Act and the 

strengthen the Senior Abuse Register Act 
2008; 

• mandatory ID checks in bars; and; 
• efforts to become a certified Air Navigation 

Service Provider. 
 

Mr. Speaker, we can discuss in greater detail 
and work with the Government on ways to: 

• Strengthen Government’s ability to collect 
outstanding debts while working to ensure 
that businesses are not driven out of business 
by this measure and that new, more positive 
ways to address outstanding debts are 
brought forward.  

• Ensure that their proposed Office of the Con-
tractor General is not just a rebrand of the Of-
fice of Procurement already in existence, and 
operating to oversee Government projects 
from tendering to completion, and ensure that 
rules, guidelines and policies are strictly en-
forced.  

• Ensure that the giving of up to 20 per cent of 
government spending on goods and services 
to small businesses does not represent a 
substantial reduction in the much higher per-
centage of government goods and services 
provided under the PLP Government.  

• Ensure that in the review of labour laws to 
consolidate and modernise the legislative 
framework that the hard-fought for protection 
for the rights of workers, is neither eroded nor 
torn away.  

• Ensure that as we allow the sale of wine and 
spirits on Sundays, that we manage the ac-
companying potential negative social impact.  

• Ensure that the amendments to the Bermuda 
Health Council Act 2004 and the Public Health 

Act 1949 address rising health care costs as 
intended, and does not, deliberately or other-
wise, target Bermudian businesses that em-
ploy Bermudians and contribute to the wellbe-
ing of our community  
 
Mr. Speaker, the role of the Opposition is to 

offer critical analysis of the Government and hold 
them accountable. We are the check and counterbal-
ance to raw, unbridled power. Without a strong Oppo-
sition, Governments have a tendency to drift into self-
indulgence, and to acquire and act upon dictator-like 
tendencies. The Opposition is the first line of defense 
against a Government that seeks to stifle voices of 
criticism, that uses intimidation tactics in an effort to 
create fear in their opponents, that has direct influ-
ence or control over key aspects of the media, while 
ducking and suppressing issues or legitimate ques-
tions from other media, and who operates with the 
silent, unquestioning assent of their supporters.  

Mr. Speaker, the One Bermuda Alliance 
Throne Speech should have given Bermudians:  

• a real plan to get Bermudians back to work; 
• a real plan to stimulate growth; 
• a real pathway for Bermudians to upgrade 

their skills, enhance their competitiveness and 
strengthen their marketability in our local job 
market; 

• a real plan to confront the deepening cost of 
living crisis that is driving more and more of 
our people into debt, poverty and despair; 

• real ideas for the diversification of our econ-
omy; 

• real solutions for increasing government reve-
nue. 

  
Instead, we get plans that benefit one Bermu-

da now, while everyone else has to wait and hope for 
the best. 

“Be patient,” the OBA says. “The trickle down 
is coming,” the OBA says. Yet our people know the 
truth. After nearly a year of inaction, a year without a 
plan, a year without strong, purposeful leadership, the 
OBA have shown each of us who they truly are—a 
party devoid of ideas, devoid of a plan, and devoid of 
a commitment to Bermudians. Instead of fighting for 
Bermudians, our people saw an OBA that: 

• broke promise after promise with no apology, 
no remorse and no conscience; 

• tried to give the right to work to the children of 
foreign workers over our own children; 

• insulted Bermudians with the slurs of “Kool 
Aid drinkers” and “xenophobic”. 
 
Our people saw an OBA that put everyone 

else first and Bermudians last. Our people saw an 
OBA that couldn’t keep a promise or keep a story 
straight from one day to the next. They also saw an 
OBA that gave away work permits, tax breaks for 
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businesses, and jobs for OBA insiders like Halloween 
candy, while cutting civil servants’ pay and slashing 
programmes. 

Mr. Speaker, from this observation, what does 
the OBA offer in their second Throne Speech to give 
hope for Bermudians still waiting for the trickle down, 
and still waiting for an OBA jobs plan? A cynical plea 
for Bermudians to be patient while the OBA busily 
schemes to give away status to thousands of non-
Bermudians and further pushes our people to the 
economic and political sidelines. Our elders have 
seen this before, so they can be forgiven when think-
ing that the OBA is actually the UBP, and that “a leop-
ard cannot change its spots”.  

The attempt to grant status is modern day 
wickedness against one’s own people of the highest 
order, and no amount of vile, deceptive propaganda, 
no amount of coordinated public relations via surro-
gates who claim to be non partial and pro Bermudian, 
will be able to justify these activities. The Progressive 
Labour Party will not allow it. It is a red line that will 
not be crossed— 

 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It is a red line that will not be 
crossed lest the forgetful and arrogant be brought into 
remembrance of the modern political history of this 
country, and the lessons that should have been 
learned at that time.  

This is not a threat, but it must be accepted as 
a serious warning. The PLP will not stand by and 
watch persons with minimum ties to Bermuda use our 
current economic realities as a pretext to offer status 
to persons who can have status elsewhere by virtue of 
their parents, yet Bermudians will once again be re-
duced to political second class citizens. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, Mr. Speaker, as our el-
ders know, this move has nothing to do with econom-
ics, and everything to do with the political sorcery of 
solidifying one’s power by altering Bermuda’s voting 
base. 
 Mr. Speaker, while they push— 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, Point of Order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Unparliamentary language] 

 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: This Member is using 
unparliamentary language. He is also ascribing evil 
motives to the Government. He is using words like 
“deceptive”, “arrogant,” he is talking about “sorcery,” 
he is talking about— 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. I think it is all right for the Honourable Member to 
continue. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: We used the word— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, just let me finish.  

One day I used the word “silly” and you said it 
was unparliamentary. If that is unparliamentary all of 
this language is unparliamentary. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please take your 
seat. 
 Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, just a minute. Please sit 
down, Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
 You know, we had the reading of the Throne 
Speech, and now we have the Opposition to Reply. 
And so, Honourable Members, you will have the op-
portunity to slice into that whichever way you would 
like. So please carry on. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker. While they push 
an agenda that benefits one Bermuda and leaves eve-
ryone else behind, and relieves the burden of one 
Bermuda while everyone else bears the burden, ele-
vates and embraces one Bermuda while everyone 
else is shoved under the bus, Bermudians are watch-
ing. After less than one year in office the people are 
beginning to notice the disconnect between the words 
of One Bermuda Alliance and the reality, which is their 
actions. They have told us who they are and what 
they are really about, and no army of consultants and 
foreign political advisors can change that. 
 Mr. Speaker, today, The Bermuda Progres-
sive Labour Party presents our vision for Bermudians 
and the Island that we love. At a time when many of 
our people feel as Bermuda isn’t working for them, 
that they are being left behind, marginalised, dis-
placed, and disadvantaged in our own country, we 
believe in a vision that places Bermudians at the cen-
tre, and not as bystanders. To us, it is only right and 
just that Bermudians come first in our vision, first in 
our plans, and be the first to benefit from all that Ber-
muda has to offer. Now is not the time to go wherever 
the winds of fate blow us. Now is the time that Bermu-
dians become the masters of our own destiny.  

Mr. Speaker, today we will build on our vision 
of a Bermuda where we no longer have two paths; 
one inevitably leading towards poverty and failure and 
another irrevocably leading towards wealth and suc-
cess. A vision of a Bermuda where Bermudians no 
longer have to rely on who we know more than what 
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we know to earn opportunities, provide for our families 
and build wealth; a vision of a Bermuda where Ber-
mudians no longer have to just get by, while everyone 
else gets ahead.  

To achieve this we will all need to free up—
free up from our preconceived notions, free up from 
the beliefs and the attitudes that are holding us back, 
and free up from some of the restrictions and old 
thinking that no longer have any benefit for our peo-
ple.  

Mr. Speaker, it is evident that in the words of 
Lord Tennyson, “The old order changeth yielding 
place to a new.” The twin pillars of our economy 
through global conditions, a changing global market, 
and our collective lack of foresight and vision, have 
become stagnant, and no longer yield the bountiful 
harvest that it used to yield. We could, as some sug-
gest, continue to do as we have done for decades, 
and watch our crops shrink, wither and die. Or we can 
face reality. The reality is that the international busi-
ness model has changed, demanding fewer and more 
highly skilled staff. The days of thousands of actuar-
ies, accountants, and executives flooding our shores, 
renting our apartments, buying our products and riding 
in our cabs, is unlikely to return, and certainly not in 
the numbers we experienced during Bermuda’s boom 
years.  

The reality is that our tourism product, once 
the industry leader and the envy of all, has become 
tired, stale, stagnant, and with little relevance to the 
needs and demands of the 21st Century traveller. The 
days when a slick Madison Avenue ad campaign 
could inspire the imagination of a wealthy New Yorker 
or a New England professional are over. We have 
clung to the old ways of doing things, we have been 
uncomfortable with progress and change, and we 
have foolishly believed that the good times would 
never end. 

Mr. Speaker, true leadership understands that 
before we can fight a problem we first must face it. 
Bermudians are beginning to face a harsh reality that 
many of our leaders have not; that government cannot 
create jobs for us, and with every day that passes, is 
less able to feed us or keep a roof over our heads. 
Bermudians are beginning to face a harsh reality that 
the business community, both local and global, is no 
longer able to give us the opportunities and job securi-
ty we once knew.  
 Bermudians are facing a harsh reality that 
crony, oligarchical, so-called capitalism, is rolling back 
the long-fought-for beliefs such as a fair day’s pay for 
a fair day’s work, and that their promises mean noth-
ing. This newly re-arisen oligarchical spirit is also de-
stroying the confidence of our international partners 
and observers, and stifling new business investment.  

The 2012 Labour Force Survey revealed that 
a quarter of our Bermudian workforce was unem-
ployed or underemployed, with our Bermudian women 
being the worst hit in terms of salary and job losses. In 

the 12 months since the Labour Force Survey was 
released, each of us is painfully aware that those 
numbers have worsened significantly. Bermudians do 
not need patience. Bermudians do not need poll test-
ed slogans or disingenuous words of understanding. 
Mr. Speaker, Bermudians need jobs.  
 Mr. Speaker, to create conditions for Job Cre-
ation we propose the implementation of the Infrastruc-
ture Development Strategy, to identify much needed 
improvements or repairs to our infrastructure. This will 
not only enhance our overall quality of life, but create 
business opportunities for construction companies 
and lead to jobs and short term relief for Bermudian 
construction workers.  

We also propose to move immediately on a 
referendum for gaming, allowing our people to have 
their say and to eliminate investor uncertainty in our 
tourism industry. The framework to execute this has 
been in place since December 2012 and a whole year 
has been wasted—a year where jobs could have be-
gun to have been created, a year when our tourism 
industry could have been revitalised and a year where 
for no reason our people were forced to wait when 
action was needed. 

We also propose to designate a segment of 
BLDC land as an “Economic FREE Zone,” targeting 
global businesses such as high value physical com-
modity trading and satellite operations, with incentives 
such as payroll and other tax exemptions.  And we 
also propose the doubling of existing special relief 
provisions in the tax codes to be applied exclusively to 
Bermudian employees. 
These proposals will directly create conditions that will 
aid job creation within the private sector and, equally 
important, generate revenue for the public purse that 
will help offset our deficit, and reduce our debt.  

We further propose measures to keep our 
seasonal hospitality workers employed (and let me 
read this slowly) by ratifying agreements with our 
CARICOM partners to allow the reciprocal free 
movement of labour during our opposite high seasons 
in tourism. This would give Bermudians the opportu-
nity to work and gain international experience during 
our off season and also allow employers to more eas-
ily fill posts where there are no qualified Bermudians 
with qualified capable hospitality workers from the 
Caribbean.  

Mr. Speaker, it is critical that Bermuda diversi-
fies its economy as we seek to modernise our ser-
vices and products for our existing pillars of our econ-
omy. A diverse economy means more jobs for Ber-
mudians, more opportunities for service providers, 
more opportunities to attract foreign dollars, and a 
move away from our current one-and-a-half legged 
economic structure, to a more stable and diverse 
economy that benefits all of us. 

Under the PLP’s Plan to diversify our econo-
my, we would:  
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• Develop our Exclusive Economic Zone for 
Sea-Bed mining, Aquaculture, and Off-Shore 
Fishing, to create new jobs, diversify our 
economy, and create new revenue streams. 
The Bermuda Progressive Labour Party does 
not support bowing to non-Bermudian global-
ised interests, deliberately throwing away a 
means to get our people back to work, trash-
ing a revenue stream to reduce our debt, and 
wasting an opportunity to strengthen our 
economy. 

• Free up regulations to allow greater foreign 
investment in the Bermudian marketplace with 
a particular emphasis on creating greater 
competition in the insurance, fund manage-
ment, wealth management, telecommunica-
tions, information and technologi-
cal/Ecommerce sector, and legal services. 

• We also propose for diversification the freeing 
up of regulations to attract foreign investment 
and expand competition in the local banking 
sector to put an end to predatory banking 
practices in this country and to enable capital 
to be freed up for the private sector and stimu-
late our economy. 

• We also suggest freeing up restrictions to at-
tract a wider, more global and more diverse 
legal sector. Local branches of international 
law firms would not only provide employment 
opportunities for Bermudians, but would also 
provide more people selling and marketing 
Bermuda to their clients around the world. 

• We also propose to leverage our telecommu-
nications reform and IB infrastructure to intro-
duce global online gaming legislation, cur-
rently a 35 billion dollar per year industry. 

• We also propose to establish Bermuda as a 
Global Innovation Incubator. 

• And also to expand airlift with a focus on 
Europe, the Caribbean, the Gulf Region, the 
Azores and Latin America.  

• We also propose to develop a cruise ship port 
in the town of St. Georges in conjunction with 
major cruise lines. 

 
Mr. Speaker, our people are our greatest re-

source. Yet as we are today, many of us are in danger 
of becoming obsolete—of no use to the private sector, 
no use to our society and no use to Bermuda. We 
must become more productive and more competitive 
in order to be full participants in, and contributors to, 
the global economy.  

As educated or as skilled as you may be, the 
degree you have earned will not be worth the paper it 
is printed on if it doesn’t provide you with skills that 
are marketable today. Our investment in education, 
job training, and workforce development must reflect 
the needs of our economy, both local and global, as it 
is and will be in the future, and not in fulfilment of the 

needs of the past. If our people are our greatest re-
source, then we should invest in those who have the 
will, but lack the means, to better themselves, and not 
stand in the way of those who seek to better them-
selves.  

Most importantly, in terms of education, our 
various curriculums must have as its essence, the 
power to impart within the minds of students, the abil-
ity to think in a rational, yet critical manner. It is easier 
said than done, Mr. Speaker, yet it is crucial to our 
success and wellbeing.  

Mr. Speaker, the PLP Proposes the develop-
ing of the Bermuda College initially into a University 
College, and eventually a fully endowed University, 
with the introduction or enhancement of programs that 
allows for the acquisition of professional designations 
relevant to filling the needs of our economy.  

We also propose to expand opportunities for 
Bermudians to train for and work in International Busi-
ness by widening professional and continuing educa-
tional programs. As a world leader in International 
Business, through a process of knowledge transfer, 
our people should be able to receive training that not 
only meets the standards of our industry but also 
gives them the skills and experience to make Ber-
mudians more competitive in the job market.  

We also propose to expand youth apprentice-
ship and internship schemes and implement the PLP’s 
Job Corp Programme.  

We also propose, once again, to dismantle 
the failed Middle School System. While some may 
choose to blame the teachers, across the world coun-
tries are discovering the deep and inherent flaws in 
the Middle School System and the damage it inflicts 
upon our students and our societies. As it stands it is 
failing too many of our children, and for too many it is 
assisting in the cultivation of conditions that 
strengthen and grow gangs. 

We also propose, Mr. Speaker, to provide 
Principals with greater autonomy to run their schools 
and be assessed by the only meaningful result, stu-
dent achievement. 

We also propose to introduce School Councils 
to strengthen and enhance parental and community 
involvement in our schools and support and expand 
credible alternative educational options.  

We also propose to lower the school entrance 
age to 4-years old to enable our young people to get a 
head start on their schooling. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: In addition, Mr. Speaker, we 
support the professional development of teachers and 
their licensing requirements with the creation of an 
education faculty at an upgraded Bermuda Col-
lege/University College of Bermuda.  

We also propose to invest in Science, Tech-
nology Engineering and Math or STEM Learning, in 
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recognition of the growing need for highly specialised 
technical skills enabling Bermudians to not only com-
pete for jobs with their global counterparts in the 21st 
century workplace but to also potentially become en-
trepreneurs and job creators for others.  

We also propose, Mr. Speaker, to work in 
concert with our US and Canadian partners to 
lengthen existing technical training visas available 
upon completion of tertiary education in those coun-
tries. This would give Bermudians the opportunity to 
obtain greater global experience and make them more 
competitive in the local job market.  

We also propose, Mr. Speaker, offering in-
creased opportunities for scholarships across all sec-
tors. 

Lastly, we propose to work with our partners 
at the University of the West Indies and other regional 
learning centres to create quality, affordable options 
for international studies by Bermudians. 

Mr. Speaker, Bermudians who have educated 
and trained themselves to compete in our local job 
market certainly cannot be guaranteed a job, but we 
have an obligation to them that they have a fair, unbi-
ased and equal opportunity to compete for a job . . . 
fair, unbiased and equal treatment at their workplace, 
and a fair wage or salary for a fair day’s work.  

The Bermuda Progressive Labour Party pro-
poses the requirement of all businesses to advertise 
the salary range for advertised posts to minimise op-
portunities for wage disparities based on race, gender 
or sexual orientation. Government already employs 
this practice in advertising vacant civil service posts 
and the private sector should also. 

We also propose, Mr. Speaker, the introduc-
tion of tougher penalties on businesses that are found 
in violation of the Human Rights Act, including a pro-
vision to name and shame individuals and companies 
that violate the act. 

We further propose increasing penalties for 
immigration and work permit violations. A fine of 
$5,000 per penalty is no real deterrent to vulture-like 
businesspersons more interested in profits than Ber-
mudian job creation, and are determined to exploit 
cheap foreign labour. To many, the risk of getting 
caught is low and the profits pocketed too high to view 
a $5,000 fine as nothing more than a potential cost of 
doing business. Penalties must reflect this reality, act 
as a real deterrent, and give a real, short, sharp shock 
to these criminals.  

In this regard, our position is as follows:  
• To ban companies and principals found guilty 

of abusing immigration laws from applying for 
or receiving new work permits for a period of 
no less than three years. 

• Increasing the number of Immigration En-
forcement Officers. This will not only aid in 
protecting our borders and prevent people 
from stealing jobs from Bermudians; it will 
also create employment opportunities for 

Bermudians. If we care about protecting jobs 
for Bermudians, we would find the money to 
ensure that Bermudian jobs are protected. 

 
Mr. Speaker, we also propose the strengthen-

ing of laws and policies to protect domestic workers. 
These are among the most vulnerable of our work-
force: they work in isolation, often face intimidation, 
often face language barriers and are not unionised. 
Knowing the entrenched class and race based atti-
tudes in this country, for many domestic workers, it 
must be akin to living in the depths of Hades. We pro-
pose to institute a series of random checks on such 
employees to ensure their working conditions conform 
to the law, and penalise those employers who contra-
vene the law.  
Mr. Speaker, there are thousands of Bermudians who 
work full time every day to feed their families and still 
they live in poverty. There are thousands of Bermudi-
ans who through no fault of their own are out of work 
and facing mounting bills, being evicted from their 
homes, and a daily fight against hunger. We believe 
that the Government has an obligation to help those 
who are unable to help themselves and that they 
should not be a partner to increasing the pain and suf-
fering of our people.  

As such, we propose:  
• a two-year freeze on all government fees or 

taxes that contribute to the high cost of elec-
tricity in Bermuda;  

• duty relief on the importation of food to drive 
down food prices and further provide relief to 
our people, not just one day a week, but every 
day of the week;  

• ending the long standing practice of jailing of 
Bermudians for debt; 

• regulating of the debt collection process to 
expand fairness and eliminate exploitation;  

• work with our local banking institutions on so-
lutions to keep struggling Bermudians in their 
homes; 

• instituting Human Rights Protection for our 
seniors in the Workplace. This is to prevent 
them from being forced to stop working while 
they still have so much to offer and contribute 
to the workplace, and while many have be-
come the de facto breadwinners for their job-
seeking children and grandchildren. 

 
In these times, Mr. Speaker, Bermudians who 

have always worked, always paid their way, and have 
always made their contribution to Bermuda, are for the 
first time forced to turn to Financial Assistance to help 
feed their families and keep a roof over their heads. 
They are not deadbeats. They are not shiftless. And 
they are not lazy. They are victims of a global econo-
my that has devastated communities across the 
globe. They have always paid their way and now they 
can’t, despite their best efforts. We have an obligation 
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to help our fellow Bermudians, and not kick them 
when they are down.  

The best form of assistance is a job, but in the 
absence of a job, we must ensure that those on Fi-
nancial Assistance are neither looked upon with scorn 
and derision, nor victimised by a system that they 
have helped to pay for through their tax dollars.  
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: After much consideration, the 
PLP proposes for the duration of this economic crisis:  

• Examining the requirement to submit weekly 
Job Search Forms by persons receiving un-
employment assistance. This made sense 
when Bermuda had over employment, but to-
day it isn’t that people aren’t looking for jobs, 
they simply aren’t out there.  

• Removing the requirement that families on Fi-
nancial Assistance have to sell their car as a 
condition of eligibility. With many jobs requir-
ing that their employees own their own vehicle 
and many people seeking employment, or 
hustles at unsociable hours, or in areas with 
limited access via public transportation, a car 
isn’t a luxury. For many it is a necessity.  

• Examining options for families with able-
bodied unemployed sons and daughters 
above the age of 18. The current policy made 
sense in a booming economy, when we were 
dealing with some members of our society 
sponging off the public purse and their par-
ents. In an economy where there are few jobs, 
breaking up families and punishing families for 
helping each other makes no sense, and will 
only exacerbate worsening social conditions.  

• We also propose the examining of the current 
salary requirements for free child day care al-
lowance.  

• Increasing the penalties for Financial Assis-
tance fraud. In this economy, those who seek 
to steal benefits from their truly needy coun-
trymen are worthy of scorn, derision and the 
highest penalties applicable under the law.  

 
Mr. Speaker, the Bible teaches us that “Baby-

lon the Great has fallen. Come out of her my people, 
so that you will not share in her sins, so that you will 
not receive any of her plagues.” If we continue to cling 
to the old ways of doing things, our old false hopes, 
our old dying dreams, our old weaknesses, and our 
old dependencies, we will be dragged down into the 
depths of deeper poverty and deeper despair.  

For generations, we have sniffed behind oth-
ers begging for a place at the table, smiling when we 
weren't happy, laughing when it wasn't funny, and de-
grading ourselves for a place at the base of the table 
amongst a few crumbs on the ground. Now that there 
are no more crumbs to fall and the trickle down has 

trickled away, the time has come for us to look into 
ourselves, to unite, cooperate, pool our resources, 
create our own businesses, provide our own services, 
employ our own people, and compete for our own 
share of the economic pie.  

You must become job creators for yourselves. 
The time has come when you must beg no man. You 
must get up and do it for yourself. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to survive, everyone 
must eat. Yet how many of us know how to farm and 
how much of our farm land sits vacant and unused? 
All of us wear clothes, yet how many of us can design, 
create, mend or sell them to people? Today, more and 
more Bermudians are embracing a mindset of entre-
preneurship, self-sufficiency, and wealth accumula-
tion. We have no other choice in the matter.  

This is not something to be afraid of. This is 
not something to be fought or undermined. This is 
something that must be embraced and supported. 
And if you cannot support it, do not interfere with it, 
especially those institutions that play an integral role 
in facilitating new business, namely, our banks. Apply-
ing various forms of discrimination towards Bermudi-
ans entrepreneurs not only will cause those persons 
undue hardship, but will also increase the tension in 
our community, thus bringing added risk to all of us, 
including the bankers and others, who practice such 
wicked discrimination.  

We can come together as a people. We can 
have better social relations, and we can have an 
economy that works for all of us. The work must 
begin, within ourselves. Government can help by re-
moving impediments to entrepreneurship. We must 
cut the red tape and roll out the red carpet for Bermu-
dian businesses so that we can begin creating jobs 
and putting our people back to work.  

The Progressive Labour Party proposes an 
Incentive for Bermudian Job Maker’s Strategy that 
includes:  

• Increasing the lending capacity of the Ber-
muda Economic Development Corporation 
(BEDC), allowing new small business owners 
with credible business plans, access to more 
capital, both debt and equity. 

• A tax and duty holiday for new start-ups and 
single owner entrepreneurs for two years. For 
any business, the first two years are the most 
critical. For Bermudians who have taken the 
bold step towards becoming entrepreneurs, 
we must encourage and reward their efforts 
by giving them every opportunity to succeed.  

• We should also examine all fees and tariffs re-
lated to the establishing of a new small busi-
ness. And also identify and relax restrictive 
policies  that inhibit entrepreneurship and 
creativity.  

• We should create incentives to encourage the 
development of tourist accommodations such 
as guest houses, to spur entrepreneurship, 
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create options for landlords unable to rent 
their apartments and condos, diversify our 
tourism product, and create more affordable 
options for our visitors.  

• Through the concept of a “Joined-up Govern-
ment,” Mr. Speaker, we seek to improve the 
coordination across Ministries to ensure the 
removal of secondary layered bureaucratic 
impediments.  

 
Mr. Speaker, removing restrictions that hinder 

entrepreneurship will expand opportunities for our 
people to cooperate, compete, contribute to our econ-
omy in a meaningful way, feed their families, and cre-
ate jobs for our people.  

Just imagine, being able to be your own boss, 
the master of your own destiny, providing for your 
family, and enhancing our tourism product with new 
options for our visitors. Just imagine that we, the peo-
ple, become the essence of our tourism product! To 
become a reality, we will have to change our mindset, 
and the Government and other special interest groups 
will have to stop being an obstacle to this new form of 
entrepreneurship. If the Government is unable or un-
prepared to help entrepreneurs, then they must refrain 
from impeding their dreams and efforts to provide for 
themselves.  

We have noticed—we have noticed—the ha-
tred and jealousy that follows persons who desire to 
take the risk of business ownership, and employment 
creation. This selfish, crab-in-a-bucket mentality must 
cease! In fact, if a good or service is of the right quali-
ty and the right price, we encourage you to support 
these new firms. 

Mr. Speaker, not everyone seeks to employ 
themselves and others. To them I say, make yourself 
someone worthy of being hired. Invest in yourself, ed-
ucate yourself, and give your employer a full day’s 
work for a full day’s pay. These changes within us, as 
individuals and as a community, will transform Ber-
muda and Bermudians irrevocably for the better.  

Mr. Speaker, conscription is a relic of the past, 
and is a form of intolerable forced servitude. As a 21st 
century land, we can find new ways to achieve our 
objectives, ways that don’t include forced labor and 
the criminalisation of otherwise law-abiding citizens. 
This is a practice that should have been abolished 
long ago and remains a blight upon our notion that we 
are a modern and sophisticated jurisdiction that cares 
about Bermudians.  

The PLP promised to end conscription in 
2012, on the eve of our defeat. Since then there have 
been promises, idle chatter and more promises, but 
no action from those who say they believe that con-
scription should be abolished. While the talk contin-
ues, Bermudian men continue to be conscripted, con-
tinue to be fined, and continue to be incarcerated and 
criminalised by a society that claims our people as are 
our greatest resource.  

How long must we wait for action? Last week, 
the Bermuda Progressive Labour Party attempted to 
begin the process to put an end to conscription, and 
we will continue to fight to see it struck from our is-
land’s laws forever.  

 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, a shift in the 
way we address cannabis use and abuse within our 
community must occur. Bermuda continues to crimi-
nalise people for what is essentially a health issue.  

This criminalising of Bermudians has its 
greatest impact not on the street dealers and drug 
kingpins, but on those who find themselves behind 
bars, on the stop list with reputations ruined for minor 
amounts of cannabis. Bermuda’s current drug policies 
exacerbate lawlessness, criminalise non-violent of-
fenders, and increase the cost of enforcement. It 
makes no sense to continue along this path.  

Mr. Speaker, many people who do not use, or 
condone cannabis use, accept that it is not necessary 
to punish citizens financially or deprive them of their 
liberty, especially in these economic times, when the 
burden of all government expenses is being stretched 
to our maximum capacity. It costs in excess of 
$80,000 to house inmates in our correctional facilities. 
The expense to the Government could be curtailed 
significantly by de-penalising simple possession of 
cannabis as a first step. Many people who do not use, 
or condone cannabis, accept that where an argument 
exists that cannabis may be useful for the treatment of 
disease, or alleviating pain attributed to medical com-
plications, a doctor—and not politicians—should be 
the most prudent to determine usage, and therefore 
be legally permitted to prescribe cannabis to citizens 
as they deem fit.  

The police would have additional time and re-
sources to focus on more serious crime if the number 
of case files, witness statements and court attendance 
no longer transpired as it relates to arrests pertaining 
to cannabis. 

The PLP proposes cannabis reform that can 
address the various options available, inclusive of: 

• removal of penalties for simple possession of 
small amounts; 

• introducing a Medical marijuana regime to ad-
dress some of the debilitating effects of vari-
ous diseases plaguing our people;  

• regulating the sale and use of marijuana and 
ending the unnecessary criminalisation of our 
people; and 

• creating a system for the Government to get 
their share of the multi-million dollar profits 
generated by legalised marijuana sales, creat-
ing a new revenue stream to meet our re-
sponsibilities to our people and pay off our 
debt.  
Those are the options. 
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Mr. Speaker, the needs of our people are 
great, and while we strongly oppose the notion that 
government is the answer to all ills, we do believe that 
the Government has a powerful role to play in the cul-
tivation of a strong community spirit.  

To that end, we propose the exploring of the 
creation of a National Lottery for the specific purpose 
of revitalising our community clubs as safe, positive, 
thriving parts of the communities in which they oper-
ate. In return for this support, community clubs would 
be required to abide by strict measures for compli-
ance, including the enforcement and reporting of ille-
gal or anti-social behavior on their premises. If we 
want community clubs to be for the community, we 
cannot allow them to be a place where parents do not 
want to send their children.  

[We propose] allowing community organisa-
tions and parish councils to use vacant government 
properties or to assume responsibility for derelict gov-
ernment properties for nominal rents.  

We also propose, Mr. Speaker, the moving 
forward with our proposed private-public initiative that 
would see members of the business community assist 
in renovating at least seven workman’s clubs with an 
investment of approximately $30 million. This would 
not only provide work for potentially hundreds of Ber-
mudians, but would also revitalise and improve the 
condition of the participating communities.  

Mr. Speaker, in regard to improving our crimi-
nal justice system, it is important that justice is seen to 
be served. It is the primary responsibility of any Gov-
ernment. To this end, we encourage the One Bermu-
da Alliance to:  

• introduce a judicial complaints authority;  
• establish a small claims court;  
• introduce a sex offenders registry and update 

legislation to allow the naming and shaming of 
sexual offenders;  

• introduce a victims compensation fund into 
which convicted prisoners would be required 
to contribute a portion of their earnings; 

• enhance and improve the Witness Protection 
Programme; 

• expand the use of Community Service Orders 
with suspended sentences; and 

• modernise the alternatives to incarceration 
programme with a new emphasis on restora-
tive justice. 

 
Mr. Speaker, we have noted the lack of atten-

tion by the One Bermuda Alliance in regard to Energy 
and the Environment. We have also taken notice of 
the current Government’s poor attempt to selectively 
pick bits and pieces of the National Energy White Pa-
per, which indicates a lack of will and/or ability to tack-
le our Island’s rising energy costs. Promises and pro-
nouncements from various Ministers bring little com-

fort to residents when they receive their monthly ener-
gy bill.  

Quite frankly, when seeking to tackle our ris-
ing energy cost, the One Bermuda Alliance Govern-
ment must recognise that BELCO shareholders are 
not the only stakeholders to give regard and attention 
towards. Like many other PLP initiatives, we implore 
the OBA Government to continue the excellent work 
commenced by our previous Government by;  

• fully implementing the Energy White Paper; 
• facilitating the introduction of Natural Gas into 

Bermuda to drive down electricity costs; and  
• investigating the options for eco-friendly 

buses and government vehicles  
 

Mr. Speaker, in terms of matters on the Envi-
ronment, we propose the: 

• creation of new, modernised policies on Dog 
ownership, breeding, licensing and training;  

• revision of the limit of the Permitted Develop-
ment Application (One-Day Permit) to allow 
for larger or necessary structures to be in-
cluded along with the ability of the Director of 
Planning to determine if a project outside this 
remit can be included; 

• complete revision of the Bermuda Plan 2008, 
as the current plan provides more influence 
and power to special interest groups at the 
expense of private property owners and their 
inherent fundamental rights, which, in turn, 
represents an attack on the fundamental ten-
ets of a free and just society; 

• improving the application form process and 
requiring more information to be documented 
up front, to allow for more consistent initial 
screening of applications in order to catch de-
ficiencies early;  

• revising of the Architect Act to enforce archi-
tectural standards, improve the quality of 
planning submissions, and reduce application 
processing time;  

• allow applicants or their agents to make pres-
entations to the Development Applications 
Board where the planner and agent disagree 
on the application; and lastly 

• streamlining the Planning objection process.  
 

Mr. Speaker, critics and those with a genuine 
concern for the future of our people and our Island 
home will naturally have two questions: Why didn’t 
you do any of these things when you were govern-
ment and how will you pay for it?  

To the first question our answer is simple: 
With new leadership comes a new vision and a new 
approach and a new way of doing things. Having lis-
tened to the people, and [having] been forced to take 
a long, hard, critical look at ourselves, we are united 
behind this vision, and will work tirelessly to see it be-
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come a tangible reality for the people and the Island 
that we love. Bermudians deserve nothing less. 

To pay for these proposals the PLP will 
launch a Revenue and Government Earnings (or 
RAGE) Commission to: 

• review and recommend viable medium and 
long term opportunities to increase Bermuda’s 
GDP; 

• examine and modernise Bermuda’s existing 
tax model with an eye towards maximising 
Government’s earnings, without stifling eco-
nomic growth.  

 
One day—one day—(I heard somebody on 

the outside saying yeah, yeah) . . . One day the PLP 
will have the opportunity to deliver on this vision, free 
up this country, and put an end to the two Bermudas 
that work for some but not for all. One day, we will 
help lead Bermudians back where they belong—as 
the primary shapers and beneficiaries of our Island.  

Before that day comes, it is incumbent upon 
us to not make promises we can’t deliver or speak 
words we don’t believe. Before that day comes, there 
will be massive cuts to jobs, programmes and benefits 
for Bermudians. In the absence of a plan to get Ber-
mudians back to work, we stand to inherit a Bermuda 
far colder, far less compassionate, far less Bermudi-
an, and far worse than the one we led in 2012.  

We cannot promise that we will be able to roll 
back the civil servant job cuts, restore programmes or 
increase benefits. We cannot promise to be all things 
to all people, as that would be wrong, irresponsible 
and dishonest. In good conscience, all that we can 
commit to is that we will never again sway from our 
commitment to put Bermudians first, to never again 
believe that the best ideas only come from within 
Alaska Hall, or come from outside our native land, and 
not from within the minds of our people.  

Never again will we allow you to go hungry 
and without work, while others are elevated ahead of 
you. We pledge to preserve, protect and elevate Ber-
mudians without apology. And when we are unable to 
do so, we pledge that we will not stand in the way of 
your legitimate aspirations in the country we call 
home.  

Mr. Speaker, of our vision, there will be those 
who use our inaction on these matters over the course 
of our 14 years in Government as an excuse for their 
lack of progress. Of our vision there will be those who 
focus purely on the financial costs and not the human 
costs. Neither austerity, nor reckless spending, but a 
balanced approach that puts all Bermudians at the 
centre is what we advocate. All of our people need 
food in their stomachs, clothes on their backs, a roof 
over their heads, and the means by which they can 
provide all necessities of these for themselves and 
their loved ones. It is those shared human needs and 
a compassion for our countrymen that shapes our vi-

sion and the path we seek for every Bermudian going 
forward.  

Mr. Speaker, our vision has its roots in the be-
lief of Frederick Douglass, that education is the path 
to freedom. It has its roots in the teachings of Booker 
T. Washington, who said, “ . . . I learned to love la-
bour, not alone for its financial value, but for labour's 
own sake and for the independence and the self-
reliance which the ability to do something which the 
world wants done brings.” He taught us the im-
portance of acquiring practical technical skills . . .  

Our vision has its roots in the work of the 
Honourable Marcus Mosiah Garvey who said, “We are 
the arbiters of our own destiny. God and nature first 
made us what we are, and then out of our own crea-
tive genius we must make ourselves what we want to 
be.”  He taught us that the same powers and institu-
tions that created our mental, physical, economic and 
spiritual degradation would keep us in a state of de-
pendency and never give us the freedom, justice and 
equality that we seek, if, perchance, we blindly follow 
their edicts.  

Our vision has its roots in the work of the Most 
Honourable Elijah Muhammad who said, “Do for self,” 
and taught us how to pool our resources, build our 
own businesses, support our own businesses and 
unite to compete and elevate our condition.  

I call upon each of us to free up from the self-
limiting beliefs and notions that hold us back.  Free up 
from a mindset that seeks only to put roadblocks in 
the path of those seeking to do something positive. 
Free up the rules and regulations that hinder our abil-
ity to compete.  

Bermudians, free up, unite, work, compete 
and prosper as God intended you to prosper.  

We were not meant to impede the success of 
others because of the colour of their skin or where 
they tick their ballot at election time.  

We were not meant to engage in threats and 
intimidation of people because they don’t share our 
points of view or because they seek to compete in a 
free market society.  

We were not meant to pay people different 
wages because of where they come from or their 
gender.  

We were not meant to hate the success and 
achievements of others because we lack the will, vi-
sion and courage that they possess to bring them their 
success.  

We were meant to seek far greater things. We 
are meant to improve ourselves, work with others who 
share our vision, cooperate, grow stronger, compete 
and to win.  

Mr. Speaker, political power is transitory, and 
is not the be-all and end-all to achieve the needs of 
our people. The power to create opportunities for our-
selves and to create jobs for Bermudians is within 
each of us. We begin with a simple belief that I can; a 
belief that begins with releasing ourselves from all that 
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is holding us back and uniting with those who share 
that vision.  

There will always be pain and struggle, obsta-
cles to be overcome, and problems to solve, chal-
lenges to face and barriers to knock down. We can't 
make that go away. Yet a people united will never suf-
fer in pain alone, struggle alone, overcome obstacles 
alone, or solve our problems alone. We must be pre-
pared to become free in a real way, and move forward 
together in a spirit of social cooperation and economic 
competition.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Oppo-
sition Leader. 
 The Chair now recognises the Minister for 
Community and Sport, Minister Wayne Scott. 
 Minister Scott, you have the floor. 
 

DEBATE ON THE THRONE SPEECH 
AND REPLY 

 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I 
will try not to take up too much of your time. I must 
admit I am a bit depressed sitting here after hearing 
just how bad Bermuda is and, you know, the state that 
we are in. And then I kind of had to shake out of it and 
realise that that is just the Bermuda we inherited, Mr. 
Speaker, and we are doing our best to turn that 
around.  

Recovery, reform, renewal—you know moving 
Bermuda forward—this is what our Throne Speech 
represented. You know Mr. Speaker, again because 
of the broken Bermuda that was inherited that I think 
our Opposition Leader was just speaking of. You 
know a lot of the things that went on in Bermuda just 
kind of reminded me of the Captain of the Titanic. He 
did not want to listen; full speed ahead and he forgot 
about the icebergs. You could change that word 
around if you like for more theatrics.  

But the prayer breakfast this morning talked 
about giving our leaders the wisdom to know what 
needs to be done and the courage to actually do it. 
And I think that our Throne Speech, Mr. Speaker, did 
just that with over 40 legislative initiatives. As a matter 
of fact, I think, as the former Government would know, 
the legislative process is a bit burdensome. It takes a 
while to get things through LEDGCO and everything. 
And you know having done an extended session they 
are looking and doing their math of what they have to 
do and I think it was 45, 46 or so, different legislative 
changes, and they are like, Okay, I guess we are go-
ing to have to be here late again this year, because of 
the amount of things that we are actually doing to try 
to turn this country around. 

You know, I love the talk about collaboration 
that our Opposition Leader talked about. I mean go to 

page 1 of the Reply and it is “we have shown that we 
are willing to provide moral support.” You know “In the 
past year, the PLP have shown that we are willing to 
provide the insight of our experience, the wisdom of 
our hard learned lessons . . . ”, and “cooperating”  and 
then stop. Because what we actually then get is talk 
about unbridled power, counterbalancing, and self-
indulgence. 

You know Mr. Speaker, I would say that these 
are the things that we as the One Bermuda Alliance 
are fighting against. These are the things that actually 
took our country from a flourishing economic environ-
ment to one of actual despair for too many of our 
Bermudians.  And it is sad. You know where you con-
trast a lot of the verbiage of collaboration and working 
together with the actions.  

Allow me to stray a little bit, Mr. Speaker. I 
was going to do a Ministerial Statement on the 
CONCACAF sports conference, but one thing that I 
got a good laugh out of . . . and I know I am not going 
to do a good job describing the scenario that you 
talked about. And if you will give me a little bit of lati-
tude, Mr. Speaker, when you were on stage you 
talked about this person who had all of these bright 
plans and visions for plays. And they went to this 
country and as they were picking them up from the 
airport and they are talking about all the things that he 
is going to do and the people are like “Ngowi! Ngowi!” 
and he is like, “Wow! This is going to be great.”  

So, as he was on his way to the hotel and 
talking to the taxi driver and he was talking about 
“When I come I am going to give you all these won-
derful things—the best roads, the best buildings,” and 
you know it’s “Ngowi! Ngowi!” And it’s like, “This is 
going to be an easy one for me.”  

So later on that day as he is going out to sur-
vey this field, this big open space where he is getting 
ready to do some work, and there are some bulls over 
there on the side of the big field. And as he is kind of 
walking along and getting ready to step on the grass 
the guide is like, “Oh, be careful, don’t step in the 
Ngowi!”  

I just kind of look at the contrast. I do not like 
to quote Bob Marley, but it is kind of quoting the Real 
Slim Shady, “Will the real Slim Shady please stand 
up?” 

I do not know where to go because I actually 
would encourage . . . I would love the collaboration. I 
think that that is something that we need to do, but it 
is kind of . . . you cannot do it both ways.  I mean you 
cannot talk about a new direction under new leader-
ship while defending everything old, and talk about 
new policies while the old policies that did not work 
are defended. I mean . . . kind of choose one. It has to 
be one.  

You know, “The Opposition is the first line of 
defense against a Government that seeks to stifle 
voices of criticism…that uses intimidation tactics in an 
effort to create fear in their opponents.” 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am reading from the Reply to 
the Throne Speech, from the Opposition Leader at the 
bottom of page 2. And then as I move over to page 3 
we get “. . . plans that benefit one Bermuda now, while 
everyone else has to wait and hope for the best” “The 
trickle down” . . . it is not coming. 
 I am responsible for the social fabric of this 
country with the department and the Ministry that I am 
responsible for. And it is the policies that we are put-
ting in place that are helping to pull our Bermudians 
out of plans of inaction and lack of strong and pur-
poseful leadership, that we are actually bringing now 
with the One Bermuda Alliance. I think times have 
changed. Because I guess we became complacent, 
we  need bold decisions, and not inconsistent deci-
sions and I think the time for talking one way and do-
ing something else is different and needs to change. 
 Mr. Speaker, that is why our plans . . . as I 
said, we have got over 40 legislative changes that we 
have put forward in our Throne Speech. And I do ap-
plaud the Opposition for supporting a bunch of these. I 
look forward to actually seeing where that goes be-
cause . . . you know, I am sitting here thinking “Ngowi! 
Ngowi!” because I have not seen it in action, Mr. 
Speaker. I hear one thing and I see something else 
and I am tired, man.  

People are tired. The public of Bermuda un-
derstands what we need to do. And my challenge is to 
let us be truly collaborative and let us put the prover-
bial money where the mouth is because, again, you 
cannot move forward, acknowledge mistakes and 
then justify all of those policies and directions and say 
the same thing. 

Just moving forward, I kind of fully agree with 
what the Opposition Leader is saying (I am just quot-
ing here from page 10) “In these times, Bermudians 
who have always worked, always paid their way, and 
have always made their contribution to Bermuda, are 
for the first time forced to turn to Financial Assistance 
to help feed their families and keep a roof over their 
heads. They are not deadbeats, they are not shiftless 
and they are not lazy. They are victims of a global 
economy . . . ” Let us stop right there. They are vic-
tims of a global economy downturn that was between 
2009, 2010, 2008 actually, 2009/10, and has been 
recovered in most places. But I think we are feeling 
the additional burden from bad policies.  

I think that just to continue reading on “that 
has devastated communities . . .” that have “always 
paid their way and now they cannot despite their best 
efforts. We have an obligation to help our fellow Ber-
mudians, and not kick them when they are down.”  

What I would say to our Bermudians is please 
go back and have another read of our Throne Speech 
because we have got your back and we are actually 
taking care of those things. 

I look down in the middle of page 10 “Remov-
ing the requirement that families on Financial Assis-
tance have to sell their car as a condition of eligibility.” 
I am scratching my head . . . huh? That is not a policy 
in my department. I do not know if that was a policy 
that was enacted before. It is not part of the legisla-
tion. So if that was a policy that was enacted before I 
can tell you that it is surely not a condition of eligibility 
for Financial Assistance that you have to sell your car. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: You do not have to sell your 
car as a condition of eligibility. The cost— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of Order and a Point of 
Clarification. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I do not mean to interrupt, 
but I think it is important at that point as a stop gap 
measure. The eligibility is based on having no more . . 
. it is misleading in that statement because eligibility is 
based on a $5,000 cap. If you have anything as an 
asset worth more than $5,000—and I do not think 
there is any car in Bermuda that is worth less than 
$5,000. 
 
The Speaker: No. Mine is. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Well— 
 
The Speaker: Okay, Honourable Member, I appreci-
ate that point. 
 Yes, carry on. Thanks. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, let me clarify 
what is actually required. 
 
The Speaker: Go ahead. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Is that the cost of licensing 
your vehicle is included as part of your income be-
cause certainly . . . that is, I mean if you have the abil-
ity to pay for your car that is income that you have and 
that is recorded—a big difference. But in any event— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: What is the Point of Order? 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: He is wrong. 
 
The Speaker: But then it is not a Point of Order, it is a 
Point of Clarification. And if you are— 
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Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: He is misleading the public, 
because if it is wrong he is misleading. 
 
The Speaker: If he is wrong, you want to make a clar-
ification for what it is? 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Because he is the Minister and he— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, sir. 
 
The Speaker: I would think that he knows what is go-
ing on in the Ministry . . . I would hope. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: And with respect— 
 
The Speaker: If you would please make your point. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you. 
 With respect I was the Minister— 
 
The Speaker: Well you were the Minister, but you are 
not the Minister now so— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, but I can tell you what 
the policy was— 
 
The Speaker: Was . . . yes. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: And, I would assume, still is, 
because there were people that were disqualified be-
cause they had a total asset value of more than 
$5,000. And a significant number was because they 
owned a car. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thanks. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: They were denied financial 
assistance. 
 
The Speaker: I do not know . . . the policy may have 
changed . . . I do not know . . . so you— 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: If the former Minister is refer-
ring to legislative changes that he made I can tell you 
that the cost of someone licensing a vehicle is actually 
included in their income because that is money that 
you have to have.  

But in any event . . . I think that, Mr. Speaker, 
I look forward to collaborating. I will make this com-
mitment on the floor of the House. I do not see my 
Shadow Minister, but as I have made before (which 
has not been taken up yet, I might add) I will make 
this offer: I will gladly work with my Shadow Minister. 
Every Thursday morning at 9:00 am there is a meet-
ing with myself, my Junior Minister, with Members of 

the backbench who are actually looking to work and 
help out in this social area. I have invited my Shadow 
Minister, and that is collaboration. And I will encour-
age other Ministers to do that and I would encourage 
Members to attend.  
 So that kind of raised my eyebrow there.  
 You know, I appreciate as I kind of move over 
to page 11 where I think the Opposition Leader (and I 
quote) [said], “Now that there are no more crumbs to 
fall and the trickle down has trickled away, the time 
has come for us to look into ourselves, to unite, coop-
erate, pool our resources, create our own businesses 
. . . ” Absolutely! A way forward for all people. This is 
what we are doing. This is the One Bermuda Alliance 
mantra. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Absolutely!  

Our Throne Speech, Mr. Speaker, is about re-
covery, reform, renewal, moving Bermuda in the right 
direction. And moving Bermuda in the right direction 
certainly implies that Bermuda was moving in the 
wrong direction. And I think if you ask most of the 
people, especially most of the people that I support in 
my Ministry, they will recognise that. So I am glad that 
we are here. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Well, you know, again, I sup-
port the Opposition Leader, support Minister 
Dunkley’s statements on conscription and having the 
marijuana talk, I think these are things we need to do. 
And on the bottom of page 13, again, I could not have 
said this better: “The needs of our people are great 
and while we strongly oppose the notion that govern-
ment is the answer to all ills, we do believe that the 
government has a powerful role to play in the cultiva-
tion of a strong community spirit.” 
 So you know, again, Mr. Speaker, I think that 
the new leadership is what we with the One Bermuda 
Alliance have put forward in our Throne Speech. As I 
said, Mr. Speaker, even the attorneys that are re-
sponsible for drafting legislation are complaining on 
the amount of work they are going to have to do with 
the amount of changes that we have made in this last 
legislative session and that we are starting to do now. 
And I would just say— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I would just say, for Bermuda 
we are resetting the dial. We are making the neces-
sary changes to a broken system. We are making 
tough decisions.  

Let me digress because again . . . I have . . . 
indulge me please. I must digress, especially as I hear 
the Honourable Member from Southampton over there 
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making a whole lot of noise, and especially when you 
talk about friends and family plan . . . You know let us 
start to really look and see how many contracts were 
actually taken from the Government purse.  

You tell us, Honourable Member. You tell us. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, speak . . . speak 
to the Chair. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: You know, Mr. Speaker, again, 
I would just say that for the people of Bermuda . . . 
again, we are resetting the dial, Mr. Speaker. We are 
making the necessary changes to fix a broken system. 
We are making the tough decisions.  

The One Bermuda Alliance has your back. I 
think that the Speech from the Throne that was read 
by the Governor in our behalf outlined a plan for Ber-
muda that we are continuing on with. And I think that 
you are starting to see the fruits of those changes and 
we are committed. As that prayer breakfast, Mr. 
Speaker, spoke about this morning, the courage to do 
what needs to be done because of the continued help 
of . . . you know, my Lord and Saviour will have the 
wisdom to continue to make those changes. 
 So thank you, Mr. Speaker. That is all I have 
to say today. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Member from constituency 13, Devonshire North Cen-
tral. 
 MP G. A. Blakeney, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker, and good afternoon. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon to you. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I feel privileged to contribute 
a few points during the course of this debate on the 
Throne Speech and the subsequent response. 
 I think, first, I was a bit surprised at the Hon-
ourable Member that just took his seat that he did not 
stay in any way focused on really honing in on a point 
that he was trying to make. It was kind of a little all 
over the place. And it is not a personal criticism. You 
know, we are not all the greatest debaters. I do not 
consider myself even a great debater. I just try to ap-
ply some common sense, look at the reality of situa-
tions based on what I understand, and articulate in 
response to that. 
 The Honourable Member talked about having 
the back of the people of Bermuda. You know, there is 
just such paradox when you are feeling to say the 
right thing and wanting to say the right thing but it just 
does not come out in line with what you have actually 
done. The words you find, but you do not have in the 
recesses of your mind the principle upon which you 

are going to make in establishing your point relative to 
an action. Because if that was the case, when we 
talked about the global economy in our Reply to the 
Throne Speech, it was something that we all under-
stand is a reality. 

And with that, I must commend my Opposition 
Leader on the delivery of the Reply. It was very sub-
stantive, comparatively speaking, to the Throne 
Speech itself. It started out with saying here is where 
we are going to cooperate; here is what we agree 
with. He then went on to point out where there was 
short-sightedness, a lack of real commitment, a lack 
of substantive solutions to some of the challenges we 
had, and then he ended on giving the solution. He 
then pricked the conscience of Bermudians with re-
gard to self-reliance, self-accountability, playing a very 
important and imperative role in being responsible if 
we are going to turn it around. 

No government—this Government today, the 
government tomorrow—is going to turn anything 
around without the buy-in of the people. And right now 
the people do not have the confidence. And you know 
what is really, really interesting . . . I look at the Gov-
ernment, who often sit as if they are on a high horse 
looking down their noses at the Opposition, pointing 
fingers, as if we were the worst ever, when we can 
look around and see the manifestation of commitment 
made in response to the promises made in delivering. 
The infrastructure is there for us to see. Ministers are 
enjoying those offices that were built. Criminals, de-
fenders, and all, are enjoying the infrastructure.  

Geared to income rent for those . . . you talk 
about having the people’s back? Perimeter Lane, But-
terfield Lane—real initiatives that look at the challenge 
that everyday people were faced with, with the high 
costs to live in this country, a country they call their 
home. And we responded in tangible ways. You do 
not hear about that from the lips of the Government of 
the day in saying, Yeah, you know what? You guys 
did do some good things for the country. We have 
never heard any credit at all for anything that we have 
done in a really meaningful way. There has been criti-
cism after criticism after criticism. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Point of clarification, please, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, point of clarification. 
 Thank you. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I just wanted to clarify that 
even from standing from this desk I have personally 
given you credit. We give you credit where you have 
done well. That is incorrect information. 
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The Speaker: Yes, I have heard that, Honourable 
Member. I have heard that—maybe not as much as 
you would like, but I have heard it. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The overwhelming majority 
of comment from the Government of the day has been 
criticism. You could start with corruption, you could 
start with overruns, you could go all over the spectrum 
of the responsibilities that the former Government had 
and they found criticism on every level. Comparatively 
speaking, to the credit that we receive it was 
miniscule. Miniscule. And when we talked in our [Re-
ply to] the Throne Speech about the global economy, 
yes, a serious impact on this country because as a 
result of circumstances beyond our control we were 
subjected to the kinds of business decisions made by 
executives in the interests of meeting their bottom 
lines and correcting some of the misjudgments that 
they made on a global basis.  

So they contracted business and they decided 
to move on economic principles relative to where they 
found themselves based on that decline. It was not 
our fault. Go and google LIBOR and find out what the 
banks in the UK were responsible for in aiding and 
abetting the decline of the global economy. 

So when we talk about the global economy 
having an impact, that is real. If people were made 
redundant, or lost their jobs as a result of executive 
positions made in the corporate global environment, 
those people are not going to look to one of the high-
est cost destinations to enjoy sun and beach or golf in 
what we know is our shoulder season. So the Hon-
ourable Minister of Tourism has a huge challenge.  

Even though the aesthetics and the welcom-
ing arms and invites are great to reach 4 million peo-
ple, it has not worked significantly over the last sever-
al years that we have facilitated the PanAm grants or 
the Grand Slam in Bermuda; not in the numbers that 
we want to fly here. But it does not mean he should 
stop the effort. It does not.  

But the reality is that people with earned in-
come make discerning decisions if they are discerning 
people, and they have priorities—first and foremost to 
take care of their well-being and those they love. So 
they are going to go and down on I-95 to amusement 
parks, or to Florida, before they jump on a flight that 
costs twice as much to get here than it does from the 
East Coast to the West. 

And regardless of the kind of effort made by 
former Tourism Ministers, not the least [of whom] was 
the Honourable Dr. E. F. Brown, in widening the 
reach—Europe, Florida, and other destinations—to 
feed our economy with visitors, it did not always work. 
Even with the best efforts. Because some things we 
do not have control over. We do become victims of 
circumstance which gives us an incredible challenge, 
the brainpower notwithstanding, because no matter 
what your marketing effort, and no matter who you try 
to appeal to as a target, when they look at their real 

circumstance from there comes a measured and in-
formed decision based on what they themselves are 
experiencing at the time.  

As much as they would like to enjoy the wel-
come, their commitment is dictated by their financial 
position. And in this climate it is incredibly difficult. 
And the Minister will attest to it. There are no two 
ways about it. I think everybody in the country under-
stands it. But should we give up? 

Where was the incentive for the hospitality in-
dustry for those of us who are Bermudian who can 
make beds, who can serve food, who can wash 
glasses, who can be good customer service ambas-
sadors for the retail sector of this economy? You are 
going into businesses because of the climate with a 
lack of social conscience notwithstanding that it is 
most important to survive and you have to look at your 
bottom line, but still you have got to find the balance. 
You have got to find the balance.  

But when it comes to being disingenuous 
where there is hot bedding, where there are people 
doing a job for $9.00, which is a $15.00-an-hour job in 
Bermuda—unrealistic. If you take one Bermuda dollar 
and peg it to the American dollar of equal value, less a 
few cents or so, it makes no never-mind to a person 
whose dollar (or whatever currency it is in their coun-
try) that one US dollar is worth 30 times, 40 times, 50 
times, 60 times more. So when you are talking about 
foreign exchange, those people are coming on con-
tract for a limited period of time knowing they are go-
ing back home.  

Do you think, Mr. Speaker, that most of their 
money is going to spent in Bermuda or sent back to 
their original place of domicile and citizenship to ac-
crue some wealth so that when they go back they are 
a little bit better off than when they left? Of course! 
Can we blame them for that? Absolutely not. So when 
the Opposition Leader pricked the conscience of all of 
us in Bermuda, what it will take for the collective effort 
on an individual basis and being responsible and ac-
countable, he was right on point. Right on point. 

But when you look at some of the contradic-
tions . . . we have the Heritage Wharf, which needed 
some repair. Notwithstanding all of the whys and 
wherefores, a decision was made that was against 
Bermudians. We brought in the equipment for (as I 
heard from the Ministerial answer this morning)—
about $2 million worth. To just ship it alone cost al-
most $500,000 . . . $400-and-something-thousand (if 
my memory serves me correct). So Mr. Speaker, we 
did not pay for that with Bermuda dollars; we paid for 
that with American dollars. That is the US currency 
they say they want vested in Bermuda.  

The ironic thing is that the expertise and the 
equipment—every last bit of it—is right here. That 
could have been spread around among a number of 
people with the expertise and the experience to do the 
work—Correia Construction, Island Construction, Mr. 
MacLean who has his business, Mr. David Durham 
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that has equipment—all Bermudian entrepreneurs of 
repute with the expertise, with the resources. So that 
is what our Honourable Leader of the Opposition was 
talking about when he inferred spite or favouritism. 
That is what he was inferring. And do you know what? 
My grandmother used to always say, Not only listen to 
the literal speak, read between the lines. And this, 
outside of the literal context, had a lot to be read be-
tween the lines for all of us. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when the doublespeak is ev-
ident for the average Bermudian he is able to see it 
really quick you know. And that is why, when you say, 
I’ve got your back . . . but you do not consult for the 
closure of an Urgent Care Centre, what is the cost? 
You know, it is like insurance. Nobody wants to pay 
the premium, but they wish they had if they need the 
cover for the care. So you might go 20 years and con-
tribute. Do you know why it is like that? Because the 
many protect the few, because unless there is a fun-
damental disaster, it is never going to be everybody 
needing the cover at the same time. But the insurance 
is assurance knowing that by contributing you are not 
only helping humanity with a humane contribution but 
it is a contribution that you could have to tap into 
yourself at some point in time. So you could go 20 
years and not ever visit a doctor or need health care 
attention, and then one day you get a pain some-
where and then you go to the diagnostic centre and 
get a diagnosis and find out you need that cover. 

With any emergency care centre in the height 
of our tourism season, hypothetically speaking, taking 
it even out of the context of the people in the immedi-
ate community, let us talk about our visitors. Suppose 
we have got a cruise ship that just cannot get out in 
time. Remember [Hurricane] Emily? With all of the 
GPS and everything else that we had it hit us upside 
the head. We never even saw it coming.  

But just suppose a cruise ship is here docked 
at Dockyard and there is some kind of catastrophic 
injury as a result of some natural phenomenon or dis-
aster, and the roads cannot be traversed, but you can 
buy water. So our fast ferries can get 100 guest visi-
tors to the emergency care centre because most 
Bermudians are at the hospital. I mean, you have got 
to think. You have got to think.  

Now, if you are going to go to privatisation, 
and that is your aim and that is your commitment, just 
be honest about it. It is going to be in a report that was 
tabled today that that is the focus or the recommenda-
tion. And I would assume that the Government having 
been given the faith, the mandate, and the confidence 
in the commission would not have wasted the time of 
those people without assuring that when they came 
back with the recommendations there are going to be 
some that are going to be adapted. You have to. You 
have to.  

So the kind of doublespeak, the kind of lack of 
transparency, is manifested when our Honourable 
Leader talked about some examples with the OBA’s 

proposal to do two fundamental things that got the ire 
up of the people of this country so much they turned 
back on it and revoked it. I speak of the proposal to 
increase the licensing of certain classes of vehicles for 
senior citizens. Got your back? Really? 

You know what? We think it would be an ex-
cellent idea to show our sensitivity to the international 
business community and those who have families of 
which some are university college students who 
should be allowed to come back to their families who 
are domiciled, working in Bermuda, most of which 
could afford for those children to not even work a 
summer. But they will come back and compete with 
the Bermuda university college student aspiring to 
equip themselves to come back to their home to pro-
vide some expertise, if not experience (even at an 
entry-level position), and be in competition with a 
group of people that have no real vested proprietary 
interest in their homeland. It is insulting!  

It might be well-meaning, but have a substan-
tive position and an argument of why it makes sense, 
and where the balance would be. Maybe the balance 
would have been look at guaranteeing . . . We know 
from our exit points the number of university students 
that have visas to study elsewhere in the world who 
will be enjoying a summer vacation. And I am antici-
pating that 98 per cent or 90 per cent are returning 
home looking to supplement their parents’ commit-
ment to the tuition by earning some money.  

So, with that, we are going to work with the 
private sector and guarantee that there will be at least 
a number of positions equal to those who we have 
working here that we have intelligence suggesting X 
amount want to come and be able to work. Maybe 
there is that balance. Maybe. But you cannot take 
care of others before recognising the charity that 
should start at home.  

How are you going to do that and be of good 
conscience and face your people and say to them, We 
got your back? 

Mr. Speaker, I mean, it is just common sense. 
It makes people subject to apprehension, suspicion, 
mistrust, because you are saying one thing and doing 
another. People in Bermuda, relatively speaking, have 
a high level of common sense. And one thing that 
amazes me is that, notwithstanding the OBA enjoyed 
victory on December 17th, it was the slimmest margin 
of victory in the history of Bermuda. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The slimmest! In the elec-
tions in Bermuda it was the slimmest margin of victory. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: No, no, no! You never 
thought it was going to happen. You never thought it 
was going to happen. 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Maybe we did not, but you 
certainly never thought. You were caught so blind you 
had to come back during the summer and try to sub-
stantiate that you had some work to do that could 
have been done if you were really prepared. Because 
a lot of the promises you said you would do still have 
not been delivered. Ten months into it you are still 
looking down the road in the rear view mirror—and 
that is what you accused us of! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: But now you are sitting in 
the seat and here we go again, Mr. Speaker, talking 
about a mess. Is that the only narrative in your de-
fence of your lack of performance that you have? That 
one word? We want action not words. The people de-
serve action, and not words. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: And that is not what they are 
getting.  

And then sure . . . because I am hearing every 
day that the OBA is aware and that is why they are 
pandering with other words like “patience” . . . pa-
tience. But how long? How long will you continue to 
look in the rear view mirror and criticise for the short-
comings you say we have?  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Before you take responsibil-
ity and accountability in the seat of power that you 
enjoy for the limited time you will have it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That is the problem. 
You saw it as the seat of power, and look what hap-
pened. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Moving on, Mr. Speaker, with 
regard to vision. And I will just touch on a few things. 

Gaming. We have in the Throne Speech a 
commitment by the first quarter. That is a good thing. 
We want to see where that is going to go, how that is 
going to go. We want to see, really, the nuts and bolts.  

What will be the vision? What will be the 
scope of the education through the information dis-
seminated on what should be considered to make a 
well-informed decision in the context of Bermuda? It is 
not spelled out in there it is just . . . that is just . . .  

The Premier is holding up his Throne Speech. 
I am saying to you that what I am interested in seeing 
is the nuts and bolts. I want to know how deep the 

layers will come off with regard to the process on in-
forming our people. How are they going to approach 
the public relations exercise to remove emotion and 
moral considerations and just look at it from the con-
text of what it means to the country and with that deal 
with the negative and deal with the positive?  

I am waiting because just to have the referen-
dum is one thing; but the process of informing the 
people so that they feel comfortable in making a deci-
sion, a definitive decision based on what they under-
stand and not just emotion based on wherever their 
head is at. Because we are living in a real, real world 
now where we have no choice but to compete global-
ly. 

At one particular time in this country we were 
only really concerned, because the getting was good, 
about what was really going on here. We did not even 
think in the context of how the global economy really 
impacted us. We had no real need to. We had no real 
reason to at that time because we were a people that 
kind of . . . you know sometimes people mistake kind-
ness for weakness. And as a result sometimes the 
guests that we invited to the country took that kind-
ness for weakness.  

We sometimes take things for granted and 
just think, Hey, you know what? Grandma is across 
the street. Aunt is up the road. It is different now. It is 
different. That is why our Honourable Leader spoke to 
empowerment and enablement through job creation. 
A Government cannot create jobs. A Government is 
responsible and accountable to the people in a society 
to facilitate an environment that is conducive to job 
creation by the private sector. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And look at your 
record on that. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Well, I think we have a good 
record in trying. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: It was terrible. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: But again, but again, the 
Honourable Minister of Economic Development says 
the record was terrible. Well, when you look at the 
BEDC [Bermuda Economic Development Corpora-
tion], when you look at the small businesses that we 
helped— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The loss of Bermu-
dian jobs for years. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: —when we looked at what 
we needed to do— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Your record is terri-
ble. 
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Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: —to facilitate, to encourage, 
we moved the small business model to the West End 
and to the East End. So it was not lack of effort. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: True. But it did not 
get anywhere. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: True. Did you say that Hon-
ourable Member Gibbons? True? Right. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes. But it did not 
get anywhere because lots of effort— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: That is what I am saying. 
You cannot have it both ways. You find it so hard to 
give us credit and so easy to criticise. All I am saying 
is just be honest. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: You know, we accept when 
you criticise some of the things that have merit in criti-
cism because different parties have different political 
philosophies, different political ideologies. We all want 
to get to the same destination going different routes, 
depending. But you cannot hide facts. You cannot 
hide the manifestation of what the Government has 
done. 
 For instance, Mr. Speaker, the Dame Lois 
Browne-Evans building is going to be there for anoth-
er 50, 60, 70 years unless there is some major cata-
strophic natural disaster. Well, quantify at that time, 
Mr. Speaker, how much we would have saved by 
housing our own as opposed to paying rent to the pri-
vate sector. At the end of it all, that building is going to 
pay for itself 10 times and more over. But, hey, in the 
here and now, in relative terms, okay, there was some 
kind of an overrun or misjudgment, but our former 
Minister would beg to differ because there were 
change orders. There was also an expansion. At first 
it was going to be just one section, another piece of 
land adjoining it became available so there was a per-
pendicular building done in the end and it impacted 
the cost. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to move on to anoth-
er area because I know my time . . . How much time 
do I have left, Mr. Speaker? If you do not mind, 
please. 
 
The Speaker: You have got 2 minutes and 43 se-
conds. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Two minutes. I will be real 
quick. 

The law with regard to cannabis. I think it is a 
very common-sense approach for low amounts that 
individuals are in possession of, or get caught in pos-
session of . . . to be criminalised for a seed. To be 
criminalised for what is known in the drug culture as a 

roach or paraphernalia such as cigarette papers; to be 
criminalised for that and have the rest of your life con-
trolled with respect to being able to freely travel out-
side of the shores of Bermuda to the United States of 
America is one of the greatest injustices over many 
years that people still suffer from. So the common-
sense approach as a first step toward de-penalising 
the small amounts that a person may have on their 
person is a common-sense approach and something 
that I certainly support.  

The other consideration, of course, is medical 
use of cannabis and what the medical professionals 
will suggest it will help you with. And not everybody 
smokes marijuana. Not everybody ingests marijuana 
or its properties through inhaling. Some people use it 
in tea and by other means. So I think— 
 
The Speaker: You have less than a minute left. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: So I think the medical pro-
fessions would be well positioned to have a look at 
this in consultation with the Government in exploring 
the options that might be available and consider it. 
And God only knows there all kinds of other places 
around the world that have done the same thing, not 
the least of which is Colorado. And they even started 
doing what they should only be allowed to do in 2014 
as soon as the proposition on the ballot was passed.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I just do not like to hear the 
doublespeak. I commend the Opposition Leader for a 
very well written and an excellent delivery of the Reply 
to the Throne Speech, particularly with identifying the 
solutions with a vision that the Bermuda Progressive 
Labour Party has in its commitment to serving the 
people of Bermuda. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. You 
did it right on time. Watch the bell go. Look. 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
The Speaker: Your timing was good. 
 Any other Members that would care to speak? 
 Nobody cares to speak, then we are going to 
go home. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: I was about to put that gavel down, 
came close, came close to an early night. I am telling 
you. You do not know how close you came. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South West], MP Susan 
Jackson. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Good afternoon, Mr. Speak-
er. 
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The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Well, as I reflect on the 
Throne Speech and, to a certain extent, the Reply to 
the Throne Speech, I am going to set my own context 
here today. And I am going to speak on behalf of my-
self as a woman and any other sisters, daughters, 
wives, spouses, partners, who are out in the commu-
nity who are facing the day-to-day trials and tribula-
tions and have to rely on a Throne Speech to move 
forward and to move ahead.  

Having read and studied and prayed over the 
Throne Speech, I found that I can put myself as a 
woman in the recovery mode. I see some recovery, I 
feel some hope. As I walk along the streets of Bermu-
da, I can see in the eyes of the many sisters and 
daughters, wives, mothers, that there is some hope 
out there in our Throne Speech. And I am going to 
paint a story. The story is that there are women in this 
community— 
 
[Gavel]  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: There are women in this 
community who are raising children, they are working 
long hours, they have spouses or partners who are 
struggling with employment, unemployment and under 
employment. They themselves are children of parents 
who are ageing. And oftentimes women, not excluding 
men, but women are there to support their parents as 
they are ageing and the burden of responsibility grows 
and grows. And so in an effort to find solutions to the 
many burdens that we carry on a daily basis we have 
to look to Government for support. 

I would like to say that within the Throne 
Speech I was able to pick out some positive rays of 
hope for support. As a mother, I am grateful to the 
Government of Bermuda for supporting institutions, 
organisations such as the Family Council that can 
give me and my family the advice and the counsel that 
we need in order to build stronger units. I am most, 
most appreciative of the mandatory ID checks for bars 
and nightclubs so that my young people are not out in 
the streets and I am feeling as though there is no pro-
tection for those children to stay away from places 
where they are not allowed to be if under age. 

I support Operation Ceasefire. I see it as a 
programme that will help to keep our young people 
focused on the positive. And I believe that the atten-
tion that is going to be drawn to releasing conscription 
is going to also provide us with another alternative for 
our young people so that they can either become pro-
ductive members the Regiment because that is what 
they would like to do on a voluntary professional basis 
or find other means to have and gain the life skills that 

they need when they are at those impressionable 
teenage and young adult years. 

As a daughter caring for a parent, many of us 
are in situations where we have families that are no 
longer able to live on their own in the family homes. 
And so many daughters are accepting their parents 
into their own homes and that causes some very 
heavy burdens—not only on the family unit itself, but 
also financially. And the Government’s efforts to de-
velop a long-term care plan will certainly assist many 
of the daughters in this community to help to relieve 
the burden and to find the support system to assist 
with our ageing parents. 

As a sister, I know that there are great strug-
gles to continue to develop ourselves, whether it is 
professionally or personally. And I commend the 
women of Bermuda who have come together for the 
community development programmes to find ways to 
prepare themselves for the workplace to take proac-
tive steps to work shadow, to create business plans 
for themselves, and to move ahead and develop in the 
entrepreneurship environment or to prepare them-
selves to join organisations. And I certainly commend 
the Government’s efforts to take a hard look at gender 
policies in Bermuda. Certainly having equitable oppor-
tunities based on gender is something that the women 
of Bermuda can certainly attest to. And given the 
number of women who are presently working in the 
workforce in Bermuda, gender equality is certainly 
something that will bring us much relief and support. 
And just knowing that Government is on our side and 
is considering it is, in itself, hopeful. 

As a wife, partner, mediation before going to 
the courts for co-parenting decisions and orders 
where both parents in a child’s life is the most im-
portant and predominant objective in the courts when 
mediating, [and this] is certainly something that I look 
forward to and find a very helpful and positive move in 
the courts. 

So, all in all, I have done what I can to take a 
look at the Throne Speech and address issues that 
are dear to a woman’s heart, things that will be sup-
portive. And I look forward to supporting and assisting 
in any way that I can to bring about the fruition of the-
se most positive programmes and initiatives. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable 
Member Jackson. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, constituency 33, MP T. 
E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as always it is a pleasure to be 
able to stand and participate in the debate in this 
House. 
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As I listened to the Throne Speech last week, 
what went through my mind was an old Clint East-
wood movie, The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly. There 
is a lot of good in the Throne Speech. There is some 
bad, and there were some things that were downright 
ugly. I want to address two categories—I am going to 
divide it into good and bad. I will not identify the ugly, 
but I think you probably found some ugly things your-
self so there is no need for me to go there. But there 
was some good. There is a lot of good. 

In starting off, though, this Government, alt-
hough it is trying—I am going to give them credit—to 
do what is good for the people, [it] continues to be-
lieve, a la Ronald Reagan, that it is trickle down; it is 
go to the business, make sure business works, and 
eventually the people will benefit. But is that even 
working?  

A few days ago the Minister of Finance gave 
us a mid-year review. I was surprised at all the posi-
tive comments that came back. Well, I looked at a 
couple of things . . . if you will allow me, Mr. Speaker? 

 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Revenues— 
 
The Speaker: Tell me what you are looking at. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: This is the Ministry of Finance’s 
Mid-year Economic Review summary. It quotes “Rev-
enues for the six months ending September 2013 are 
$436.8 million, this is $7.6 million up over last year.” 
That is what we want to hear. That is good. However, 
it goes on to say, “Current expenditures, excluding, 
debt service for the same period are $487.8 million, 
which is $10.9 million higher than the same period last 
fiscal year” and I am scratching my head. The reve-
nue is up $7 million, the expenditures are up $10 mil-
lion—boy! Boy, do we need SAGE. Boy, do we need 
SAGE.  

The Government has come in with a business 
approach. It knows how to handle business and the 
PLP—those guys knew nothing. They messed it all 
up, dah, dah, dah, dah . . . And the spending is up $10 
million over last year. Oh, I cannot figure that one out. 
It is a little tricky isn’t it, Mr. Speaker? It is a little tricky. 
That the experts now in charge are performing worse 
than the amateurs from last year—that is tricky. 
 However, however, however, I am not going 
to close the book on it. Instead, I am going to say we 
got the SAGE Report today; we are all going to study 
it. We are going to work very hard on it. We are going 
to come back here and have a good debate, and we 
are going to encourage the Government to take on 
with both hands those things that can really help turn 
the country around.  

We are going to invite the Government to file 
the things that are not particularly helpful. As an ex-
ample, for instance, I said at the start why is SAGE 

looking at (what is the word?) privatisation? Why 
would you look at privatisation now when you are 
dealing with immediacy—things we have got to do 
right now. And privatisation cannot come onto the ta-
ble until the country is recovered.  

What are you going to privatise for? What 
would you privatise? And so we will fuss this thing out, 
but I believe that when we are finished with it SAGE 
will be of benefit to the people of Bermuda. And I be-
lieve it because the 36 good heads up here will make 
sure that we end up in that position. That is our re-
sponsibility. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the reports we have heard 
recently there have been starts of international busi-
ness growth. I am pleased to see that. One of the 
things that happened in the last few years was the 
Government got this idea that they were responsible 
for job creation and they were responsible for going 
out and getting all these international companies in. 
And I sat there and I scratched my head. I tried to fig-
ure out where this was coming from because you 
know and I know it is a nonsense.  

I was talking to John Swan this morning and I 
said to him, Do you remember, John, back in the day 
when you were running the country and I was sitting 
across the way at Deloitte’s BIBA [Bermuda Interna-
tional Business Association] used to go to Govern-
ment and say, We need these legislative changes. 
Help us get them done. Other than that, stay out of 
the way. And Government said, Well, do you want a 
cheque? And he would say, No, no, no, no, no. We 
don’t want your money. We do not want to be tied to 
you in that way. That is the way it used to work.  

BIBA went across the ocean, all over the 
world, and brought business into Bermuda. And when 
they needed a Minister they would phone up and say, 
Listen, Minister of Finance, can you put this in your 
diary? Can you come with us? Minister of Finance 
went along, made a speech, shook hands, did all of 
that and the business community worked to bring the 
business in. I am going to encourage the Government 
to get back to that. Work with the business communi-
ty, but do not lead. You do not have the lead this; it is 
the business community. Self-interest is the best in-
terest—always. It always was; it always will be.  

Okay, that is where I wanted to start just on 
the framework, Mr. Speaker. 
 When I looked at this paper, I got excited 
about the Energy policy. My God, you know, when 
Premier Dr. Brown saw fit to invite me to take on that 
role in 2007 as Energy Minister, I was excited. We 
worked extremely hard, as you know, and brought a 
White Paper here and . . . you know what the test is 
for something like that? The response of BEST [Ber-
muda Environmental and Sustainability Taskforce]. 
What did Stuart Hayward say about this? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, you know it is true, but 
Stuart Hayward only praised it. Go back and look in 
the books. He said, Well, we are on the right track. 
We have done the work. We have got it done and 
then somehow it just meandered and went nowhere. I 
cannot explain it. Five years later we are still in the 
starting blocks.  

If the policies recommended here in this 
Throne Speech come to pass, we will move forward. 
And I am going to encourage the Government to start 
with work on Government buildings. We had a plan 
some years ago to put solar panels on the roofs at 
CedarBridge Academy. I believe CedarBridge spends 
over $75,000 a year. Minister, am I right?  

More than that?  
The Minister is telling me even more. It was 

$75,000 back then—it is a lot of money!  
Put the panels on CedarBridge. Let’s have a 

go. Actually, I think Berkeley has bigger roofs than 
CedarBridge. Am I right? Probably. Put them on 
Berkeley as well. Let us have a go and let’s see where 
we end up. This is where we need to go. And if Gov-
ernment does it and leads, others will follow.  

Instead what has happened is the private sec-
tor has led. My friend, Mr. [Tim] Madeiros, has been 
out there at Lindo’s and at Gorham’s and at places 
like this— 
 
An Hon. Member: But they don’t get credit for it. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, man, my colleague here 
said, But they don’t get credit. That transfer agree-
ment with BELCO must be done. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: It is called an inter-
connection agreement. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The inter-connection agree-
ment. BELCO must become the friend of the people, 
because they have certainly blocked themselves in as 
the enemy. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: They certainly have. I mean, we 
have had all this time to have an agreement. And 
when I was the Minister my staff was saying, BELCO 
is the enemy. And I kept saying, No, they are not. We 
will work with them and we will get what we want. And 
I always said that because in the end the Minister 
holds all the power, so he will get what we want. But 
BELCO was not cooperative then, and I do not believe 
they are cooperative now. So rather than pussyfoot 
around . . . Oh-oh, did I say that? So rather than— 
 
The Speaker: Withdraw that remark, Member. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I will happily withdraw that. Ra-
ther than fooling around with them, we need— 

 
The Speaker: I cannot believe that came from you. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: We need to be serious on this 
one. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I look at the Throne 
Speech, I see other revenue initiatives—the growth of 
the Shipping Register and the Maritime Administration 
Register, the work that is going to be done in the sat-
ellite area. These are all good. These are all good. We 
have some challenges, but we also have bright people 
in these areas that can see us through. And so we are 
sort of running in circles saying, Oh, my gracious, 
where is the revenue going to come from? Where is it 
going to come from? These are examples of where 
the revenue can come from. And it will come if we 
progress the ideas in the right way. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was very excited this week. As 
you know yesterday was the opening of The Depart-
ment of Workforce Development—a good thing. This 
is something that we worked on for over many years. 
On Wednesday I was fortunate enough to have a soft 
skills workshop up at the lodge in my constituency. I 
had a request for something like this back in Septem-
ber from some of my constituents. I talked to Minister 
Fahy—actually just out here in the kitchen. We had a 
conversation that lasted only about two minutes. That 
is all it took for him to say, Yes, let’s do it. I then went 
and talked to George Outerbridge and then to his staff 
and off we went. And we had the right result.  

I have encouraged other Members to do the 
road show—take them on the road—they have a 
brand new building but they are not afraid to come out 
to where the people are because lots of times the 
people will not come. They just want to hang around 
their street. We went out, we did the programme, and 
we had 16 people who participated. In the end, many 
of them said, I really got something out of this. I didn’t 
know I should be doing this. I didn’t know I should be 
approaching it this way. And so the Workforce Devel-
opment team is going to be doing a wonderful job for 
us—a crucial job. 
 I was trying to think of what it is that we really 
need to do to get our young people going, to get them 
in this workforce. I scribbled down some notes and I 
was thinking, Well, we need basic and career skills 
assessments. Workforce Development does that. We 
need resources and guidance help to help them attain 
their education and career goals. Workforce Devel-
opment can do that. We need to have job shadowing 
and internships and training—that is part of their man-
date.  

One of the key things that we need, though, 
that we do not have enough of in Bermuda, is more 
adult mentoring. Adults have to step up, take young 
people under their wings. That is how it was in the old 
days. You know, my father and his generation . . . 
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there were the lucky few who went to Berkeley or 
Sandys Secondary. My father left West End. He never 
told me anything about his time at Sandys. He left 
West End. And that is what a lot of Somerset people 
did, a lot of people across the Island—they went to 
work, and some older person with skills and experi-
ence took them under their wing, sorted them out (in 
every respect, sorted them out), and got them along. 
We still need to do that. Mr. Speaker, the Department 
of Workforce Development (as I have said) has a cru-
cial role to play in where we are going. 

I was excited again to see a National Sports 
Policy. We are going to do some serious work there. 
What do we need? Well, we certainly need funding. 
You always need money. But not just to throw it up 
against the wall, but for serious things such as player 
development, proper coaching, long-term strategic 
planning—this is something that just about all of the 
sports need—some proper long-term planning.  

In the immediate term we need to find a gym 
for the boxers. Let us get them a gym, give them a 
place. We cannot have Ms. Perozzi being a world 
champion with nowhere to box. We cannot have the 
younger boxers coming through because we have got 
a couple of—Mr. Bascome, good looking little fellow, 
he is going to do well—but let us give these what they 
need. He is your nephew, Kenny? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay, all right, cousin. Take 
credit, you can claim him. It is all right. If he was my 
cousin, I would make sure everybody knew. There is 
nothing wrong with that. 

But we have to do this, Mr. Speaker. And so 
seeing the intent to develop a sports policy is great. 
 When I heard the Governor mention while 
reading the Speech that we would have a plan to get 
better control of invasive species, again, I was excit-
ed. We have 23 of the top 100 dangers existing here 
in the country. It is just too much. And Mexican Pep-
pers is one that has just run afoul all over the country. 
We need to really put some energy behind it. Obvi-
ously, it needs money, but again if we could get a 
programme going for volunteerism . . . if you want vol-
unteers, this is the area where we could volunteer be-
cause the invasive species are all over the place and 
if the 36 of us donated every Saturday for the next two 
years we would make a tiny little dent.  

So we really need people to get involved. And 
you cannot pay for it, you need volunteers. And so I 
support this sort of effort. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am excited about the mediation 
in the Child Care Act. Our children are precious re-
sources. And for them to be caught in the fight be-
tween mother and father is just sad. And we really 
have to make it stop. It is—the Member on the other 
side said it is tragic. It is. It is tragic. And so stepping 
up there is a good thing. The idea of bringing people 

together and getting voluntary parental agreements 
that they can take to court so the judge is not in the 
position of the judge in David’s time who had to chop 
the baby in half, but instead can verify the agreement 
that the parties have reached is such an improvement. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have heard mention of alterna-
tives to prison for non-paying fathers. This has been a 
struggle for years. If the Government can come up 
with an effective answer, everyone is going to benefit. 
One thing though that I always wondered about was 
[when] we talked about taking away passports and not 
letting people who owed money travel. And it seems 
to me it would be a simple thing to do but we never 
moved on it. Maybe the time has come to move in that 
direction as well. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, all of these are positive 
things. I feel very, very good about them. However, 
there is another side. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I heard the Governor 
(starting on page 2 when you read through the book) 
saying that Government had taken the food cost crisis 
seriously and had talked to the merchants and had 
come up with a 10 per cent plan, I almost fell off my 
seat. So what rubbish is this? What rubbish is this—
10 per cent plan!  

Listen, listen, listen, listen, listen. We are go-
ing to be giving . . . Not we, because I am not doing it. 
They are going to be giving 10 per cent off on every 
Wednesday for cash sales only. Where is Minister of 
Culture and Sport? He is not here. What about his 
people? People . . . Look, who do you want to help 
first? You want to help people on financial assistance 
first. Yes, am I right? You want to help them first. This 
plan only applies to cash sales. So when the people 
on financial assistance walk in and hold up their cash 
card, their food card, it does not apply to them. What 
foolishness is this? It makes no sense. It makes no 
sense. 
 Okay. The Government heralded this as a 
great success for the people of Bermuda—we are 
working on your behalf. And I scratch my head and I 
say, You know what? I am very disappointed. People 
are struggling with a lot of afflictions, Mr. Speaker, and 
food costs are one of the major afflictions that they are 
struggling with.  Back in 1972, it was put in place by 
[former Prime Minister Pierre] Trudeau and was one 
of the things that led to his ultimate failure—not a 
good move. 

So I do not believe in full-blown wage and 
price controls, and I do not believe it would have any 
success in an economy like ours where most of our 
goods are imported. So, how can you have wage and 
price controls when everything is imported? The only 
thing you can control is what is being controlled now, 
which is wages. You cannot control the prices. So 
everybody’s wage gets stuck, and the prices keep 
going up. So let us not go down that path. 

However, a limited form can be helpful to all of 
us. Now, here is what I believe should happen, Mr. 
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Speaker. Rather than a 10 per cent discount being 
praised, the Government, which as we have seen, 
likes committees . . . I have never seen more impor-
tant committees than under this Government. ABC—
and you know, some of those names, I cannot even 
figure out what they are anymore. Once they started 
the initials of that, I am lost. I do not know who I 
should be talking to. So they love committees. 

Well, set up a Price Control Board that should 
first determine a basket of essential food products. 
Well, what could they be? Let me give you an exam-
ple, Mr. Speaker. We could have bread, milk, fruit, 
vegetables, ground beef, rice, pasta, school snacks, 
school supplies, cereal. That is your essential basket. 
We put that there. Then, once this basket has been 
determined, we could reach an agreement with all 
food merchants, fixing the price of all such products 
for a period such as three months. 

Now, having done that, the price will be fixed 
in every outlet in the country—every outlet. So, wher-
ever you go, this is the price of a loaf of bread. It does 
not matter where you go, Mr. Speaker. Wherever you 
go, this is the price of a loaf of bread. Okay. 

Now, consumers would know the price of the 
item as it is going to be fixed for the next three 
months. As the quarter end approaches, the Price 
Control Board and the food merchants would meet to 
negotiate the price for the next quarter. So, every 
quarter you change the price in reflection of how the 
prices are going. You are not going to be unfair to the 
merchants and put a price down and leave it there for 
the next two years. That is not fair. That is not right. 
Prices are rising. So, you have to change it every 
quarter. But then you fix it. Because people’s wages 
are only going up once a year, if they are lucky; some 
people are having 10 per cent cuts and 5 per cent 
cuts as their annual increase. Right?  

So, to me, this would be more beneficial to 
consumers than a Wednesday 10 per cent off for cash 
only. I am strongly recommending, Mr. Speaker—I am 
strongly recommending—that the Government set up 
the board and empower them to get on with this 
measure as soon as possible. And let us tell the mer-
chants that they can forget about the 10 per cent. 
They do not need it. 

Now, for those of you who think I am wasting 
your time telling you this (all two of you, I guess, be-
cause there cannot be more than two), let me go on to 
why 10 per cent is not so great. I am a mathematician; 
you know that, a counter. An item that costs $5 today 
and gives me 5 per cent off costs me $4.75, 25 cents 
off. A month from now, with the price having shot up 
to $5.50, now getting 10 per cent off, I get 55 cents off 
and it costs me $4.95—20 cents more. Hmmm! So, 10 
per cent off costs me 20 cents more than 5 per cent 
off costs right now. Do you see the problem? The 
price is still moving. 

We have to fix the price. Fix the price for a 
reasonable period of time. We do not want to bankrupt 
the merchants. 

Oh, oh, oh! And let us not forget this: The 
price is fixed every day for the 90 days. It is not 10 per 
cent on Wednesday and back up the other six days of 
the week. That is what I think is a reasonable way to 
approach this. I am seriously recommending that the 
Government do it. 

Mr. Speaker, the Government has said— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That 8 per cent is an error. 
There is another piece of paper that says 10, yes. 
Give them credit. Give them credit. They twisted 
somebody’s arm and moved it from 8 to 10. And they 
said, Aren’t we great? No, they are not great at all. 
 Mr. Speaker, for a second time now, we have 
heard about property market improvements. So, I am 
a realtor. The changes that are being made help the 
top end of the market. They help people coming in 
from overseas. And, yes, it will bring some money into 
the country and all of that. But, Mr. Speaker, what 
about us? What about the people who live here, the 
bread-and-butter people of Bermuda? When is the 
Government going to help them? When are we going 
to do something about their stress? 
 People are losing their homes. And the only 
reason you do not see auctions and fire sales all over 
the country is because the bank will not give anybody 
money to buy them! So what is the point of having an 
auction if nobody can buy? So that is even worse for 
the guy who is now under water and says, My gra-
cious! I cannot carry this weight anymore! He is told 
he is being foreclosed. He is told he is in serious trou-
ble. But he has still got the house! It is not like the 
States, where people jump up and walk away—walk 
away! People in Bermuda have to stay and suffer! 
 Mr. Speaker, it is time for this Government to 
sit down in earnest discussions with the banks to en-
sure that Bermudians have access to capital to just 
buy and sell houses. Just do that. Just let us do that. 
And I am not saying it because I am a realtor. I am 
saying it because Bermudians are in trouble in the 
property markets. And it is crazy that people who 
could buy cannot buy. It has to stop. 
 So, if the Government can come to us not 
once, but twice, and tell us how they are going to fix 
the market for the foreign people,[then]  do something 
for us! Do something for the people of Bermuda! That 
is not asking too much, because they are the ones 
that voted you in! Nobody overseas voted you in of-
fice; the Bermudians voted you in. So, do something 
for them. 
 Mr. Speaker, sitting and listening to this 
Throne Speech is a funny thing. You drift in and out. 
One minute you are listening, next thing you are think-
ing about, are your clothes still at the dry cleaners? 
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And, you know, you just drift in and out. It never hap-
pens to you? 
 
An Hon. Member: No! 
 
An Hon. Member: Say it ain’t so. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: It happens to me every year. 
For years and years, 19 years of it. 
 So you drift back in, and you hear the Gov-
ernment say, “the Office of Contractor General.” And 
your head snaps back again, and you say, Are you 
serious? In a country this size we are going to go and 
get a Contractor General? We are going to tie up all 
that money and staffing when we are trying to save 
money, reduce the payroll of Government? What are 
we talking about? Why are we going to do this? 
 The process gets slowed up. Listen. Contrac-
tor General is actually an action in certain countries 
that also make the list of most-corrupt countries in the 
world. It is an attempt to try and stop the corruption. In 
Bermuda, we do not believe we are there. And I 
know—I know—the OBA Government is not corrupt. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Why are people laughing? I 
know the OBA Government is not corrupt. So why are 
they doing this? Why are we going to waste good 
money going down this path? 
 And then, Mr. Speaker, drifting in and out, I 
assumed that the Office of Contractor General was 
replacing that other numbskull idea that somebody 
else put in a couple of years ago called the Office of 
Project Management. And then I hear, no! They are 
continuing, and we are going to have another role! 
Why? Get out of here! Stop it! Stop it! It is time, really, 
to get rid of the Office of Project Management and not 
move to this second one.  

Let us all pretend that every politician in this 
country and every Minister is decent, honest and 
abides by the law. Let us start there. And if we start 
there and we believe our civil servants can live up to 
that standard, then we do not have to do all of this 
nonsense. Okay? So let us not waste the people’s 
money. Money is tight. Let us not waste it on stuff that 
basic decency and honesty takes off the table. Let us 
not go there. 
 Mr. Speaker, the last two things I want to talk 
about are the ID licensing regime . . . again, a good 
idea, makes a lot of sense. But, you know, I am going 
to invite the Minister to take a closer look at what he 
intends to do as opposed to what I heard in the 
Throne Speech. What I think I heard in the Throne 
Speech dealt with bars and nightclubs. But according 
to CADA [ Council on Alcohol & Drug Abuse], there 
are some 663 licences in total in Bermuda, but the 
bars and nightclubs only represent 12 per cent, some 
70 establishments. Restaurants make up another 16 

per cent, or 100 establishments. That means the ma-
jority of the licences are occasional licences, and they 
make up 60 per cent of the licences. This regime does 
not affect them. 
 Another concern, of course, is that, and eve-
rybody who goes out nights knows, the restaurants 
after a certain hour turn into nightclubs. However, they 
are still licensed as restaurants. What we really need 
is a hybrid type of licence that allows them to do ex-
actly what they are doing, to be restaurants as many 
hours of the day as they like and then to be nightclubs 
when they are nightclubs, and fall under the licensing 
regime of nightclubs. 
 If you listen, you have probably heard some of 
the restaurant people saying, Oh, this will not affect us 
because we have been doing this all along. Yes, as 
restaurateurs they were not required; and they will not 
be required tomorrow. And so I am going again to en-
courage the Minister that, before he brings the legisla-
tion here, he looks at the whole regime and tries to 
make sure that we are covering everybody and not 
just (what is it?) 70 or so outfits instead of the whole 
600 outfits. If we can do that, we will be in good 
shape. We do need this, and we should support it. 
 The last thing I want to talk about, Mr. 
Speaker, is the change on Sundays with the alcohol. I 
have been assured by the Premier himself—come 
over here right now, the Premier himself; cannot get 
any better than that—that it is not a quid pro quo. We 
have not done it in exchange for the 10 per cent. We 
have not done it. 
 Okay. Well, I am glad we did not, because it is 
a bad deal to do that for the 10 per cent. We should 
have done something better. So, it is not for the 10 
per cent. So then I said, Well, what is it for? Because 
it was supposedly being put in because of the de-
mand! Well, you know, when people demand things, 
they get up, they strike, they make noise, they wave 
placards, they send you letters. You know, we are 
sitting up here, sometimes we find letters on our 
seats, all that sort of thing. 
 Anybody here heard the demand? Anybody 
here heard it? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Who? Kenny heard it. He is on 
the other side. Okay, one person. Nobody else has 
heard it! And so, I am confused about where this is 
coming from. And, oh yes, they said it was because of 
the tourists. Letting the tourists go to the grocery 
store— 
 
The Speaker: You have just a minute left, Member. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. I will wrap up in a minute. 
 In fact, let me say one sentence and go from 
there. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe a tourist knows 
where a grocery store in Bermuda is. That is the end 
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of that. Do not tell me the tourists are going to go to 
the grocery stores on Sundays so they can buy liquor 
there. They do not even know where they are. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, let me end here. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: It is true! It is true! 
 
The Speaker: You have only got a minute left now. 
Finish up. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: They are trying to use up my 
minute. 
 As we finish, Mr. Speaker, I am going to en-
courage the Government to focus a little harder on the 
benefits of Government to the people. That is what 
Government’s responsibility is—to provide for the 
people. I respect the intent of building the country 
back through the business community. But let them go 
out and do their thing. Pass the rules; pass the laws 
they need. But Government needs to focus more on 
ensuring success. The workforce development that I 
praised a little while ago, Mr. Speaker, that is the idea, 
workers financial assistance, will make it happen. 
 
The Speaker: Member. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Economic Development, Minister Dr. 
Grant Gibbons. You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I actually had not intended to get 
up this early, but I have been invited to do so. In fact, 
the Honourable Member who just spoke got me 
started to think about a couple of additional issues 
that probably need to be addressed. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to say that listening to the 
Reply, which one of my colleagues noted was pretty 
much a cut-and-paste of the Reply that we saw back 
in February, for all respects, was a very depressing 
listen, I guess would be the best way to put it. It was 
cynical, it was words, it was a lot of stuff about how 
we need to have a vision going forward, and the rest 
of it. 
 I contrast that with a Throne Speech which, 
from my perspective, was full of action. It was full of 
substance. It was full of hope, in many respects. And 
there was a lot of stuff in there. 
 You know, I think that there is a certain 
amount of truth in what the Opposition Leader said, 
that “the Opposition has its say and the Government 

has its way.” And frankly, there was a lot of say in 
what we just heard probably an hour or so ago. But I 
have to say that I really did not get a sense that there 
was much there which gave me much hope because 
a lot of it was more of the same. 
 I guess I would like to start with a couple of 
points, which will get me going in some of the things 
that we would like to do and have talked about in our 
Throne Speech. But on page 4 of the Opposition’s 
Reply, there is a phrase which says . . . it is talking 
about the Tennyson quote, and once again, I always 
find in the PLP’s documents there are a lot of quotes 
from older historical figures. And I am not sure 
whether that is supposed to give it more depth or sub-
stance. 

But anyway, the crux of it says that “The twin 
pillars of our economy through global conditions, a 
changing global market, and our collective lack of 
foresight and vision, have become stagnant, and no 
longer yield the bountiful harvest that it used to yield.” 
(This is the Reply.) It says, “We could, as some sug-
gest, continue to do as we have done for decades and 
watch our crops shrink, wither, and die, or we can 
face reality.” It goes on to say, “The reality is that the 
international business model has changed, demand-
ing fewer and more highly skilled staff. The days of 
thousands of actuaries, accountants, and executives 
flooding our shores, renting our apartments, buying 
our products, and riding in our cabs, is unlikely to re-
turn and certainly not in the numbers we experienced 
during [the] boom years.” 

I think this is symptomatic of the situation that 
we have inherited. And that was, there was a sense of 
complacency in the former Government that it really 
did not matter what we did. International business 
would continue to come. There was some sort of tax 
advantage here. We were wonderful people. Bermuda 
was competitive, and things would continue to roll on. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, this 
phrase, the sentence from the Reply, indicates exactly 
that. There was a stagnancy there in Bermuda, and 
that is exactly one of the things that we are trying to 
change right now. We do need to be more competi-
tive. We inherited a situation which basically reflected 
complacency, a sense that the business would always 
come. And I think all of us now clearly understand that 
that was simply not the case. 

There is another phrase here which I find 
wonderful. It is on page 10 (top of page 10, second 
paragraph). Basically, it goes on to say, “In these 
times, Bermudians who have always worked, always 
paid their way, and have always made their contribu-
tion to Bermuda, are for the first time forced to turn to 
Financial Assistance to help feed their families and 
keep a roof over their heads. They are not deadbeats, 
they are not shiftless and they are not lazy. They are 
victims of a global economy that has devastated 
communities across the globe.” 
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Interesting comment, Mr. Speaker. Yes, there 
has been certainly a global economic situation. But 
the interesting fact is that most other economies have 
now recovered. In fact, some have been recovered for 
a number of years now. Growth is not large, but there 
is still growth. What this country faced up until 2012—
and we may actually see some of it in 2013—was four 
years of economic decline. There are very few other 
countries—and even Greece, I think, is coming out 
now—that saw that kind of economic decline. 

So it is not just a question of what was going 
on in the world economy. It was very much a question 
of some of the policies and programs that the former 
Government put into place. And when you start to look 
at it, what you’re really saying here, or what we really 
should be saying here is that Bermudians are victims 
of many of these PLP policies. And I am thinking of 
term limits, and I am thinking of work permit policies 
that basically were moving jobs that Bermudians held, 
and some non-Bermudians, moving those jobs out of 
here because we no longer were competitive. We 
were no longer attractive as a place to do business. 

I got a very clear indication of that back in 
May. I was asked to speak about some of the immi-
gration changes to a group of some 10 to 12 HR di-
rectors of some of the larger physical-presence com-
panies here. Now, many of these physical-presence 
companies—and a lot of them were insurers—
basically are all over the world. They have incredible 
geographic distribution. They can be in 50 to 100 dif-
ferent countries around the world. 

And what I was hearing from these HR direc-
tors . . . I think of the 10 to 12 that were at that meet-
ing, probably about 8 of them were not even based in 
Bermuda. What I was hearing was that Bermuda was 
not even on the radar screen for placement of new 
jobs here. We were considered to be difficult, a juris-
diction that made it incredibly hard for their companies 
to actually get people in position here, made it difficult 
to do hiring. And as a consequence, what happened 
was, Bermuda was simply taken off their radar screen. 
They put jobs in other places. 

And that is one of the things that, effectively, 
this Government has tried to do in terms of its recov-
ery, reform and renewal, laying the foundations for a 
platform which will allow us to start to rebuild some of 
those jobs and opportunities. 

It is very clear, Mr. Speaker, that when you 
actually look at the statistics on job numbers . . . and I 
am going to focus a little bit on international business, 
and I make no apology for that, because myself and 
the Honourable Member, the Minister of Finance, are 
responsible for international business as far as Gov-
ernment is concerned. But when you actually look at 
some of the issues we were dealing with there, what 
you found was that, clearly, there was a movement 
away from Bermuda. 

There was an interesting column this morning 
in the Gazette, and it talked about a “reality check.” 

The reality check, Mr. Speaker, at the end of 2012 
was very simple. There were over 2,000 jobs filled by 
Bermudians that had been lost in the period from 
2008 to 2012. There were nearly 3,000 non-
Bermudian filled positions which had been lost. When 
you take that all together, those 5,000 jobs between 
2008 and 2012, and you look at the average salary, 
which is about $60,000 right across the board, what 
that means in practice, Mr. Speaker, is this economy 
lost on an annual basis almost $300 million in salaries 
which were being spent on everything from housing to 
food to services, restaurants, you know, schooling, all 
kinds of issues. 

So, the reality check here is that we were 
starting out with a very, very difficult situation. And a 
lot of this was not so much a question of what was 
going on in the broader world. Yes, that has an im-
pact, Mr. Speaker. Yes, that is important. Yes, we 
have to understand what is going on in other places. 
But it was that we were victims of our own policies 
over the last 10 to 15 years. 

The issue there is that it comes down to this 
issue of stagnancy. It comes down to this compla-
cency. You cannot—you cannot—assume that just 
because you think you are doing a good job or you 
think that your policies are working, that they are. And 
in some respects, the comment is quite right. The in-
ternational business model has changed. The interna-
tional business model has been changing almost 
every year. 

One of the reasons that we were so keen (and 
I spoke [about this] earlier on the congrats and obits) 
about this forum on insurance-linked securities is be-
cause insurance is changing to a large degree here. 
Insurance-linked securities, which Bermuda is now a 
leader in, is an important new development. It does 
mean that you do not have quite as many jobs here, 
and I think everybody understands that. But it is one 
of those things where, if you do not have it here and 
you do not have that kind of leadership and growth, it 
means that other jurisdictions (and jurisdictions like 
the Caymans) are going to get a lot of that business. 

So, part of our challenge here is basically to 
do two things. And this is part of the OBA plan for 
economic development. The first part of it is you have 
got to make sure that your existing customers, the 
existing companies that are here, whether they be 
funds, whether they be insurance, whether they be 
captives, whatever they may be, are comfortable and 
happy. And one of the things that was obviously really 
clear to us when we first came in was that term limits 
were job killers in terms of actually having these com-
panies place jobs here. 

The simple math on it , and you can look at 
the statistics, is that for every one non-Bermudian that 
is working in the international business sector, there 
are two Bermudians that are hired. So, every time a 
non-Bermudian job was lost, the propensity was to 
lose two Bermudian jobs. And that is exactly what we 
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have seen over the last few years. There were some 
900 jobs lost in international business between 2008 
and 2012. 

So, I think one of the issues that needs to be 
gotten across, as well, is that we were clearly headed 
downhill. And when that election came in 2012, we 
were headed downhill.  

This Government—and they get tired of hear-
ing “the mess”—this Government has inherited a dete-
riorating situation. One of the things that we have had 
to do in the first few months is start to, as it were, re-
form and renew, to put in a platform for growth going 
forward. But it was not as though all the deterioration 
stopped in December of 2012. Clearly, we are looking 
at the possibility of negative GDP growth here. When 
you look at it in constant-dollar terms, that negative 
growth at the end of 2012 for the 2012 year was al-
most minus 4.9 per cent. That is a fairly significant 
drop. So that is one of the issues that this Govern-
ment has had to face, which is starting to arrest that 
drop. 

So, what are we actually doing to address this 
issue? And why do we talk so much about interna-
tional business? The fact of the matter is, when you 
are going to address a problem like economic recov-
ery you have to understand where you are going to 
get the greatest impact. And the people have heard 
these numbers before. But when you look at our over-
all sum of business and goods and services that is 
done in this country, which is basically a measure de-
fined by GDP, what you find is that one-quarter of our 
entire GDP, that is the economic activity that goes on 
here, is international business by itself. 

When you add in what is referred to as finan-
cial intermediation, which is banking and some of the 
investment stuff, that is another 14 per cent. When 
you add in what is referred to in the GDP tables as 
business activities, which is accounting, legal and 
computer services, that is another 8 per cent. You are 
looking at almost 50 per cent of your gross domestic 
product which comes from international business and 
international business-related areas. 

Just by contrast, when you look at tourism, 
which is hotels and hospitality, that is about basically 
5 per cent. So when you are going to try and reform, 
re-establish and get growth again, where you can 
have the greatest impact is that sector of the economy 
which is the largest part of the economy. 

The other issue about both tourism and inter-
national business, it is a huge generator. It is the ma-
jor generator of our foreign currency earnings. You 
cannot buy food abroad, you cannot educate abroad, 
you cannot travel abroad unless you have US dollars. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, you understand that implicitly. 

International business and tourism are the 
huge generators of those two in Bermuda. ABIR [As-
sociation of Bermuda Insurers and Reinsurers], for 
example, in 2012, said they spent over $816 million in 
one year, and that spending goes out all over the 

place. It goes out in salaries, it goes out in rentals of 
buildings, it goes out in staff renting apartments, it 
goes out in entertainment, services, all kinds of stuff. 
So that is a virtuous cycle. It goes around, and it helps 
local businesses, and it helps people buy jobs in a lot 
of different sectors. 

So, that is one of the reasons that we keep 
talking about international business as being impor-
tant. Also, in 2011, there were about 4,000 jobs in that 
sector. That declined down to about 3,800 in 2012. 
But we need to build those jobs up again because 
they are such an important part of our economy. 

So, the first issue is, try and retain and make 
existing international business here comfortable and 
welcome so that they will want to stay, they will want 
to maintain those jobs and they will want to continue 
to invest and grow. 

The second issue for us, which is really impor-
tant, of course, is effectively attracting new companies 
to Bermuda. And that has been part of the effort that 
the Government has put in over the last few months. 
And one of the principal ways that we are trying to get 
this done is to work through the Bermuda Business 
Development Agency, (BDA, for short). And the idea 
there, certainly, is to try and look for sectors that make 
sense in terms of being complementary to our existing 
business. 

We talk a lot about intellectual capital, and it 
tends to be sort of a bit of a throw-away phrase after a 
certain point. But it is very important because it is 
really over the years that intellectual capital, both 
Bermudian and non-Bermudian, that has made Ber-
muda successful as an international business centre. 
And I think one of the things that the former Govern-
ment took its eye off the ball on was protecting that 
intellectual capital. There was a sense that business 
would always come. But unless you have a critical 
mass of people here that can provide these services, 
whether they be insurance, fund management, bank-
ing, legal or whatever else, you are not going to have 
continuing success in this sector. 

So, one of the issues that is important, not 
only for existing business, but also for business com-
ing in, is this issue  about providing incentives for 
these job-creators, for these job-makers. And that was 
the reason that we had recently to amend the Incen-
tives for Job Makers Act to make sure that the senior 
members of these companies were here. And we all 
understand the reason for that. If you are in a com-
pany, where the boss is [located] is important. If the 
boss is in Bermuda, then the people that report to that 
boss want to be in Bermuda. If the boss is in Con-
necticut, then the people who are career minded and 
ambitious want to be next to the boss; they move to 
Connecticut as well. 

One of the things that the Incentives for Job 
Makers Act did was try to create an attachment be-
tween Bermuda and those senior people. Because if 
that attachment is not there and they go somewhere 
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else, and it could be Ireland, Switzerland, the Cay-
mans, New York, Canada, wherever it may be, then 
other jobs follow. And a lot of those jobs—two of those 
jobs for every one—are Bermudian as well. And that 
is the importance of getting that right. 

It is also important for attracting new busi-
ness, as well, to send out that message that we wel-
come and we value the contribution that these people 
make. And some of them are Bermudian and some of 
them are not Bermudian, but obviously, the Incentives 
for Job Makers Act was directed at non-Bermudians. 
Because at the end of the day, Mr. Speaker, this 
comes down to people. It is people who make those 
decisions, not companies, as to where they want to be 
and where they want to spend their time and invest, 
as well. 

So back to the Bermuda Business Develop-
ment Agency. I think a lot of people are familiar with 
the structure: It is a private/public partnership. The 
Government has supported it to the tune of a little 
over $4 million in this particular year. And the whole 
idea is to try and provide a consistent marketing and 
promotional message in terms of attracting new busi-
ness to Bermuda. It also has responsibilities for legis-
lative change. But as an umbrella organisation, it cov-
ers a whole series of sectors. And the idea is not to go 
out and simply to have conferences and meetings, but 
to be much more targeted and to effectively go after 
areas that are complementary to existing businesses. 
 One of those areas that we have been talking 
about is asset management and the fund manage-
ment business, because it uses some of the same 
skills that you find in insurance. And because of this 
convergence that we are seeing right now between 
capital markets and insurance, there is a lot of over-
lap. In fact, there are some hedge funds like Third 
Point Reinsurance and SAC Re that are actually 
hedge funds, asset management that are bolted onto 
insurance platforms. So there is a lot of reason to look 
for asset managers. 
 We have told the story before. We had a 
group that came down in May. They were principal 
law firms from the United States, which structure 
some of these hedge funds and asset management 
vehicles. We got them down here. We said, What do 
we need to do to get more of this business? We have 
lost a lot of it to Cayman. And they were very clear. 
They said, You have to have a legislative platform 
which is competitive and which is current. They made 
a number of suggestions on that in terms of exempt-
ing funds that were recognised under SEC and others. 
They said, You have got to be much more responsive, 
and you have got to ask for the business. 
 There are a lot of people out there that want 
Bermuda to succeed. But one of the reasons we lost 
so much of this business over the last 10 to 15 years 
was because Cayman was aggressive, was in these 
law firms in New York and had asked for the business. 
So that is exactly what we are doing. We have turned 

around that message. We did the legislative change to 
the Investment Funds Act back in September. We 
went back to New York in October, and we said, We 
have listened. We have responded. Here it is. We had 
over 100 people, key people in that industry. Some of 
them were here again this past week. And we are 
looking to see additional business coming out of that 
in this sector, which we think is complementary. And 
that fund business, if we can get physical-presence 
funds set up here, is really good. These are smaller 
companies. They hire Bermudians. They rent office 
space. And they are a good complementary structure. 
 But we are also looking to diversify, Mr. 
Speaker. Let me just reinforce that point. Physical-
presence companies . . . You remember Dr. Brian 
Archer many years ago, who used to come and do an 
annual assessment of international business and also 
tourism. What he found, and I do not think it has 
changed that much, was that when you look at the 
whole spectrum of companies that are here, it is the 
physical-presence companies which are about 3 per 
cent to 5 per cent of the companies on our register 
that provide 80 per cent of the spending, jobs and 
revenue to this economy. So it is physical-presence 
companies that we are looking for because they are 
the ones that spend the money. They are the ones 
that create the jobs. So, basically, that is a key area. 
 Just in terms of diversification, quickly, we are 
looking at a number of other areas as well. A very in-
teresting company that has now said they are going to 
set up here, they are going to be down at the BLDC. I 
noticed there was a point in here about sort of essen-
tially setting up an enterprise zone down there. It is a 
biosciences company. We were in a little bit of a race 
with Iceland, where they were also thinking about set-
ting up. It does DNA genomic screening. We think it 
may be the first of a number of companies that have 
good intellectual property, that have a system and that 
may want to set up near the airport down there be-
cause samples have to come in, but also near BIOS 
[Bermuda Institute of Ocean Sciences] down there, 
because there is some overlap in term of some of the 
things they want to do. 
 But that is diversification. It is outside our 
normal scheme. We are looking at that as well. We 
have talked a little about some of the space business, 
now that our satellite slot is up and going, and we look 
to expanding some of that. But there are a number of 
other areas that we are interested in building on as 
well. 
 But, the message is that there are some en-
couraging signs out there. We have reported on new 
company formation. We have seen basically a 16 per 
cent increase in the first three quarters of this year 
over the previous year in new international business 
start-ups. And on the local side, we have seen a 26 
per cent increase in new companies. We are starting 
to get a sense, particularly in the international busi-
ness side, there is a bit of a buzz about Bermuda 
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starting to come back. On the local side, 26 per cent 
increase in companies over the previous year sug-
gests that we are actually getting a little more confi-
dence. People are willing to start up companies and 
invest some money as well. 
 So I think that, Mr. Speaker, is important. We 
have also seen an increase in new investment funds, 
45 this year versus some 36 last year, and so some of 
those areas we feel are starting to indicate a move-
ment in a very positive direction. 
 I would like to touch briefly . . . What do I 
have, about 15 minutes left, or less, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: You have six minutes and 57 seconds. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Very good. Thank 
you. 
 I would like to touch briefly on energy, be-
cause there were a number of recommendations here. 
One was a two-year freeze on Government fees and 
taxes that contribute to the high cost of energy. 
 Mr. Speaker, I understand what the Opposi-
tion is suggesting there. But all that does, particularly 
in this current climate, is it reduces Government in-
come and leads to more deficit. We have got to find a 
more basic way of addressing the cost of energy. And 
I think the question I have is, when you come down to 
it, and the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, raised the 
question: Why have we not got more alternative en-
ergy producers out there? And there is a very simple 
reason. If we had started a number of years ago to set 
up what is known as an interconnection agreement 
between the grid, which is BELCO, and independent 
power producers, whether it is a residential system or, 
more importantly, a commercial system, where you 
have a fair and equitable price that is paid per kilowatt 
hour of that electricity, we would be a lot farther along. 

We would be in a position where a lot of these 
businesses, Gorham’s, Lindo’s and others, that have 
set up solar panels on the roofs of their buildings 
would be able to sell that power back into the grid. We 
have what is known as the Bermuda Energy Working 
Group now, which includes BELCO—and that is why I 
am saying they are being cooperative here—working 
with other members, independent providers out there 
who do solar panels and other types of alternative 
energy, working to try and set up and determine an 
interconnection agreement, a power purchase agree-
ment, that will help move this process forward. 

Because once we get that done, then it is 
more economically feasible for people to actually, 
whether it be on school rooms or whether it be setting 
up a solar farm down at the airport, which is some-
thing that we are very interested in doing as well—it 
will be much more feasible to have these things work 
economically. 

But I think, as the Opposition would under-
stand, it is not quite that simple. The issue with alter-
native energy, particularly solar and wind, is it is a 

variable. So, if you set up, for example, down at the 
airport, The Finger (and there has been a lot of dis-
cussion about this), let us say a 25-megawatt solar 
panel farm out there, what you find is that in full 
sunlight you are probably getting 20 to 25 megawatts. 
A cloud goes over, that drops to 10 megawatts. That 
10-megawatt change is a huge jolt, a burst to the sys-
tem. And you have got to be able to manage that. And 
the issue is, we have either got to do it through stor-
age or use other methods to be able to buffer this 
variability, particularly with solar and wind, to the de-
gree we use it. So we are looking at batteries and 
other methods to try and make this more effective. 

Puerto Rico, which has a fair amount of alter-
native energy, has had problems recently because of 
the coming on board of a lot of alternative energy sites 
and the inability of the grid to be able to handle the 
variability of some of these issues. 

Another issue that was mentioned, obviously, 
was natural gas. Certainly, that is something that we 
have been talking about. It is in the Throne Speech. It 
makes a lot of sense. But there are issues there. The 
Opposition actually looked at it a couple of years ago, 
but it comes down to export licenses from the United 
States. With the additional reduction in price of natural 
gas there, it is about one-third to one-quarter for the 
same amount of energy provided as diesel or heavy-
fuel oil. It makes a lot of sense, but there are issues of 
scale, in terms of getting liquefied natural gas here, 
degassifying it and being able to transmit it. But if we 
could do that, we could basically have a much lower 
cost of fuel. It is a cleaner fuel. And I think it would 
also start to help reduce energy prices as well. 

But I think the fact of the matter is that there 
has not been the ability to move as quickly as we 
have wanted on that because there are a lot of other 
issues. It is complex. But that is one of those things 
that we would like to move forward on if we could. But 
simply treating BELCO as the enemy on this and not 
understanding their economics is not going to help us 
here, because whether it is BELCO or somebody else, 
liquefied natural gas is a huge investment. You have 
to have a strong balance sheet to be able to borrow 
money and to be able to invest in these things. 

If the utility is weakened, which it is to some 
degree right now—their share price is trading at about 
a third of book value—there are issues there. So sim-
ply saying to them, which we have been, obviously, 
Look, we have got to find ways to have you be more 
efficient and reduce costs, there are knock-on effects 
there as well. So we are trying to find a way through 
this. 

One of the immediate things we think we can 
do is look at the facilities fee, which is set for every-
body at about $33. We think we can find a way to re-
duce that, which has a particular benefit for those low-
income, for example, seniors on fixed income, things 
of that sort, and reduce it for them particularly, which 
will help with lower energy bills there. But this has to 
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go through the Energy Commission. That is the proc-
ess that is set up. But we are working to do that as 
well. 

Two other things, very quickly, Mr. Speaker: 
We need better regulation. There have been changes 
to the Energy Act. We need more changes. The En-
ergy Commission does not have sufficient teeth right 
now to be able to do what it needs to be able to do to 
regulate prices. 

 
The Speaker: You have one minute. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We are going to 
have some issues coming forward there. 
 But I will stop on this final note, Mr. Speaker. 
One of the things that everybody overlooks is conser-
vation. The Department runs a contest every year to 
see who can reduce their energy bill the most. The 
winners this year were 38 per cent reduction in energy 
charges. It would be very easy for most people in 
Bermuda to reduce their energy consumption by 20 
per cent. If you have a $500 monthly bill, that will take 
you down $100 immediately, to $400. That is some-
thing that everybody can do right now. 
 BELCO has actually put out a number of sug-
gestions and programmes, from air conditioning to hot 
water heaters, different lighting, to be able to do that. 
So I will stop there, Mr. Speaker. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys North, constituency 36, the 
Honourable and Learned Member, Michael Scott. You 
have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 
The Speaker: And, Honourable Member, I am going 
to go get— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Food? 
 
The Speaker: —some supper, yes. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: All right, Mr. Speaker. You 
enjoy. Bon appetit, as the French say. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So, Mr. Speaker, it is a real 
pleasure to stand on behalf of the PLP Opposition and 
speak to the Throne Speech. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Throne Speech, of course, is 
the agenda, makeup for a Government. And people in 
this country, people in any Westminster system, look 
to the agenda of the Government with great anticipa-
tion. In this country, the anticipation could not be 
higher. People are listening for action. 

 It is always a pleasure to follow a good 
speech, such as was made by the Honourable Mem-
ber from Sandys, Mr. Terry Lister, who had a number 
of excellent analyses, points taken from the Govern-
ment’s Throne Speech. I particularly heard him as he 
spoke on the question of the basket of goods. 
 But I have a slightly different approach to his 
litany and listing of what he characterises as the ideas 
that were good ideas of the Government. People are 
no longer patient or willing to hear a litany of ideas, 
good as they may be. Today in the stressed Bermuda 
economy, Bermudians are listening for action plans. 
And since even the Budget (I am not reflecting too far 
back on the proceedings of this House), this Progres-
sive Labour Party Opposition has been much stronger 
on presenting option actions, actions for putting Ber-
mudians back to work and creating jobs. 
 Contrastingly, the Government has been, 
most recently, bristling with ideas, many of the ideas, 
PLP ideas, founded ideas started by the PLP and you 
are building on them. But I cannot stress enough the 
country, in these conditions where the economic prob-
lems have begun to bite, mortgages are under water, 
breadwinners, men, truck drivers are out of work and 
are embarrassed to be able to put bread on the table, 
these candidates, these voters are waiting for action 
plans. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: It has been put in any number 
of ways. And we hear the Minister of Finance talk 
about . . . and having watched him table the SAGE 
Report. I mean, it has been put in different ways.  

More people, Madam Deputy Speaker, with 
steady incomes will make it easier to boost the gross 
domestic product. I mean, that is an economic theory. 
It is not my thought, but it is one with which I agree. 
More people with steady incomes will make it easier 
to boost the gross domestic product. That is another 
way of saying, if you have got an action plan that cre-
ates incomes in the hands of our people, who at the 
very present time do not have those incomes, this is 
the way to deal with the issues that you have identi-
fied in the SAGE findings, in the SAGE exercise that 
has been recently taking place. 
 It is not—it is not—a way to get this respon-
siveness going, by depending, as again the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Lister, recognised, depending on 
the support of international business, being more 
friendly to international business, encouraging inward 
investment from international business to allow their 
economic activity to trickle down. And I concur with 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister. That is not the 
way. 
 And yet, the Government slavishly continues 
to trot out this economic thesis. And from page 2 on, 
in its Throne Speech, it makes this point. And it goes 
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on up until page 8, where it continues to belabour the 
approach of relying on international business, being 
more friendly to them, getting inward investment from 
them. 

That is not speaking to the man on the street, 
the average middle-income earner and low-income 
earner in this country’s distress in this economy. If 
they picked up the Throne Speech and walked 
through it, and you asked them to identify in it some-
thing that speaks to their critical needs for today, they 
would not be able to refer to the fact that the Govern-
ment’s focus has been on rebuilding the economic 
foundation of the Island, to unblock job-creating power 
of the private sector and restore confidence in the Is-
land as a place to do business. Or that the most direct 
way to generate jobs and paycheques and opportunity 
that Bermudians need is to grow the economy and 
getting more people and dollars on our shores. That is 
the theme that is your stated mantra. 

I am suggesting that this kind of approach is 
not responding to the trucker who is out of work and 
has been out of work for more than 12 months, the 
small contractor who has been out of work for more 
than 12 months. 

I heard the Minister who just took his seat, 
who speaks for Economic Development. He, too, 
pressed out the very same thesis. So it is very clear 
you are wedded to it, and you cannot seem to escape 
it. But he says that international business, you have 
heard us talk about international business a lot. And 
then he seeks to justify the OBA’s reason for promot-
ing international business because it is the largest part 
of the economy. And that is not right. It is completely 
wrong. Economic review after economic review in this 
country, Budget after Budget, Madam Acting Speaker, 
gives the list. And I am surprised that the Economics 
Minister would make that statement. It is one of the 
contributors to GDP. But the classic one is the one 
that puts men to work, breadwinners to work—
construction. We know that. And yet, we have this 
remarkable statement from the Economics Minister. 

The Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, whom I 
said it is a pleasure to follow, was complimentary to 
say that there were lots of ideas in the Throne 
Speech. And there are. He said they were excellent 
ideas. And there are. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes, I heard him say that, 
Shadow Justice Minister. 
 But this will not cut it. You need to create 
steady . . . you need to put in place, as a Government 
can only do . . . And I am not suggesting for a mo-
ment, because I agree with our Opposition Leader, 
that the Government does not create jobs. But we cer-
tainly do create the framework and facility for jobs to 
be created and for incomes to start to be going on the 
uptake again. 

 I heard the Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, 
speak to the fact that international business and intel-
lectual capital needs to be encouraged back into the 
country. International business knows how to look af-
ter itself. The propositions you have been hearing 
from the PLP Opposition have been clear statements 
about where we can as a Government facilitate either 
green jobs or Blue Halo jobs or create entrepreneurial 
activity and get salaries moving again in the homes of 
our ordinary working people. If you do not do that, you 
will hear from these middle-income and lower-income 
earners at the next opportunity for the vote. You will 
certainly hear from them. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is how I 
differ from the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister. Excel-
lent ideas are a luxury at this time. And if you are look-
ing for . . . and we said it to the SAGE commissioners 
up and down the country every time they had a meet-
ing, you cannot cut your way out of this current deficit 
position that the Government is in or the country is in. 
You cannot. We said it over and again to Mr. Duper-
reault and to Mr. White. And that is why it is vitally im-
portant that the Government lead on the whole ques-
tion of stimulating steady salaries being returned to 
the purses and wallets of the ordinary men and 
women in our country. If you fail to do that, you will not 
be re-elected. You will receive the wrath of the elec-
torate. 
 So, in the context of a Throne Speech which 
merrily rolls along with this trickle-down thesis, com-
bined with the persistent analysis that will be found in 
the SAGE Report about the condition of deficits in the 
country and the need to cut civil service jobs and to 
cut public sector jobs, this is so wrong in terms of an 
approach, in terms of the current need that we have. 
People will demand of us that we produce an eco-
nomic plan. 

This was the mandate on which you were 
elected. By December 12th and up through to Decem-
ber the 17th, you were making the right sounds and 
making the promises to the people that you would do 
so. It actually resulted in your being elected. But to 
have taken over the levers of power in this country 
and to produce a Throne Speech of excellent ideas is 
not going to cut it. To produce a Throne Speech the 
thesis of which is a persistent talk of trying to attract 
back international capital in this country is not going to 
cut it. 

Intellectual capital got together, and their intel-
lectual thinking at different points 18 months ago was 
to decide to leave this Island, buoyed by criticisms by 
the then-Opposition, OBA Opposition, that the PLP 
was not friendly towards them, and based on other 
real decisions about relocation that were based on 
real hard business decisions that were being driven by 
the economic conditions, the poor economic condi-
tions of the time. 

So, for the criticism to be hurled at us that this 
was a problem, that we lost intellectual capacity and 
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capital in the country, it is a hard argument to make 
when, in many ways, the current Government encour-
aged that departure, encouraged it in allegations of 
the unfriendliness of the Government of the day. 

So, the Throne Speech had a number of ideas 
in it. But none of them, none of them really hit the 
mark of facilitating steady salary movement in our 
economy. And this is what must happen. And in the 
context of the need for Government to do this, it is 
remarkable that a policy, an insidious, spiteful policy 
would be panoplied on page 15 of this document, 
where there are barriers raised to entrepreneurship in 
the health care industry. I was shocked as I heard 
this. I was stunned as I heard this, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. This is a time when we need to be encour-
aging business of any kind. But this was an insidious 
and invidious targeting of Dr. Ewart F. Brown’s, the 
former Premier’s health care service provision in this 
country. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Imputing improper motives] 

 
 Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam 
Acting Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member is imputing improper 
motives to the Minister of Health and to this Govern-
ment. He is speculating on that; that is not the case. 
That was not the reason why this policy was done. It 
was done to manage health costs in this country. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Well, let us look at it. I will not 
withdraw it or reject it.  

How can I be persuaded? I am an attorney. I 
listen to arguments. How can I be persuaded that, in 
the context of technology, technology for diagnostics 
in this Island has never been at a premium. When you 
leave this country, Madam Deputy Speaker, and go 
into the comfort of a Lahey or a Johns Hopkins, the 
place is bristling with technology. It makes the patient 
feel a great confidence when you have diagnostic 
elements in the facility that you are travelling to. 
 In 2013 we get to a point where the major—
the major—private provider of diagnostic analysis 
equipment is Dr. Brown and Bermuda Healthcare 
[Services]. And you have a policy that seeks now, with 
this rosy, attractive language, to say, Technology 
tends to drive prices up. And a proliferation of tech-
nology on this front of diagnostic imaging and analy-
ses of our medical conditions has suddenly in 2013 
reached a surplus point. It has never been at a sur-
plus. We need to be encouraging diagnostic technol-
ogy in this country. 
 The policy, when I was Health Minister, and 
throughout successive Ministers of Health, has been 
to ensure that Bermuda is a place where the capacity 
to let technology move from these shores across plat-

forms to major health-giving centres is at its best! So 
why is there a policy by the OBA Government to place 
barriers in the way of a service provider of diagnostic 
technology? It makes no sense to me, because I have 
seen no report or trends heretofore that show that 
there has been an undesired growth of this kind of 
technology. 

I have but one conclusion to make: When 
there is a policy—and I was shocked. When there is a 
policy that states, as it states here, that there will be 
. . . “Health technology . . . has contributed signifi-
cantly” (with your permission) “to rising health care 
costs. [In Bermuda’s] health care system there is lim-
ited control over the introduction of new health tech-
nology. Consequently, [Bermuda has] very high rates 
of equipment per capita compared to other high-
income countries. This high capacity inevitably leads 
to high utilisation, as providers have an incentive to 
seek a return on their investment.”  

Well, there is nothing the matter with that. You 
do seek a return on . . . It is a basic business reality. 
You seek a return on your investment, particularly 
when you spend millions on the equipment. 

But “the result is equipment use that is not al-
ways medically necessary and . . . The introduction of 
a mechanism to control the entry of equipment to the 
Island will have a positive impact on the cost of 
healthcare . . .” That policy comes from nowhere 
where there is a history that drives it. And I am left 
with the inevitable conclusion that . . . The second 
conclusion is, What and who will be most impacted by 
this? And I conclude that the only entity that will be 
most heavily impacted is the existing on-the-ground 
provider of it, and that is Bermuda Healthcare Ser-
vices. 

Now, I am hoping, of course, that when the 
Honourable and Learned Member for Tourism stands 
and says that is not the intent, that that is actually both 
true and honest. Of course, we all hope that. But I, on 
the floor of this House, the Government has commit-
ted itself to this policy—shockingly—and it deserves 
the widest possible examination. And the examination 
that I am giving it today is that it is barrier-born policy. 
It is economically violent to a particular player until 
other players come on board. And I am left . . . and 
nobody assessing this reasonably can come to any 
other conclusion. Why would we do this in an econ-
omy where we are seeking to sponsor and grow en-
trepreneurs in this country? 

I heard testimonies from a senior citizen yes-
terday, when Dr. Brown took to the airwaves, who 
spoke about the benefits of this kind of technology 
personally to her. And so this is not the kind of mes-
sage that we need to be sending in a Throne Speech. 
The Throne Speech and its content is largely the baby 
(if I may put it that way) of the Premier. He stood on 
the Cabinet grounds and presented this document to 
His Excellency. And every Throne Speech, the Leader 
of the country, the Leader of the Government has a 
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great stake in its content. It is stating your agenda for 
the year. So there is great store in its content. 

But to have His Excellency have to read an 
economic health policy that is really violent econom-
ics, that is targeted to a particular entity of diagnostic 
equipment in this country is scandalous, and it is un-
acceptable. And in the context of where we are in the 
country, trying to recover economically, I could not 
believe I was hearing what I was hearing. 

I have gotten that point off my chest, because 
amongst the good ideas that were contained in the 
Throne Speech, this certainly was not one of them. 
Madam Deputy Speaker, Bishop Lambe stood at the 
beginning of these proceedings and prayed that this 
might be (for the OBA) its finest hour. This certainly 
does not reflect a policy of putting the OBA in a policy-
making frame where it displayed itself in its finest 
hour—just the reverse. 

I was encouraged, on the other hand, to note 
that my opposite, the Minister of Public Safety, has 
taken over and decided to focus upon border control 
and its enhancement. If I have any criticism, it is that I 
did not see a lot of specifics. But I certainly concur, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, that in the context of public 
safety, where the movement of contraband weapons 
and bullets and drugs are in the country at two greater 
levels, control over our borders, both the marine bor-
ders, the ports, the airports, and our coastal areas, the 
cruise ship ports, is critical. 

If you release those borders to absent surveil-
lance, or absent control, we send a message to the 
criminals that they can move contraband and danger-
ous items into our country, which, in turn, will sponsor 
the violence that we are all working so hard to sup-
press. And so, the Memorandum of Understanding 
[MOU] between Customs . . . And I see, too, and this 
is an excellent opportunity for the Minister of Public 
Safety, Madam Deputy Speaker, because he has also 
declared that Customs has now moved into where it 
should be, particularly on the point of border control 
under his remit. 

There was an MOU in existence under our 
watch between the Police and the Customs. And it led 
to good, excellent results at interdicting contraband 
coming into our country. I would say that these are the 
kinds of details that I hope the Public Safety Ministry 
will revisit. They worked well then, and they should 
work well now. They work well in most countries. You 
need to have a presence. And relying entirely on intel-
ligence-based policing or interdiction will not cut it ei-
ther. And we certainly need to have men and women 
in Customs and in police uniforms sending a signal to 
criminals that, I am here watching. And I am here ob-
serving you. And I am here for the specific reason of 
interdicting your attempts to bring in guns, bullets and 
drugs. 

But there is a theme that cuts throughout all of 
the discussions or things that we can say about our 
country right now in this Throne Speech. And it is the 

economic picture. There is violence, and then there is 
economic violence that, unfortunately, has been vis-
ited upon us, too. And we are seeking to deal with it. 
You will see an uptick, as we are seeing, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, in break-ins, taking theft, desperate 
men and women seeking to put bread and items on 
their tables. 

Therefore, a good and solid public safety 
stratagem has to be working so closely and in tandem 
with the Minister of Finance and the Minister of the 
Economic and Trade Policy at reversing the condi-
tions so that salaries are again flowing into the pock-
etbooks of breadwinners and heads of households. 
That is the best antidote to violence in our country, or 
one of the best. Obviously, there is ordinary opera-
tional policing. But that is one of the most important 
and potent antidotes, or solutions, to crime in our 
country. 

Clearly, we are being watched. And an ob-
server in either the Public Gallery or any person read-
ing the newspaper, or when this Throne Speech was 
published, is looking for signals that we are turning the 
conditions of 12 months of unemployment into new 
days of employment, new days of salaries coming in. 
This has got to be both a humane and necessary re-
sponse of a Government. And I am proud that we in 
the Opposition are doing our very level best to put the 
policies, policy suggestions and ideas on how this can 
be achieved to the fore. We need to take it to you, as 
the Government, for facilitating this reality in our coun-
try. 

I was very pleased to note that, just simply on 
the front of helping agencies in our country, that the 
Government is supporting Focus [Counselling]. This 
was something that I saw in the Throne Speech that I 
really welcomed. And Focus does a good job. They 
should not be allowed to yearn for or struggle for fund-
ing [with] the very good job and work that they do. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, we all hope that our 
finest hour will be achieved. But it is not going to be 
achieved by a policy that continues to look at . . . And 
I agree again with the Honourable Member, Mr. Terry 
Lister, who, when speaking to many of the core ideas 
of SAGE, that this is not a time to get into the public 
narrative or into the public debate. Discussion about 
privatisation is the one that he mentioned in particular. 
This is not the time to look at cutting back civil ser-
vants’ jobs that are going to inevitably impact on Fi-
nancial Assistance. 

This really is a time where we find ways to 
have financial debt spending by a Government that 
facilitates—facilitates—job creation. That is what the 
PLP did when it built the docks in Dockyard and when 
it built the Dame Lois [Browne-Evans] Building. We 
indebted this Government, our Government; we cre-
ated jobs by doing that. And we produced at the 
cruise terminal a revenue-producing infrastructure that 
produces millions per year. 
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What I am asking, and what the PLP is asking 
the Government to do is to break out of the SAGE 
mentality. You do not have to build more buildings. 
You do not have to. But you must do as we did in the 
period that we were Government. But there is an im-
perative to find innovative ways to finance Govern-
ment debt deployed into ways that create salaries in 
people’s pocketbooks. But if you spend all of your 
time on bond issues, if you spend all of your time on 
SAGE issues, if you spend all of your time on attract-
ing . . . Is that my— 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Deputy Speaker: It is. 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is okay. 

And if you spend all of your time on looking for 
ways to be friendly to business so that the trickle-
down thesis is the one that rules the day, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, that is not going to impact the ordi-
nary Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, who are looking for ac-
tion and not ideas. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak? 
 The Chair recognises Mrs. N. S. Outerbridge, 
Member of Parliament for St. George’s, constitu-
ency 2. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
want to start out with saying that the OBA Govern-
ment’s Throne Speech shows real commitment to 
Bermudians. I would like to thank, first, the busi-
nesses, the local businesses, for sharing the sacrifice, 
because that is what is needed during these hard 
times. That is what it is about. 
 I believe that it is great that this Government 
has worked with the local market and grocery stores 
to give discounts of 10 per cent. That is up from 5 per 
cent on Wednesday shopping day. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Thanks. 
 While I have heard others make reasonable 
remarks in regard to this initiative, I would like to just 
notice, make note, that it is still a step up from what 
was already existing. 
 One of the main issues that gets brought to 
my attention as a parliamentarian is the struggles of 
households in paying for groceries. So this initiative is 
a step forward and in the right direction for helping 
Bermudians.  
 I am pleased that this Government has real-
ised that times are changing. And because of these 
changing times— 
 

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Honourable Member, I 
guess this is her first time speaking for 12 months. But 
she should not be reading. The Honourable Member 
should not be reading in this Honourable House at this 
time. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I am not reading, and it is 
not my first time speaking. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.  

It is always policy to let the person who is 
standing sit first before you re-stand. Thank you. Con-
tinue, please. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Because of these changing 
times, I feel it is great that Government is allowing 
retail companies to open up on Sundays for liquor 
sales. This allows for locals and tourists to be able to 
purchase alcohol on Sundays. But not only that, it 
creates jobs because stores are opening, so more 
hours can be spent at work. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
The Deputy Speaker: You have the floor. Continue, 
please. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Okay.  

I do not see much difference, honestly, in 
people purchasing alcohol other days of the week and 
drinking it on Sundays, than purchasing it on Sunday. 
So, in my opinion, this is a great initiative. 
 I would also like to express how happy I am 
that this Government is committed to rectifying St. 
George’s. That was the BHB’s decision. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Please continue. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: While the golf course is 
being brought up to playing standards and main-
tained, it is also creating job opportunities. This, I 
might add, is a real plan and a real commitment to the 
East End. 
 While canvassing, I and my partner MP Bas-
come know that we have had many complaints about 
the golf course being an eyesore. We, as well as the 
Ministers that have helped us, have worked tirelessly 
to try and maintain what we can and bring the golf 
course up to a good standard, at least presentable for 
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the area residents that were complaining how much of 
an eyesore this is. 
 But the Government committing to this is a 
clear step in the right direction to restore, reform and 
renew our Island. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, lastly, I am suppor-
tive of the Cash Back for Communities programme. 
This, for me, also hits home, as over the last few 
years I have lost many peers, school friends and 
childhood [friends] to these incidents, gang-related 
and anti-social situations. The reason that I am happy 
about the Cash Back for Communities is that many of 
these people have left behind young children to be 
raised in these same communities. I also have a child, 
nieces and nephews to be raised with these peers, 
the children of the ones who were left murdered due 
to anti-social behaviour. So, any cash back pro-
gramme to help these communities, in my opinion, is 
a great initiative. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
  
The Deputy Speaker: Member, you are on the floor. 
 And to the Member that is [interjecting], you 
will have an opportunity. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
look forward to working with my colleagues as we 
bring forth many initiatives to the House. This Island 
needs to get on track, and I believe that the OBA 
Government can work with the Opposition to get this 
Island on track.  

Thank you. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much. 
 The Chair recognises the Deputy Opposition 
Leader, the Honourable D. V. Burgess, JP, MP, from 
Hamilton East, constituency 5. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, having read the 
Throne Speech read by the Governor, I was a bit up-
set that no mention was made of repairs to the Marsh 
Folly Road. Madam Deputy Speaker, I am hearing 
some remarks from the other side that it will come in 
the Budget. 
 Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, we spent $2.5 
million up in Dockyard, Heritage Wharf; $500,000 to 
transport equipment in and out of Bermuda, equip-
ment that was available in Bermuda, money that could 
have stayed in here. We lost foreign exchange from 
that. That type of money could have gone and fixed 
that road at Marsh Folly. It has been out probably nine 
months, at least. So, I am a little upset by that, be-
cause, for many years, that part of Bermuda has been 
neglected. And yes, some improvements, many im-

provements have been made there. But that does not 
mean we stop. You know, that is a main, main artery 
getting into Hamilton. And we need to do something 
about it. We have got to fix it, and we need to fix it 
immediately. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the other thing is 
little mention was made of the farmers. Farming is an 
essential industry. And for far too long the Bermuda 
Parliament has treated farmers like a third-class in-
dustry. They grow the food we eat to survive. And I 
would hope that in the future, for any policy decisions, 
even work permits, that the farmers will be consulted. 
Many times the farmers bring workers in, and after 
making the necessary advertisements in their papers 
trying to get Bermudians . . . and you do have some 
Bermudians. Not very many Bermudians are inter-
ested in that field. 
 So, they bring somebody in, they train them 
up, five, six, seven years. And then they are told they 
have got to go back. So, they are starting all over 
again. And I just want this Government to understand 
and appreciate what the farmers do, and for them to 
be included in some decision and policies for farming. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, let us talk 
about St. George’s Golf Course. You know, St. 
George’s Golf Course was closed for a number of 
years. St. George’s Golf Course was losing $400,000 
to $600,000 a year. So it was closed. And it is the 
Government’s right. They are in Government now.  

I hear some noise from the other side. I be-
lieve that speaker over there is agreeing with me. I 
think that is what he is saying. It sounds like that is 
what he is saying, to me. He is agreeing with what I 
am saying. And that is so nice of him. 
 But, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am going to 
speak to Mr. Dunkley because I think the Honourable 
Member Dunkley understands something about golf 
courses. If you are going to try to reopen the golf 
course, I would suggest you make it a nine-hole 
course, something maybe about— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You heard some noise. 
That is from people who do not understand golf 
courses. Some people really think that you just go 
down and you mow the grass, and you can open up 
the golf course. It does not go like that.  

The Honourable Member Dunkley and the 
Honourable Member Sousa will know it is going to 
take you 18 months to two years to get that place in 
playing shape. It is not an overnight situation. 
 My suggestion is that you turn it into a nine-
hole golf course. And I am talking about maybe 3,500 
yards. And it will be a challenge. Plus, you will have 
some room left. We need as much open space as we 
can have. And I am pretty sure . . . Well, with a nine-
hole golf course, the expense of keeping it open and 
running it will be less. All the good things that . . . Like 
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they do at Ocean View, they play twice. But if you 
have a 3,500–3,600 [yard] nine-hole golf course down 
there, you play it twice; it would be the longest golf 
course for 18 holes in Bermuda. Right now, the long-
est is about 6,700 yards. And I think that is at Port 
Royal. 
 So I am just asking the Government to look at 
that. Right? Because you have got to cut down some 
expenses. If you look at golf courses around the 
world, it is not a very viable business right now. You 
find that you go in the States and other places; they 
give you a golf cart and lunch for probably 40 bucks 
on a pretty good golf course, because of the global 
recession. So, I am in agreement. I am a golfer, so I 
am saying that, Hey, we have got to be cautious when 
we go down there. So, I applaud what you want to do. 
But it is not an overnight thing. It is not going to hap-
pen that you think you can go down and cut the grass 
and you can play golf. For those that do not know, it is 
not going to happen. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I want to talk about 
the Memorandum of Understanding between the 
BTUC [Bermuda Trade Union Congress] and the 
Government where the workers have made the sacri-
fice to forgo 5 per cent of their wages with a day off 
per month, which is great. And it was an understand-
ing in that agreement that the Government will talk to 
BELCO and the grocery shops to get 10 per cent. 
Why, we would take anything you give us as far as 
10 per cent . . . It is really not going to work that well.  

Dr. [Barbara] Ball—and many of you remem-
ber Dr. Ball—Dr. Ball was always talking about the 
basket of goods. You heard the Honourable Member 
Terry Lister talk about it. That is what you have got to 
do, the basket of goods—bread, milk. You have got to 
include Tide, because you have got to wash the 
clothes, right? So, if you control that, as the Honour-
able Member was saying, then I think we can get 
somewhere.  
 But it looks like it was a tit for tat. Because 
what sort of disappointed me about the Throne 
Speech, again, was like they were highlighting that, 
We are going to let you sell liquor on Sundays. No-
body called for that. There was no cry from the public, 
We want to buy liquor on Sundays from the grocery 
shops! No cry for that! This did not have to be high-
lighted in this document. I find it a bit, you know, 
strange. I do not know if it was a tit for tat with the 
grocery shops saying, Well, I will give you 10 per cent 
once a week, and you let me sell liquor every week, 
forever, for that year. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, we are trying 
to cut down on some substances out there. And we 
should try to, even though they can buy it from clubs, 
which is fine. Yes, they can go in a club and buy it. I 
have been there, you know. We do it at the cricket 

clubs and places like that. But you really do not want 
to put the grocery shops in competition, particularly on 
Sundays, with these social clubs. But this is what you 
are doing, you know. And those folks do not make 
much money, and they depend on that Sunday reve-
nue from cricket and football at those fields, you know, 
so they can enhance their programmes for the youth 
soccer, youth cricket and like that. But they will suffer 
because of that. They will. 
 Then we talk about BELCO, BELCO. That is a 
biggy. BELCO is a biggy. Because, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, the BELCO bill, the fuel in the last nine 
years has gone up 285 per cent! That is over 30 per 
cent per year, just the fuel alone. It has got to be 
something wrong there, because worldwide—yes, we 
know fuel has gone up—it has not gone up any 30 per 
cent per year, and it has not had any big increases 
like that. I am a little suspicious of the fuel charge be-
cause in many bills you receive today, the fuel charge 
and the facilities charge is more than the actual bill. 
You know, that cannot be right. 
 Government must make some headway with 
the BELCO bill. You know, now you have energy 
charge, you have facilities charge and you have fuel 
surcharge. Once upon a time, you got a BELCO bill, 
$200. That is it. But since 2004, it has gone up 
285 per cent. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, on page 10 the 
Government wants to give status to children that are 
born in Bermuda, whether they are workers on work 
permits or whatever. Madam Deputy Speaker, I know 
in some countries that happens; and those countries 
have far greater land mass than we have—no com-
parison. Madam Deputy Speaker, I think it was in 
2007, pre-election, there were some inferences to that 
that they want to give status to foreigners, PRCs or 
whatever. And somebody from the other side slipped 
the tongue, and we went at it, and then they went on 
the back foot. They went on the defensive. But it is not 
. . .  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, it was a different 
party. It was the UBP/OBA. Right? Same personali-
ties. Same party. But different label on the can. Pet 
milk, you know, different colour, but Pet milk is Pet 
milk. 
 But the danger here that I see is not the birth 
of a child in Bermuda, it is that once you give status to 
that child . . . I am here from New Zealand, and I have 
got a child born here. And this child gets status. I can 
get status as the father of the child through the con-
nection. That is a qualifying connection. We have got 
about 6,000 to 8,000 PRCs. And I would guarantee 
you most of those PRCs have children born here. 
That would automatically make them entitled to Ber-
muda status. Those that have PRCs will have a quali-
fying connection from that child. 
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It was like in the 1950s when the powers that 
be at that time wanted to whiten the population up. 
They wanted to bring the ratio of blacks and whites 
closer. Not closer as far as social relations, but for 
political purposes. And they did that. Because you will 
find even today that the majority of white Bermudians 
are foreign born—foreign born. Let me repeat that. 
The majority of white Bermudians are foreign born. 
Yes, that it is. And I am told that 80-plus per cent of 
the PRCs are white. 

I think they are trying to stack the deck for fu-
ture elections. You know, I say that hopefully and 
honestly. That is the result of it. As you know very 
well, in Bermuda, 95 per cent of whites vote 
OBA/UBP. They do not vote for us, even though a lot 
of them from my home country, England, UK, come 
here as labour. But they vote with my cousins on the 
other side. Why is that? 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, well, we will get to 
that. We will get to that. 
 And then, when we talk about, on pages 2 
and 3, the disparity of wages (that is in the Throne 
Speech, the disparity), Madam Deputy Speaker, it 
gets worse in Bermuda. Each day gets worse. In fact 
in 1991, the disparity was about 24 per cent between 
whites’ and blacks’ income. Today it is 31 per cent. 
Now, that is in the private sector. Thank God for the 
unions, they brought it on line in the union workshops 
in Government. So this happens in the private sector. 
And how can we get there? As Dr. [Eva] Hodgson 
would always say, we have white affirmative action for 
400 years. We need black affirmative action. That is 
the only way you can do it. I am wondering, because it 
is mentioned there, I am wondering how they can do 
it. And as Dr. Hodgson said, this is the way you have 
got to do it. 
 You know, also in the Throne Speech, the 
Government has helped, assisted, in setting up 26 
new companies, international companies. But they 
have not told us how many jobs transpired from that. 
Now, if you assisted them to set up these companies, 
I think the first thing you would want to know is, How 
many Bermudians are you going to hire?  
 
An Hon. Member: Or have they hired? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Or have they hired?  

Because I do know of Bermudians that have 
been made redundant in the international, IB [interna-
tional business], section are still not working. And I 
see jobs every day in the papers for workers adver-
tised. And we have Bermudians that have the qualifi-
cations—not only the qualifications, but the experi-
ence—that have been made redundant [and] are still 
unemployed. That should not happen. 

 You know, I had a meeting with Minister [Mi-
chael] Fahy. And he and I get on pretty good. We had 
a meeting earlier this year. I said, Fahy (and I am 
paraphrasing), you know, if you got 10 Bermudian 
masons unemployed and you got 15 foreigners here, 
guest workers here on work permits, you need to send 
some of them home. Now, I do not mean to give them 
a week’s notice. No, I do not mean that. Because we 
have Bermudians working all over the world, and I 
would want for them to be treated like anybody else. 
And I am not against foreign workers. In fact, I ap-
plaud their presence. But not at the expense of the 
native, whether it be here or in the States or anywhere 
else. 
 And he said, I will not revoke a work permit. I 
said, Okay. That part of the conversation is over. He is 
not going to do that. I said, Okay, fine, fine.  

But things in this country have gotten out of 
hand with the disparity, the unemployment. They did a 
survey in the United States some years ago. And at 
that time, whites earned . . . they had six times more 
value (assets) than blacks. And normally, those sur-
veys in the United States are basically the same here 
in Bermuda. And I can understand that, you know, you 
had 400 years head start. Maybe you should have 
had 12 times more than us, but it is only six, you 
know. And the only way you can get that back is 
through affirmative action. 
 So again, I would hope before the night is out 
that they would tell us how many work permits, jobs 
came out of the setting up of the 26 companies that 
they set up, because they even went on to say that as 
of a date that they had in this year, it is the highest 
number of registered companies in Bermuda in our 
history. So, that is fine. 

Let me just check. I do not want to leave out 
anything, Madam Deputy Speaker. International busi-
ness . . . price controls . . . Dunkley is not going to do 
that. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes.  

Now the other thing: Let me get back to the 
grocery shops. I missed that.  

You know, they are going to give us 10 per 
cent. We are going to let them sell liquor. But they get 
a payroll tax exemption. And that came under us. 
Right? Wrong, as far as I am concerned, because 
there are no criteria to qualify for it. That is why they 
put you there to fix it. Right? 
 Now, that saving from payroll tax exemption is 
worth about $30 million a year. And I am not talking 
about the part where you develop a job, you get on 
those 420 job. I am not talking about them. I am talk-
ing about in general. They are making out like bandits! 
You know, payroll tax exemption, selling liquor on 
Sundays, and give me 10 per cent with no controls. 
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 But the difficult part about the 10 per cent is 
that are only certain workers have sacrificed so far, 
and they are the Government workers and those who 
are unemployed. They are going to get 10 per cent.  
That person that is still working five days a week, 
making $200,000-plus there . . . they get 10 per cent 
also! That is not right! So that person who is unem-
ployed, that person that has got a furlough date, they 
go no further here; they go further backwards. So, the 
disparity even gets wider. Before the year is out, it will 
be 35 per cent. So, that is wrong! The benefit should 
be for those that have sacrificed their wages. 
 But we have still got quangos that are part of 
Government still working five days a week. Monetary, 
probably still receiving bonuses, with the high wage 
that they pay there. They should be furloughed also 
as quangos, part of Government. It is Government 
funds. BLDC and BELCO should be amalgamated to 
save some money. Then we can keep the Urgent 
Care Centre open down there and get those eight ac-
tual people per day to make it viable. Because that is 
what the Minister Pat [Gordon-Pamplin] says. You 
need eight more people per day to make it financially 
viable. That is a no-brainer to me. We have got 15 
going down there per day now. We just need eight 
more to keep it viable. Something has to happen 
there. Something has got to happen. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would hope 
that these situations are addressed. Because also, 
even with hospital insurance . . . and the Minister 
promised to get back to me, but she did not. She 
probably forgot. I asked her some time ago, not in the 
last session (it was in the pre-summer session) about 
insurance. A person working at 65, 66, 67, but still 
paying the premium as they were paying when they 
were 64, with the increases. Yet, when they go to the 
hospital at 65, I think it is 75 [per cent] or 80 per cent 
is paid for by the Government. And 75 [per cent, it is 
more, and it is more as you go up. 
 Why are they still paying the same premium if 
Government is paying 80 per cent at 65 of the hospital 
charges? And also for the children. If you have got 
your children on your insurance, you are paying for it. 
But that child under 18 gets free service down at the 
hospital. So why should you be paying? Why should it 
come out of your pocket when the Government is pay-
ing? You are paying twice. And I would hope we can 
get some answers to that, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 One other thing is on this disparity. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, I am not reading. I 
am going to let you know—Derrick Burgess is not 
reading. I am looking at my notes. Oh, yes. And I am 
looking at you because you need to listen! 
 
[Laughter] 
 

Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, it was in the 
United States. The Japanese were confined for four 
years. And they talk about reparations. I know that is a 
bad word in Bermuda. But they talked about repara-
tions. And after 42 years the United States paid those 
that survived $20,000 and gave them an apology. 
 I know they cannot calculate what is owed to 
black folks who went through the atrocities and every-
thing else. But this situation with the disparity and 
what went on in our past, I want, like everybody else 
here, for all of us to get on as one nation regardless of 
complexion of our skin. A lot of us are mixed. A lot of 
us have got white cousins. Some of us recognise 
them; some of us do not. But you have got them. 
Right? We want that. 
 And people say Bermudians are xenophobic 
about foreigners? No, we are not. You know where 
the negative part comes in? When you get a Ber-
mudian that is qualified and experienced and does not 
have a job. They cannot feed little Johnny or Mary and 
cannot get all the good things that they want to get for 
their children. And they see a Derrick Burgess, who is 
from New Zealand, working, and they could do that 
job. How do you expect them to react? And I under-
stand it. Even though I do not like it, I understand it. 
We are not anti-foreigner. We are seeing foreigners 
. . . All my life I am seeing them. My grandmother was 
a foreigner, one of my grandmothers, that is. 
 So we are not xenophobic. But, understand. 
People do not really understand how people feel when 
they do not have a paycheque. It is hurting! When 
people lose their job and they cannot pay their rent or 
meet their mortgage payments . . . it is okay for us up 
here to stand up and talk about it. But when you are in 
the actual, let us say the actual fire, where it is hot, 
and they have got to answer to their child and cannot 
feed that child or give them what they want, it hurts! It 
hurts. 
 So, do not cry down Bermudians about, We 
do not like this and We do not like that. We are not 
there. We are not there. Because I am sure . . . you 
go into any other country that is going through the 
same thing, unemployment, and you ask those people 
that are hungry, would they like me, as a foreigner, 
working and eating ice cream and candy and all that 
stuff? No, they are not going to like me—because they 
cannot eat. And so we have got to get out of that non-
sense. And we have got to take care of our people, 
because we want to treat everybody as good. We 
have Bermudians overseas working also, and I would 
want them to be treated with the respect that I expect 
to have and that I give to my fellow Bermudians and 
fellow residents of this country. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
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 The Chair recognises the Minister of Tourism, 
Development and Transport, the Honourable S. G. 
Crockwell, from constituency 31. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I am pleased to 
stand and support the Speech from the Throne, which 
was given on the 8th of November of last week. Today 
we have heard the Reply to the Throne Speech. And 
there have been some comments that, you know, to-
day is the day that we defend the Throne Speech. 
That is the Government’s job, and Members on the 
Government’s side, to defend the Throne Speech. 
 I just want to say that I stand on the contents 
and the initiatives and the programmes of the Throne 
Speech. I thought it was an excellent Throne Speech. 
In fact, I think that it is somewhat aggressive for this 
Government. We have a lot of work to do this year. 
And we have to, after a very challenging year, our first 
year in Government. Madam Deputy Speaker, you 
know we had to come back in September to deal with 
quite a few items of legislation that we felt were criti-
cal. It has been a difficult year for the Government. 
We have worked hard, we have worked long, and 
there is no time to take a break. And we have now 
produced another very aggressive Throne Speech 
and initiatives that we believe will continue to put 
Bermuda on the right track. 
 I am very pleased that the Independent Mem-
ber, the Honourable Terry Lister, stated that there 
were lots of excellent initiatives in this Throne Speech. 
And yes, he criticised some initiatives or some pro-
grammes, and that is to be expected. We know that 
we have differences in relation to political ideology 
and political policy. We do not expect to come to this 
Chamber and agree on everything. But I appreciate 
the fact that the Honourable Independent Member 
was able to get up and be objective and say there 
were excellent initiatives in the Throne Speech. We 
will work hard to implement those initiatives. 
 But let me just say that I want to talk on the 
Reply that was given by the Opposition Leader. And I 
believe that the spirit of the Reply, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, is something that we can all agree on. It was 
a very comprehensive Reply, and it covered a great 
deal of areas and issues that are confronting Ber-
muda. But we can agree on the spirit of the Reply. We 
can agree on some of the content of the Reply, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. And we can be here ad nau-
seam dealing with all of the specifics of both 
speeches. But I want to just hone in on a few things 
that caught my attention. 
 The first thing that caught my attention was 
when the Opposition Leader categorised this Gov-
ernment as “a party devoid of ideas, devoid of a plan, 
and devoid of a commitment to Bermudians.” That is 
on page 3. And that is completely untrue, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. And it is irresponsible of the Opposi-

tion Leader to categorise this Government in that way. 
Madam Deputy Speaker, I have no doubt, and I think 
that there needs to come a time when we in this Hon-
ourable House rise above the politics. We can dis-
agree, but there is a time that we have to rise above 
the politics. 
 I believe that we all in this House want what is 
best for Bermuda and for Bermudians. We may have 
differences in how to achieve that. I heard the Hon-
ourable and Learned Member, Michael Scott, get up 
and say that he believes that this Government is wed-
ded to our plan and our strategy in increasing interna-
tional business. And we are. We fundamentally be-
lieve that that is important (and I am going to touch on 
that in a minute). He may disagree with that strategy. 
But at the end of the day, we fundamentally believe 
that that strategy is in the best interests of Bermuda. 
 But to come here and say that we are devoid 
of a commitment to Bermudians is irresponsible. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: It is your opinion. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: It is irresponsible, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. It is wrong to come here and to 
categorise individuals in that way. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: It is your opinion. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And the Honourable 
Shadow Finance Minister keeps saying, in your opin-
ion.  

Well, we are all here to espouse our opinion. 
That is what we do. Each and every one of us gets up 
on our feet and espouses our opinion. So if he thinks 
that just saying it over and over for some reason is 
making some kind of a point, it is redundant. It is a 
redundant point. That is why we are here, Madam 
Deputy Speaker.  

We are here to espouse our opinion. And it 
was an irresponsible opinion by the Opposition 
Leader. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: We have to get to a point, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, where we recognise that it is 
. . . When we get into this type of politics, this petty 
politics which dominates the debate in this House, it is 
the people, Madam Deputy Speaker, who suffer. 
 And what is interesting is that we hear about 
collaboration. We have heard about collaboration from 
the Opposition time and time again, about how some-
how or the other they are committed to collaboration. 
But yet, last week we saw clear in action what their 
idea of collaboration is. Their idea of collaboration is 
to come here and to blindside the Government by lay-
ing legislation as it relates to an initiative in our Throne 
Speech, and no consultation! No consultation at all 
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took place prior to the day that they laid the legisla-
tion.  

That is not collaboration. That is political 
tricks. That is political trickery, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, to come here and then say, Well, we laid a 
piece of legislation to deal with conscription, and let’s 
see how committed the Government is—although the 
Government never had an opportunity to actually read 
it, to understand what was being laid. But they ex-
pected us to embrace it. That is political trickery! That 
is not collaboration, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 And what I find interesting is that they imme-
diately respond to the Throne Speech by calling it ‘ap-
palling.’ And yet, when you look on the first page of 
the Reply, they list 13—thirteen!—proposals that they 
support. How can you support 13 major proposals 
contained in our Throne Speech, but your first reac-
tion is, ‘it was appalling’? The Opposition needs to 
make up its mind, Madam Deputy Speaker. They get 
so caught up, they get so tangled in their own political 
trickery, they do not even know what they are saying. 
They do not even know what they are saying, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 But I will go through a few things in this par-
ticular Reply and set the record straight, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. I want to go on . . . And so the Honour-
able Member has now said, Do I want to talk about 
the Throne Speech? Well, this is the Reply to the 
Throne Speech. And there are some things in the Re-
ply to the Throne Speech touching on the Throne 
Speech which I believe need to be addressed. 
 Page 5, Madam Deputy Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: There is no need to de-
fend. I stand on it, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

On page 5 we see mention of tourism. There 
is a tourism statement that I do not disagree with: 
“The reality is that our tourism product, once the in-
dustry leader and the envy of all, has become tired, 
stale, stagnant, and with little relevance to the needs 
and demands of the 21st Century traveller.” Agreed.  

“The days when a slick Madison Avenue ad 
campaign could inspire the imagination of a wealthy 
New Yorker or a New England professional are over. 
We have clung to the old ways of doing things, we 
have been uncomfortable with progress and change, 
and we have foolishly believed that the good times 
would never end.” I 100 per cent agree. Ditto, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. And that is why we have worked tire-
lessly for the last 10 months to introduce the legisla-
tion and pass the legislation to create the Tourism 
Authority and to create a Tourism Authority to do tour-
ism differently! To do tourism differently!  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Now, I am hearing, Noth-
ing has changed!  

Well, it is going to take time, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. We are still in transition and creating a new 
entity with a new direction with new leadership and a 
new way of management. That is new. Okay? But 
when we came here to create something new, it was 
the Opposition who spent a whole day—a whole 
day—trying to thwart the legislation as it related to the 
Tourism Authority.  

But yet, they come here and say, “we have 
been uncomfortable with progress and change.” For 
14 years there was no change as it related to the 
management of tourism. We have substantial change 
by the creation of the Tourism Authority, which was 
supported by two former Tourism Ministers of the 
PLP, and yet still no credit. Still no credit. 
 Now also, as it relates to tourism, on the bot-
tom of page 5 it says . . . well, this is in relation to the 
referendum, which I believe is important for tourism: 
“Moving immediately on a referendum for gaming, 
allowing our people to have their say and to eliminate 
investor uncertainty in our tourism industry. The 
framework to execute this has been in place since 
December 2012 and a year has been wasted.” 
 Well, first of all, Madam Deputy Speaker, a 
year has not been wasted. When the Opposition, 
whilst they were Government, laid the Referendum 
Act (I believe in November of 2012) at no time did 
they articulate a vision to the country as to what type 
of gaming model was to be in place; at no time did 
they explain how the gaming industry would be regu-
lated, and so forth. They laid a Referendum Bill, and 
they asked a question, which I have no problem with 
the content of the question, but they asked a question 
to the electorate: Do you support casino gaming? But 
the electorate would have had no idea what type of 
casino gaming they would have been voting for—
whether it was a standalone, whether it was resort, 
integrated resort casino gaming. They had not a clue. 
 So we had to spend the time over the past 10 
[months] investigating the information, getting the re-
search done, updating research that was already 
done so that we can formulate a position on what is 
the most appropriate model, how this is going to be 
regulated, whether we need a gaming commission, 
what type of technology we are going to use. And so 
when we have the referendum in the first quarter of 
next year, we can articulate our vision to the country. 
That is prudence, Madam Deputy Speaker. That is 
prudence. Okay? 
 So when the referendum . . . we hope and we 
will work hard for the referendum to have a positive 
result, we can get on with it.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: That would be a waste of 
time. The Honourable Member is interpolating again.  
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Well, why would we do this work when we do 
not know the result? You have got to plan, Honour-
able Member! It is called planning! That may be a 
concept that the other side did not understand. But 
you have to be prepared to move forward. That is 
what this Government is doing, and that is what we 
have done for the past 10 months. So it has not been 
a waste of time! 

We have got to be prepared so that, we be-
lieve, the result is going to be a positive one. We can 
move forward and get things done. 
 Now, page 6, Madam Deputy Speaker. It 
says, “Introduce . . . online gaming.” Well, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, that is on the agenda. You can tick 
that off. We know that in online gaming right now, 
there is possibly $1.2 million leaving this country to 
the online gaming industry. We know that individuals 
are involved in it, they are playing it, and that money is 
going outside of the jurisdiction. We need to address 
that, just as the Opposition knows that online gaming 
is on the agenda. 
 Page 7, “Develop a cruise ship port in the 
town of St. George’s.” Madam Deputy Speaker, is on 
the agenda. We have been in talks with the cruise 
ship companies. We understand it is, again, not an 
easy project. It is going to be complicated. We are 
going to make sure we get it right. But this is the initia-
tive that is already on the agenda. The Government, 
the OBA Government is on the job. 
 Page 13, review of the legal position of mari-
juana. Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, on the agenda! 
On the agenda. The Honourable Member, the Deputy 
Leader, has been discussing this in the public domain 
for some time. We have put it in our Throne Speech. 
On the agenda. 
 What I find interesting . . . and I am going to 
highlight and enumerate initiative after initiative. I find 
it interesting when the Opposition gets up and they 
want to lay a Bill on conscription on the Throne 
Speech day. They want to get up and talk about mari-
juana today. All of the difficult, controversial issues 
they did not deal with when they were in Government. 
Would not touch them! For years the issue of con-
scription was front and centre. And there was silence 
from the PLP Government—silence, for years! For 
years! 
 And then on the eve of the election, guess 
what they do? On the eve, they put it in their election 
platform. They put it in their last Throne Speech and 
want to act like, somehow or the other they were 
committed to ending conscription! 
 But we have to deal with all of the difficult is-
sues that the PLP Government, after 14 years of 
Government, failed to address. They want to talk 
about broken promises? How many Throne Speeches 
did they have talking about amending the Human 
Rights Act to do the right thing? Throne Speech after 
Throne Speech after Throne Speech, promise broken 
time and time again! And guess what? This Govern-

ment got it done within the first six months of being in 
Government. A difficult issue that we had no fear of—
doing the right thing. But they could not do it. 

So, you know, I find it interesting that they 
come here now in the Opposition . . . And I was in the 
Opposition, Madam Deputy Speaker, for five years. I 
understand. It is funny because I used to sit over there 
and look over here on the Government benches, and I 
used to admire. Wow. It must be nice to be over there. 
And now I am over here and looking over there and 
remembering, My, it was really nice being over there! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Because you can just 
come to the House and you can say whatever you 
want to say. You can just speak all the wonderful lan-
guage, all the great ideas [you’re aspiring to], what 
you are going to do. But, yes, it is tough being in Gov-
ernment. It is tough. It is tough having to get the job 
done. 
 But you know what, Madam Deputy Speaker? 
I am proud of this Government because we are not 
afraid to tackle the difficult and tough issues. We have 
done it, and we are going to continue to do it. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, page 14 of the Re-
ply, “Exploring the creation of a National Lottery” We 
are looking at that as well. Now, we may not distribute 
the funds in the way that the Opposition had recom-
mended; we may. But we recognise that that is an 
issue that we need to look at, and we recognise that it 
is important that we look at various revenue streams 
that the Government can benefit from. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, those were 
some issues that were in the Reply. I wanted to make 
clear that many of them the Government is already on 
the job. We are looking at them. We are moving 
ahead. Some are going to get done this year. We will 
end conscription this year, Madam Deputy Speaker 

We will have a robust, meaningful dialogue on 
marijuana. You know, it is going to be a controversial 
debate. And I would just lay my marker down right 
now. I support almost everything that was stated in 
the Reply in terms of the fact that it is wrong that 
young people have to deal with a criminal conviction 
for their entire life for possession of a small amount.  

I fundamentally feel that we need to pass leg-
islation to allow for medicinal marijuana. I fundamen-
tally believe that. And you know what convinced me, 
Madam Deputy Speaker . . . And I do not want to have 
a debate on it now. But what convinced me was when 
I met a family, a good family that is friends of my fam-
ily. And the daughter has multiple sclerosis. And when 
I learned—and this is a Christian family, been a Chris-
tian family all their lives. But the only thing that can 
allay this individual’s pain was marijuana, marijuana. 
Everything else did not work. And she lives in con-
stant pain. 
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And I said to myself, You know what? It would 
be a travesty to turn someone into a criminal because 
they are just trying to get relief, just trying to get relief. 
So I think that we have to have a decent and a re-
sponsible conversation on marijuana, particularly me-
dicinal marijuana. If it can be used to help and to alle-
viate individuals in discomfort, that is something that 
we should do and we should do right away. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Government’s 
proposal to lead Bermuda to renewal is clear in the 
Throne Speech. I find it difficult to believe that the 
Honourable and Learned Member, Michael Scott, said 
that this Government is “wedded” to the enhancement 
of international business. It seems to me as if the Op-
position is blind to the value of international business. 
It is shocking! It is shocking how they just do not get it. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order. 
 The Honourable Member is misleading this 
House. The Honourable Member is well aware that 
the Bermuda Business Development Corporation was 
formed under the Progressive Labour Party. And that 
is the only one you are hanging your hat on right now. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
I am going by the comments that were made. The 
Honourable and Learned Member said that it is the 
wrong approach. He said that the policy we have to 
increase international business, to bring more indi-
viduals back to this country, is not the right policy for 
economic revival. And we understand and we believe 
that it is the best policy. 
 Look. There is no silver bullet, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Point of order. I saw that the 
Honourable and Learned Member was listening atten-
tively. But he sounds like he has misheard much of 
what I said. 
 Clearly, what I said was international business 
is capable of looking after itself. I said what needs to 
be in place is a policy that is directly responsive to the 
everyday Mr. and Mrs. Ordinary Bermuda, middle-
income and working-class-income pocketbooks. That 
is what I said. It was not a discounting of the existence 
of international business. They look after themselves 
is what I said. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I appreciate the clarifica-
tion. But the Honourable Member also made it clear 
that we were wrong to be focusing on this policy. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, international busi-
ness . . . You know, it is interesting. Because I wonder 
who we all talk to. Because we hear individuals in the 

Opposition get up and say that they are talking to 
people every day who are telling them one thing, 
doom and gloom, and everything is horrible. And I 
speak to people every day, and I am getting a com-
pletely different response. 
 But I know one thing. When I was on the 
campaign trail . . . we all talked to folks on the cam-
paign trail. And that was not too long ago, a year ago 
next month. And the individuals, the homes I went 
into, they understood the value. They understood that 
when these folks left this country, when thousands of 
them left, their rent went with them. They understood. 
I would speak to individuals who worked in restau-
rants. They said, Our business has gone down sub-
stantially. They understand the benefit, the impact that 
international business has that, when we have these 
high net worth individuals coming here, they under-
stand. It affects the restaurants, it affects the taxi 
driver, it affects the homeowners. It affects all Ber-
mudians. 
 So to say that the policy does not have a di-
rect impact on everyday Bermuda tells me the Oppo-
sition does not understand it. Because it has a direct 
impact, a direct impact! And maybe we agree to dis-
agree on this. But I find it surprising, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, that the other side does not understand the 
inherent value of restoring international business to 
what it was. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. 
 I cannot allow this Honourable Member to 
continue to put out there that this side does not un-
derstand about international business. As I said, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, he is quite aware about the 
initiatives that were taken by this Government to try to 
get international business back. And also, that the 
model has changed. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE  
DEPUTY SPEAKER 

 
HOUSE VISITOR 

 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Minister, before you continue, the Chair would 
like to recognise the presence of the previous Minister 
of Tourism, and now the Chairman of the Tourism  
Authority, Mr. David Dodwell. Welcome. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, continue. 
 
[Debate continuing] 
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. I am going to wrap up in a minute. 
 I have also heard much made about the fact 
that we have stated in our Throne Speech that the 
country needs to be patient. The country needs to be 
patient. And, you know, we have heard the Opposition 
say, Well, we need more action! Why are we asking 
the Government to be patient? 
 You know, when President Barack Obama 
first was elected to the Presidency in the United 
States, that country was in a serious mess. It was in a 
serious mess. And he had the same challenge of ex-
pectations that this Government has when we took 
over a year ago. Because everybody wanted the prob-
lem to be solved overnight; they wanted, after a year, 
everything to be back to how it used to be. 
 And it did not happen! Year after year, there 
was criticism after criticism, When are we going to see 
the recovery? We are now seeing, in the second term, 
we are seeing recovery. These types of things take 
time. And I know that the Opposition has a strategy to 
try and convince Bermuda that the mess we inherited 
was not that bad. I know they want Bermudians to 
think that now the challenges and the difficulties that 
they are experiencing today are a result of the current 
Government. 
 But we are not going to let that happen, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. We are not going to let that 
happen! Because the reason why people in this coun-
try are struggling the way they are struggling is be-
cause of the management of the PLP Government. 
And we know, Madam Deputy Speaker, that it is going 
to take us a long time—a long time to turn this country 
around! And you know what? You know what, Madam 
Deputy Speaker? When I am out in the community, 
black, white, young and old, they get it. They get it, 
Madam Deputy Speaker! 

They say to me, Listen. Minister, I know that 
they are criticising you. Minister, I know that they are 
trying to apply the pressure. But hang in there. We 
know the problem did not get created overnight! We 
know that when in 1998, the PLP Government first 
became the Government, and they inherited a surplus 
and they inherited a healthy economy, and they inher-
ited a healthy country, it did not take a year for this 
country to end up falling off the cliff—it took 14! It took 
14 years of mismanagement for us to get where we 
are today! 

 
POINT OF ORDER 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. Point of order! Point of order! Point of 
order! 
 
An Hon. Member: Sit down. 
 

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Honourable Member is 
talking about for me to sit down. I am not sitting down. 
It is a point of order. 
 You cannot, Honourable Member, continu-
ously talk about 14 years of bad management by this 
Government. From 1998 to 2006, this economy dou-
bled! 
 
An Hon. Member: That is right! 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Member? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Okay. Madam Deputy 
Speaker, mismanagement is not going to cause the 
country to collapse overnight. It accumulates. It takes 
time. Okay? So the reality is it did not happen over-
night. 
 And you know what? You know what, Madam 
Deputy Speaker? The people of this country, they saw 
it. They experienced it. They lived it. And they know 
that it did not take one year for the country to go from 
positive to negative, and it is not going to take one 
year for the recovery. They understand that. 
 So, they need to be patient. Yes, the country 
needs to be patient. They have a Government that is 
working hard. We see positive results right now. The 
Economic Development Minister has made it clear 
that there are signs of recovery right now. But it is go-
ing to take awhile for us to get back or to get to where 
we want to be. So I am going to ask the people of— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: If the Honourable Mem-
ber wants to have the floor, he can have the floor. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
when I am in this chair, I do listen intently, and I re-
spect those on the other side when they speak. I am 
just asking for the same respect, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Now, I would like to go to the Throne Speech, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. No, I am going to go to the 
Reply on page 1. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: You have 2 minutes and 20 
seconds. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I am going to cross refer-
ence the Throne Speech. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, page 1, this is what 
the Progressive Labour Party is saying about the 
Government’s Throne Speech: 
 “To that end, the Progressive Labour Party 
believes that we can support the Government’s pro-
posals to: 
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• Expand the Career Pathways Programme 
[You will find that in page 19 of the Throne 
Speech. That is putting Bermudians first.] 

• Provide funding to Focus Counselling and The 
Family Centre to help families in need and to 
support short term job opportunities [You can 
find it on page 13 of the Throne Speech, put-
ting Bermudians first.] 

• Have a gaming referendum in the first quarter 
of 2014 [You can find it on page 12 of the 
Throne Speech. And, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I hope this means they are going to 
support the referendum, in terms of an af-
firmative vote. And, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
if we can have a vibrant, new gaming industry, 
that will be putting Bermudians first.] 

• End Conscription and modernize the legal and 
disciplinary system for the Bermuda Regiment 
[Page 13 of the Throne Speech, putting Ber-
mudians first.] 

• Strengthen Food Security [Page 19, putting 
Bermudians first.] 

• Fully implement the Cash Back to Communi-
ties Program [Page 13 of the Throne Speech, 
putting Bermudians first.] 

• Revisions to The Criminal Code to ensure that 
sentences laid down in Bermuda aren’t wa-
tered down in the UK [Pages 14 to 15 of the 
Throne Speech.] 

• Modernization of the Proceeds of Crime Act 
[Page 15 in the Throne Speech.] 

• Introduce Co-Parenting Orders [It says “Intro-
duce Co-Parenting Orders,” but that is not the 
case. It is ensuring that mediation is a prereq-
uisite to co-parenting orders, page 17, putting 
Bermudians first.] 

• Introduce absentee balloting and extend the 
days for the advance poll [Page 10, putting 
Bermudians first.] 

• Introduce a Vulnerable Persons Act and the 
strengthen the Senior Abuse Register Act 
2008 [Page 15 of the Throne Speech, putting 
Bermudians first.] 

• Mandatory ID checks in bars [Page 13, putting 
Bermudians first.] 

• Efforts to become a certified Air Navigation 
Service Provider [An initiative started under 
the PLP Government, page 11, putting Ber-
mudians first.] 
 

 Madam Deputy Speaker, I am confident that 
this Government is on the right track. We have an-
other impressive and aggressive Throne Speech. The 
Government is working for the people, and the people 
are happy with their Government. 

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much. 

 The Chair recognises the Member from con-
stituency 17, from Pembroke Central, Mr. C. W. D. 
Brown. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Yes, thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, and good evening. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, when I listened to 
the Throne Speech delivered by the Queen of Eng-
land’s representative in Bermuda, the Governor, the 
essence of the OBA approach dealing with people in 
need and people who are struggling was crystallized 
in the proposal for a 10 per cent reduction in groceries 
on Wednesdays, a 10 per cent reduction, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 That proposal reminded me of a quote often 
attributed to Marie Antoinette, a French princess, just 
prior to the French Revolution, in which, when faced 
with significant hardship endured by the peasants and 
workers in France, she quipped, Let them eat cake. A 
flippant remark that reflected a sense of being com-
pletely oblivious to the challenges facing real people, 
it reflected a sense of insensitivity to the issues affect-
ing real people in this country, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 To offer 10 per cent against a backdrop of 
constantly rising prices is to reflect a real misunder-
standing of the financial challenges facing people in 
this country. When eggs can go up by 25 per cent in 
six months, a 10 per cent reduction becomes more 
and more meaningless. There is no control on prices. 
So if the bills, the prices keep increasing every week, 
every month, 10 per cent would just mean a reduction 
in an increasingly larger bill, but the person’s cost will 
still go up. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the sense of being 
oblivious to the real concerns of working men and 
women in this country is reflected in that policy. Be-
cause if the Government was genuinely concerned 
about addressing the hardship of people, they would 
take that same vigour, that same energy they have 
applied to resuscitating and to expanding international 
business to the issues affecting working men and 
women. So we would have looked at, and we would 
have heard some initiatives coming from them about 
how to address the rising, the increased rates in in-
surance premiums, the extortionary tactics imposed 
by banks on people. 

That is what a Government that cares would 
do. You would not make a flippant one-off reduction in 
10 per cent in the grocery bill and say, Let them eat 
cake. You would look at a comprehensive approach, 
as they are doing, quite rightly, with respect to interna-
tional business. And it is a reflection of the priorities of 
this Government that the businesses come first, and 
there may well be some trickle-down benefit for eve-
rybody else. 

That is why a few months ago, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, I said I would no longer refer to this 
Government as the One Bermuda Alliance. I would 
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refer to them in terms of their demonstrated practice, 
the One Business Alliance Government. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Government has 
talked a great deal about shared sacrifice. There is no 
shared sacrifice. There was a 5 per cent reduction in 
pay agreed to by trade unions. There were a series of 
tax increases on working men and women in this 
country, Madam Deputy Speaker. But there was con-
cession after tax concession for the businesses, for 
the wealthy—no shared sacrifice. Because the ethos 
of this Government is that what is good for business is 
good for everybody else. 

But how, Madam Deputy Speaker, can a se-
ries of tax concessions for the wealthy translate into 
an alleviation of the hardship that so many people are 
experiencing? It does not. If the Government were 
serious about addressing the shortfall in revenues, 
then at least it would have considered amending the 
payroll tax cap. Why should rich people, those earning 
over $500,000 a year, get a tax break? People who 
can most afford it get a break. People earning over 
$500,000 a year pay a lower amount in payroll tax 
than people who earn under $500,000, under 
$100,000, under $50,000. The universal standard, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, is to increase the tax rate as 
one’s income goes up, not to reduce it. So I again 
question the priorities of this Government in that re-
spect. There is no shared sacrifice. 

Now, I should commend the Government for 
raising the issue of the gender imbalance in this coun-
try. No Government has really addressed the issue, 
as far as I can recall. So I was encouraged by a men-
tion of the issue of the gender. But they used gobble-
dygook, Madam Deputy Speaker, to explain what they 
would do. And I can quote, on page 18, Government 
will “establish a framework for including gender per-
spectives in all activities . . .” And it will “bring equita-
ble considerations to decision-making that involves 
the differing needs [and so forth] of men and women.” 
 The real issue, Madam Deputy Speaker, is 
that we have a society in which there has been sys-
temic discrimination and marginalisation of women in 
business, in politics. Look at this Parliament. It is a 
male-dominated Parliament. So, I applaud the Gov-
ernment for raising the issue. But I would like to hear 
some concrete policies being advanced about the im-
balance, about the historic discrimination. That is 
something that I would like to see, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, and we have not seen that. But I applaud 
the Government for raising it, and I hope they will do 
more to address it. 
 The issue of equal pay for work of equal value 
is a significant one. The Government already has the 
data to determine the extent to which women are un-
derpaid for doing the same work. They have all that 
data in their hands. I would encourage the Govern-
ment to use the Statistician’s Office to identify the ex-
act nature of the pay disparity between men and 

women and formulate appropriate policy to address 
that. 
 Now, on the issue of electoral reform, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, I think it is entirely appropriate to 
examine the issue of students getting the right to vote. 
The critical question that the Government will need to 
answer is, How do you define “a student”? There are 
many people who stay overseas for long periods of 
time who take one course. Does that make them a 
student? We need to have clarification on the defini-
tion of a student. And we need to ensure there is an 
absolutely transparent process by which votes can be 
cast. It is subject to abuse. I have no confidence in 
electronic systems. Because I am not a computer 
programmer, and some of us here are. And it can be 
easily manipulated. 
 So the idea of giving students the right to vote 
while they are overseas is an excellent idea. But it has 
to be transparent. It has to be one of absolute integ-
rity. Otherwise, the whole system falls apart. For those 
who live overseas and are not students, I do not sup-
port them getting the right to vote. If you have decided 
to live somewhere else, then you should not have the 
right to vote in the country that you have left. That is 
just my firm position on that position, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Now, I speak on behalf of my party, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, on the issue of education. Education 
is dear to my heart, and I know that the Progressive 
Labour Party Government put into motion a wide se-
ries of education reforms that are designed to improve 
public education. This Government, when it took of-
fice, agreed that there were a lot of good things being 
done, and that they will continue. So I applaud the 
Government for that. I applaud the Government for 
the Green Paper on inclusive education. I look forward 
to the debate. I am hoping that the Minister who 
speaks for Education and Health will at least give me 
a week’s notice as to when that debate is to take 
place so that we can have a full and proper debate. 
 There are a wide range of issues involved. 
But they are critical for ensuring that we get the ap-
propriate framework to recognise, celebrate and pro-
mote those students who demonstrate excellence in 
differing areas, but also to provide the appropriate 
framework of assistance for those who face a variety 
of challenges. So this is an important discussion. It will 
be an important debate. And it is vital if you really care 
about the future of our children. 
 Now, the proposal regarding technical educa-
tion in the curriculum and the decision to have techni-
cal education introduced in the middle school system I 
find problematic. We know that we already have a 
series of challenges in terms of our (shall we say?) 
performance of our young people in school, and that 
we need to place greater emphasis on reading, writ-
ing, mathematics, [and] critical thinking. 
 I would prefer to see a government retain a 
focus on ensuring that the basic skill sets that every 
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student needs to succeed are given the appropriate 
emphasis. I would not want to see it watered down by 
having students looking at other areas at that stage of 
their development. Most young people do not know 
what they want to do at 18. And to create a pathway 
toward technical education at an ever-younger age, I 
think, unnecessarily siphons students off in directions 
they may regret or may not want to pursue at later 
stages in their academic development. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I heard nothing at all 
in the Throne Speech about the importance of educa-
tion and social studies in our school system. We have 
a full curriculum on Bermuda, which includes educa-
tion and history of this country. Yet, the Minister will 
know that it is not widely taught throughout the 
schools. It should be an absolute mandate in this 
country, as it should be in every other country, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, that young people should know their 
history, should know their culture, [and] should under-
stand it. That comes first. That comes before anything 
else. 
 I would like to see Government make a 
statement about the inclusion, the mandatory inclu-
sion of this, and ensuring that principals ensure that 
teachers are teaching it. Because as I looked into this 
last year, the recurring complaint was that teachers 
were not teaching the curriculum. And you cannot 
have responsible, productive citizens if they do not 
understand themselves and their place in their own 
country. So that has to be a priority. And I would hope 
that this Government will give that consideration and 
ensure the policy is fully in place. 
 When I say that, Madam Deputy Speaker, this 
should apply to private schools as well. The Education 
Act gives the Minister authority to ensure that certain 
standards are in place for everyone. And we have an 
unfortunate situation insofar as 50 per cent of our stu-
dents are in private schools. I would not want to see 
that 50 per cent leave school without a proper under-
standing of Bermuda, its history and its culture. So I 
would encourage the Minister to demonstrate a com-
mitment to ensuring that all of our young people get 
that education. 
 Perhaps the most important issue that can be 
addressed in the short term, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
regarding an improvement in standards and student 
output relates to the issue of principal autonomy. Most 
of the research shows that when you give competent 
principals authority over their school, budget and per-
sonnel, you will see a measurable improvement in 
student performance. 

I went to the first meeting organised by the 
Commissioner of Education at West Pembroke School 
to talk about the Ministry’s vision for improvement. 
And I raised the issue of principal autonomy. His posi-
tion was that principals are not yet ready to be fully 
autonomous. Well, I want to see a time frame and an 
action plan when that will be in place, because that is 
a critical factor. 

When I was at the Berkeley . . . We cele-
brated Dr. Maxwell’s life earlier today, the principal at 
Berkeley. From 1972 to 1977, I was in a framework 
where education was celebrated, I was encouraged to 
do well, we were all encouraged to do well. Even my 
Honourable Member, Mrs. Foggo, we were all en-
couraged to do well. I believe she came second in the 
year at graduation, of all the students. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Terry had long since left. He is 
considerably older than the rest of us. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, we will not go down that 
path. 
 But what I will say, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
is that we had a stimulating environment. It was led by 
a principal who had a vision and an approach to edu-
cation. And when we get more principals with that kind 
of commitment, when we get more teachers with that 
kind of commitment as well, we will see an increase in 
student performance. And that has to be a critical 
linchpin in the improvement of public education. And I 
would hope that the Government will move swiftly to 
ensure that the move toward greater principal auton-
omy is fully in place. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, the Throne 
Speech was presented in such a way that it raised a 
number of issues that I find deeply troubling. The 
Throne Speech was overshadowed by what I call a 
false narrative, a false narrative that has allowed for 
the Government to introduce and to propose to carry 
out a series of initiatives which, in my view, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, will undermine the rights of Ber-
mudians, will reduce job prospects for Bermudians 
and puts everything else first and Bermudians second. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the essence of this 
false narrative is as follows: The PLP Government in 
2002, created the term limit policy. That term limit pol-
icy created an environment that represented a disin-
centive to business and, over the years, businesses 
began to leave Bermuda. It contributed to our series 
of economic challenges, and that with people leaving, 
the economy started to implode. 
 The necessary response to that narrative, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, is that in order to revitalise 
this country and our economy, we need to listen to 
international business, give them what they ask for or 
give them what they demand, and that also we need 
to bring people in as an economic policy in order to 
justify and to rationalise this improvement that we all 
say we want. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I say it is a 
false narrative because we have significant data that 
challenges the essence of that argument. Those data 
reside in the Government hands. Those data reside in 
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the Statistician’s Office, which I believe the Premier 
has responsibility for. (I hope the Premier will confirm 
that.) The Statistician’s Office is the responsibility of 
the Honourable Premier. 
 So, we have heard this argument about the 
declining residential population. It is going down. Well, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, the only measure—the only 
measure of our total population comes from the cen-
sus. There is no other measure. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: There may be projections; that is 
extrapolation. The only measure is our census. So, if 
you allow me, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to 
cite the population figures that are identified by the 
last three censuses. In 1991, the total Bermuda popu-
lation started just over 58,000. In 2000, the total resi-
dential population started at just over 62,000. In 2010, 
the total residential population started at just over 
64,000. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Why the Honourable Member, 
Mr. Sousa, wishes to raise the issue of race is beyond 
me. I am not making a racial argument, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. But if the Honourable Sousa wants to 
talk about race when he gets up, he can speak about 
it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Madam Deputy Speaker, so, the 
residential population has increased in every decade 
over the last three censuses, and no doubt in every 
decade previously. So there is no decline in the popu-
lation. And there is no decline in the residential popu-
lation. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, as I said, the 
only official statistics fall under the Premier’s office. 
So, I would advise the Premier to listen to his statisti-
cians and look at the results they propose. 
 Now, this Government and those who em-
brace the OBA policies have also touted the argument 
that we have a significant reduction in our workforce 
that has to be repopulated, that that represents the 
real crisis in Bermuda. But it is funny, you know, be-
cause almost the entirety of the argument of this Gov-
ernment is that we have lost thousands of interna-
tional business workers. I have heard nothing about 
the Bermudians who have lost jobs—nothing. But the 
emphasis is always on those international business 
positions which have been lost. So let us look at those 
data, Madam Deputy Speaker. Let us look at those 
data, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 In 2002, the total workforce was at just over 
37,000 people. The highest point ever in our work-
force was in 2008, when we had just over 40,000 

people in our workforce. That was at the height of the 
boom when we had massive construction projects 
going on and there was no recession. 
 In 2012, the workforce dropped to just over 
35,000. So that represents about 5,000 jobs lost. 
Now, it is one thing to talk about 5,000 jobs being lost 
from a height of 40,000. It is something altogether dif-
ferent to argue or to posit that the norm or that the 
appropriate size of the workforce is 40,000, because 
from 1998 until 2000 it was universally accepted that 
we have a strong economy. I do not think I will hear 
anyone disagreeing with that. Between 1998 and 
2008, we had a very strong economy. 
 Premier, would you agree with that? 
 No comment from the Honourable Premier. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So, it was too strong. I am sorry. I 
did not hear his comments, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
but he put one or two thumbs up. So, we had a robust 
economy. But guess what, Madam Deputy Speaker? 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: We had a robust economy with-
out the workforce being at 40,000. So, since when did 
we get to this correlation between the size of the 
workforce and economic revitalisation? What revital-
ises the economy, Madam Deputy Speaker, is the 
injection of foreign capital. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ah! 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Ah, exactly! And therefore, that 
capital, Madam Deputy Speaker, can come from the 
growth of international business, quite rightly. But it 
can also come from tourism. And there is a singular 
approach of this Government to focus only on interna-
tional business. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, that is not so! 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Oh, my mistake, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. Let me rephrase that. There is a focus of 
this Government to place the greater burden, the 
greater emphasis on international business over eve-
rything else. I can refine that comment. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I think if you look at 
where the dollars are being spent, the Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Continue. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: If you look at where 
the money is being spent, the Government is actually 
putting a little over $4 million for its international busi-
ness and over $30 million towards tourism, if you look 
at the budget. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you for that information. 
 Member, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 And so it is a fallacious argument to make to 
say that the appropriate size of our workforce is 
40,000. What is important is that we get money com-
ing in. If we had a workforce of 35,000 or 30,000 and 
we had more money than we knew what to do with, 
would you still say we needed 40,000 people? The 
only people who want 40,000 people are those who 
are speculating in property. And those who speculate 
in property can make a lot of money when times are 
good, but they can lose when times are bad. That is 
the risk of speculation, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, as I said to the 
Honourable Finance Minister outside of these hal-
lowed Chambers, it would be very helpful in our de-
bates if the Honourable Finance Minister could cease 
looking at every contrary opinion as if it is an idiotic 
statement. In a mature world, we have mature de-
bates. We have different views on issues. There is no 
inherent right or wrong. We have different issues, dif-
ferent views. This Government puts business over 
people. Our focus is to put people first. I can under-
stand that is your approach, and you have the power 
to put things in place. But we think differently. Our 
emphasis is different. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, this Govern-
ment, to continue with the consequences of arguing 
this false narrative about population and international 
business, is now saying we need to relax our property 
laws to allow people to come in and buy property. 
They have made no mention of the 1976 legislation 
which has put a cap on the sale of land to foreign in-
terests. They have mentioned nothing about that. So 
are you going to just change the law to allow as much 
foreign ownership of property as possible? Or are you 
going to have a policy that says Bermudians should 
come first in their own country? 
 Because the consequences of the boom up 
until 2008, Madam Deputy Speaker, [was that] hous-
ing became virtually unaffordable for most people. 

And that is not sustainable in a country where people 
have limited choices. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, this false nar-
rative advanced by this Government has led to an 
immigration policy that, as far as the public (I think) is 
concerned, they slipped in underhandedly by calling 
for a revamp of the ill-conceived Incentives for Job 
Makers Act. And I say “ill-conceived.” It was ill-
conceived in its first manifestation, and it is ill-
conceived in the second rendition, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. That is my view. The Honourable Premier 
will know that has long been my position. That has 
long been my position. I was not part of the PLP Gov-
ernment in the last year. I was not part of the PLP 
Government, and my position remains the same. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So, what has this Government 
done? What has this Government done? This Gov-
ernment has put into place a legal measure to grant 
security of status to people in a manner which is remi-
niscent of what took place during the 1960s, an organ-
ised attempt to manipulate population, ultimately, for 
political purposes. 
 
An Hon. Member: Come on! 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Come on! The Honourable Minis-
ter says, Come on! In September, when I made this 
very point to Parliament that the Job Makers Act will 
lead to this Government positing status as the next 
option, it was scoffed at. And what do we read in the 
Throne Speech? What do we read in the Throne 
Speech? A pathway to status. It has been deceptive. 
It is deceptive, and it is dishonest. This Government 
has passed legislation, the Job Makers Act. Who are 
the primary beneficiaries, Madam Deputy Speaker? 
Rich white men, rich white men, that is the reality. 

The reality is that the Job Makers Act creates 
a path of PRC status to people who come from privi-
lege and who have proposed this as the means of 
guaranteeing their business. A responsible Govern-
ment would say, We need a new immigration policy. 
We are sensitive to the history. We know that we (if 
that is your position) need more people. But you 
would create a fair policy which says, We are going to 
open it up to a number of people. We are going to set 
a limit on the number. And we are going to open it up 
to people who have contributed to make this country 
strong. 
 It is not just the senior executives who work 
for reinsurance companies who should be given that 
consideration. What about the workers in the kitchen 
who are washing pots, where no Bermudian wants to 
wash pots? So, if you are serious, if you are con-
cerned about equal opportunity, you would have cre-
ated an immigration policy which said, We want to 
respect all those people who are here, and we are 
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going to create a mechanism that is going to allow for 
PRC status. It is not going to be one which gives 
prominence to rich white men. Because that is too 
reminiscent of what took place in the 1960s. 
 Now, it may well be that most people on the 
other side are not aware of that. I can guarantee you, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, that those who framed this 
particular piece of legislation are abundantly aware of 
the implications. And it is a slap in the face to Ber-
mudians, because when you do that, you are denying 
opportunities. 
 This Government says that they will listen to 
the international business community and that they 
will respond. As I said in September, well, thank 
goodness the international business community did 
not ask to be able to marry five women in this country. 
Because this Government would probably consider 
that as well. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I understand that 
there have been discussions going on— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Only five. I am not sure the Hon-
ourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, can handle more than 
one. But if he thinks he can handle five, then more 
power to him! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: But, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
there have been— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, I think women have different 
endurance levels than men, but I will just leave that 
one alone. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the issue is that 
there have been discussions in the international busi-
ness community about proposing to this Government 
that the top 20 per cent of all jobs in their companies 
be excluded from work permit control. I hope that rec-
ommendation never makes it to Government. I hope it 
never makes it to Government. 
 
An Hon. Member: Never heard of it. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: You have never heard of it; I have 
heard of it. I know what discussions have been taking 
place. Madam Deputy Speaker, the Honourable 
Members on the other side can poke fun at this. But I 
take immigration policy, I take the challenge of job 
opportunities for Bermudians to be a very serious mat-
ter. It is not something I take lightly. I do not think we 
should be looking at these issues in a flippant manner. 

While you may disagree, which is the thrust of 
my argument, at least I expect a sensible and intelli-
gent response. I do not want anyone to call it utter 

nonsense, as we have heard so many times before. 
These are serious matters. These are times where 
there are many Bermudians that are feeling hurt and 
challenged in not being able to find opportunities. Now 
we hear that a lot of Bermudians just are not qualified, 
that we may need to look elsewhere. The challenge 
that I have is that, while I recognise the importance of 
international business, we have to ensure that people 
come first. You cannot create a framework in which 
businesses get everything and the people get very 
little. 

The Honourable Premier is shaking his head. 
I want to see policies that show that we want to uplift 
our people and not denigrate them. Thank you, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 

 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. Thank 
you. 
 The Chair recognises the Member from St. 
George’s North, constituency 1, Mr. K. L. Bascome. 
You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Good evening, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, and good evening to my col-
leagues. 
 First of all, I am going to use an analogy that 
my Finance Minister uses quite frequently, looking 
under the hood. But then I am going to put on my me-
chanic hat and start to tune the engine, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. 
 We have heard much today about St. 
George’s. I have been here for 10 months now. I have 
heard more about St. George’s today than I have 
heard in the whole 10 months. We are going to start 
with the golf course, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: That is because I 
am intelligent. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: MP Nandi Outer-
bridge and I have been speaking in caucus virtually 
every week that we needed some support to bring that 
golf course to a state where people living in the im-
mediate areas do not see it as an eyesore. I have 
been working with the St. George’s Club and the 
management, and they have written letters to the Min-
ister and to the chairman of the board, asking if some-
thing could be done with that golf course. We are go-
ing to endeavour to put it in a playable condition. And 
the Honourable Minister kept speaking about nine 
holes. Well, it is obvious that he read my comments in 
the Bermuda Sun today. 
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[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Anyhow, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, we are going to endeavour to put the 
golf course in a playable condition, which will enhance 
the tourism product that we have in St. George’s, and 
that is the St. George’s Club. Those guests have been 
complaining that initially, when they bought into the St. 
George’s Club, one of the attractions was they had a 
golf course on their doorstep. And we, the One Ber-
muda Alliance, are going to endeavour to deliver on a 
promise that was made when we were elected in 
2012. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: That is entirely up to 
us at this stage. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I am going to say 
here that we are going to talk about international busi-
ness now. And what is tourism other than international 
business? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Hmm.  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Exactly! Tourism is 
international business! We go overseas to encourage 
persons to come and visit the most wonderful place 
on the face of the earth. So it is all part of international 
business, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

And as a person who works on the front line, I 
can tell you that visitors do ask for the privilege to be 
able to purchase alcohol on weekends. So when 
those Members say otherwise, I can say that I have 
first-hand knowledge, because in another life, you 
would know that I sit behind a wheel and have the 
privilege of welcoming those international guests who 
come for international business or to have a vacation 
in Bermuda. So it is all international business, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 I would say that, with the Tourism Authority, 
this is a new approach. We have tried other things, 
and it has not worked. So let us say, let us give it an 
opportunity before we shoot it down. And as a Ber-
mudian, I can tell you that we have a tendency to pull 
things down before it has even had the opportunity to 
succeed. 
 
An Hon. Member: Like the Urgent Care Centre? 
  
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Well, all I can say to 
you is there is urgent care all around. And maybe 
some of you should go there and stay there. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Because I am too 
intelligent. I just told you that. 
 

The Deputy Speaker: Member, it would be easier for 
me to follow what you are saying if you do not re-
spond to other people who are interpolating on the 
sides. Then I can follow what you are saying. So, 
thank you. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Much appreciated, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 I am saying to you at this particular time that 
we in the One Bermuda Alliance are going to try to do 
things a little different to turn this economy around. 
We had 14 years of the Bermuda Progressive Labour 
Party, and they did not appreciate the talent of the 
individual who is speaking at this particular time. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: We are going to 
endeavour, and we are making a commitment, to do 
away with conscription. And we will do it in our time. 
We are going to bring the golf course back online. And 
the Honourable Tourism Minister has made a promise 
that we are going to look very diligently to secure a 
designated cruise ship for the Town of St. George’s. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, let me just make a 
point here. I can recall going back about 20 years ago 
when every Sunday morning a young man used to get 
on the talk show and talk about how we needed a 
cruise ship in St. George’s. And that young man was 
told that he was beating a dead horse. However, St. 
George’s had the longest designated cruise ship con-
tract in this country, 16 years, with the Majesty. So, 
the dead horse all of a sudden came alive. 
 We will do away with conscription. I am going 
to say it again. We will bring the golf course back 
online. And eventually, we will have a 24/7 police sta-
tion in St. George’s. We have 84 hours per week right 
now, which is 84 hours more per week than it was 
previously, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Well, I can say to 
that Honourable Member, through you, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, it is nice to see that he is out at night 
helping to keep the town safe the same way that I am. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
The Deputy Speaker: There is one person standing 
to his feet. I would prefer to hear only one voice. 
Thank you. 
 Member, continue, please. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Madam Deputy 
Speaker, you will be aware that I am usually short and 
precise because I find that when you speak longer 
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than seven minutes, you end up repeating yourself. 
And I am going to say this at this particular time, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. All of the things that we 
have promised are tangible, and we will endeavour to 
deliver them within this ensuing year. We are not go-
ing to make all sorts of outrageous promises, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. We are going to be precise, and we 
are going to deliver on the promises that we have 
made to the wonderful Island of Bermuda. Thank you, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Member from 
Sandys North, constituency 36? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Oh, I am sorry. I think we have 
already heard from that Minister. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Transport, Warwick South East, constituency 24. Mr. 
W. L. A. Scott, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Good evening, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. 
 I had not planned on speaking tonight, but the 
thing is that what I would like to start off by saying is 
that if I were to stand up here and say that there was 
no good content in the Government’s Throne Speech, 
that would actually be very irresponsible of me. Be-
cause, as it has been proven time and time again, 
there are a few good things in the Government’s 
Throne Speech. And for the record, you have to give 
credit where credit is due. So I give credit to the Gov-
ernment for the few good things that they do have 
there. But I feel as though my counterpart started to 
exaggerate a bit when he stood up to talk about the 
good things in the Government’s Throne Speech. And 
the one word that really got to me was when he used 
the word “aggressive.” 
 He said that it is an aggressive Throne 
Speech and it is an aggressive plan for turning the 
country around. And I would like to just, with your in-
dulgence, Madam Deputy Speaker, just read from 
page 11 and part of 12. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Before you do that, when you 
say “he,” who are you referring to, please? 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Oh, sorry. The Honourable 
Minister of Transportation, my counterpart, yes. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes. It is too bad he is not in 
the House. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I am sure he is listening. 

Please proceed. What page? 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Page 11, the bottom, 
page 11 and part of page 12. And it says, “An effec-
tive transportation system is an essential component 
for economic growth and development. The Ministry of 
Tourism Development and Transport will continue 
working with all segments of the transportation indus-
try to develop a system that better serves visitors and 
residents and that works better for operators. Broad-
based consultations will continue through the year 
with a view to amending the 1951 Motor Car Act to 
achieve these improvements.” 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, when it comes to 
transportation, this is as aggressive as Winnie the 
Pooh with road rage. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Because it does not say 
anything about transportation! It is so vague. I mean, 
this one, the Motor Car Act 1951, is basically the skel-
eton in which the whole transportation system is 
based. That is sort of [like] going to a doctor, having 
the doctor come back to you and say, Well, we have 
got your test results and . . . And what? What? I 
mean, you do not know what is going on. Is it going to 
be good? Is it going to be bad? 
 The thing is that when we speak of doctors, all 
I can think about now is the Lamb Foggo and the clo-
sure. I find it ironic that the Minister closed the lab, 
which is the one revenue source for the Lamb Foggo, 
and then started saying that— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
Some Hon. Members: No! 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. The Minister did not 
close any part of any facility. It is the Hospitals Board 
that runs that facility, and it is the Hospitals Board that 
made that decision. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Member, you have the floor. 
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Well, one thing I liked is the 
(quote/unquote) “loophole.” It is my opinion that, 
through the Minister’s omission of standing up and 
doing what was right; she allowed it to be closed. It 
was closed under her watch. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: She is the Minister. She is the 
Minister. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Sorry. It is closed under the 
Honourable Minister’s watch. So the Honourable Min-
ister is responsible. The buck stops with the Minister. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: But the one thing I am glad 
to see, Madam Deputy Speaker, is that the Govern-
ment is not discriminating. The Government, in the 
closure of the Lamb Foggo, is saying that it does not 
care about its own people. It does not care about the 
Honourable Nandi Outerbridge, it does not care about 
the Honourable Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, and it 
does not care about the Honourable Kenny Bascome, 
because their lives are not worth more than $250,000. 
So, if something happens to happen to them and they 
cannot get to the hospital in time, sucks to be who? 
Them. 

But the thing is that, when it comes to a Gov-
ernment, this Government likes to run the country like 
a business. And the one thing is that the bottom line 
for any business is the almighty dollar. But a country’s 
bottom line is its people. And not just the people—it is 
the quality of life that the people in that country have. 
Madam Deputy Speaker, I wonder how far is this go-
ing to go? Is this going to set a precedent that, if it 
does not make dollars, it does not make sense, so we 
are going to close it? The police, they do not make 
money. They do not make dollars. They do not make 
sense; close the police down. Fire does not make 
money, so it does not make sense; close that down. 
Regiment does not make money, so it does not make 
sense; close that down. 

What about if this hospital does not make 
money? Are we going to close the hospital down? Be-
cause obviously, the Government does not have con-
trol over what happens in the hospital. The hospital 
runs itself while the Honourable Minister sits by and 
watches and says, Oh, sorry. I do not want to impede. 
I do not want to hurt anyone’s feeling. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is the Board’s. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: It is the Board’s. 

So, you know, for me, it makes me think of the 
OBA as standing for One Bad Account. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you. But it is One Bad 
Account.  

The thing is, they did this and they backed this 
up by going to the SAGE Commission and looking at 
ways to cut money before they looked at ways to 
make money. How are you going to know how much 
to cut if you do not know how much you make? The 
thing is that we could look at ways to improve revenue 
generation or even having a surplus and, theoretically, 
hypothetically, in a perfect world, not have to cut any-
thing by diversifying our portfolio. But I did not see any 
of that in this. I did not see any real new ways of think-
ing. 
 What I did see is that the Government was 
very creative . . . well, maybe not that creative. But 
they were creative enough to go digging in the crates. 
Blow the dust off of some of the old initiatives that 
were already in the pipeline or about to get put in the 
pipeline and say, Hey! The PLP had a good idea. Let 
us just blow the dust off of that and bring it back into 
circulation, put our name on it and call it a day. 
 But the thing is that right now—  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Well, the Premier says, Do 
we not know how to take a compliment? If they came 
and said, Here is a piece of the legislation that the 
PLP was going to bring, but they did not bring it in 
time, but we agree with it . . . then we put it forward, 
fine. That is a compliment. They do not do that. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker! 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The OBA Government—
this Government—has been concentrating not just on 
austerity, but on raising revenue as well. To suggest 
that all we are looking at is austerity measures is fool-
ish at best! 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 Member, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes. Well, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I did not see anything in the Throne Speech 
that says we are going to raise revenue, that we are 
going to generate new ways of having this country in a 
surplus! I did not see that. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker! Point of order, Madam Deputy 
Speaker! 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Premier, you have the floor. 
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POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: To raise revenue, it does 
not necessarily have to take diversification. 
 
Some Hon. Members: What is your point of order? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I just gave it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Misleading the public. He 
is misleading the public. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I have a second point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. The Honour-
able Member is misleading the House inasmuch as 
the Honourable Member, perhaps being new, and 
maybe inadvertently, has to understand that budget 
items are advanced in the Budget Statement. The leg-
islative agenda is in the Throne Speech. So the Hon-
ourable Member is misleading the House. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
will get off of that because it seems as though we will 
just have to agree to disagree on that. 
 But one thing about this Government— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I am a born-again Christian, 
Madam Deputy Speaker.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I was doing my devotion the 
other night, and I came across this story. And it really 
made me . . . You know . . .  well, my devotion actually 
allows you to put it in real world what applies to you. 
And I was able to do it. And I feel as though the story . 
. . the story that I am talking about is the story of 
Moses when he led the people out of Egypt. But then 
they were stuck wandering in the wilderness aimlessly 
for 40 years. For us, it is going to be more aimlessly 
for four years, but that is a different story. 
 But the thing is that— 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: —then the leaders are look-
ing at this . . .  

You see, Madam Deputy Speaker, how I can 
ignore the interpolations from the Honourable Member 
from St. George’s, when they spoke for the first time 
in close to 12 months? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Oh, she did not read it? Oh, 
okay. Okay. 
 But, yes, back to Moses. The thing is, it 
seems as though the leader was always talking about 
this Promised Land, this Promised Land. And the 
people did not see it because they did not feel as 
though there was a vision from the leader.  
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I feel as though right 
now the country is wandering around in the wilderness 
with no real hope, with no way . . . And it makes me 
say that, you know what, Madam Deputy Speaker? If 
we were to put this session of Parliament as a book in 
the Bible, one of the quotes would be, The PLP 
giveth, and the OBA taketh away. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Right?  

The thing is, earlier what they took away was . 
. . they took away the seniors’ cars. They took away 
money out of the civil servants’ paycheque. They took 
away FutureCare. And now they are taking away the 
Lamb Foggo. All things that . . . The scary thing about 
the Lamb Foggo is that they do not have a backup 
plan. They know they need something down [at] that 
end, but they are going to take it away and they do not 
know what they are going to replace it with. 
 If, I think— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Well, yes, so we think. So 
we think.  

We think that they are now going to replace it 
with privatised care down there by an OBA member, 
possibly, that is a doctor that happens to possibly sit 
on the Hospitals Board. But I digress, though. 
 But the thing is that— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Imputing improper motive] 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is completely out of order, imputing improper 
motive. He is completely wrong, and those comments 
need to be withdrawn. You cannot impute improper 
motive! And I am not going to stand for that! 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
was just stating my opinion. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: You have to be very careful 
when you voice your opinion if it might discredit other 
individuals. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: It was an opinion, and it was 
a question. It might, possibly, could be that; I do not 
know. I did not say that it was.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Was it a question, or was it a 
statement? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: It was . . . it was . . . it was 
more of a question. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Please continue. Please con-
tinue. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes. I will continue, be-
cause, yes, it was an opinionised question.  
 The thing that I find most disturbing about this 
Throne Speech, Madam Deputy Speaker, is that it is 
actually found in the back, where it just talks about the 
next six months we will see change, and that this 
change will cause some pain. That does not sound 
inspiring. That does not sound motivating to me. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: My counterpart says that the 
liquor sales is what is going to cause the pain.  
 It is the Government’s role to promote and 
inspire hope amongst its people. But when you talk 
about, there is change coming and that change will 
cause pain, that is not inspiring. That is going to cause 
me to . . . Some people might take their money out of 
the banks and put it in their mattress because they 
feel safer because they do not know how much pain is 
going to be inflicted. They do not see the shared sacri-
fice. They do not feel the shared sacrifice, either. 
 If this Government could show me and show 
the people where the sacrifice has been shared, that 
would be applaudable. But I do not think they can do 
it, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 I know people in my constituency that really 
ask, Have we not suffered enough? And it has only 

been 10 months. Have we not suffered enough? But 
yet, what they see is, they see big businesses getting 
tax breaks and concessions. But we do not see any 
concessions for the working man. When I proposed a 
concession of sorts for the taxi drivers, I do not feel as 
though that was taken seriously by the Minister. 

For me, we talk about having an impressive 
Throne Speech with plans and whatnot. I purposely 
waited until the Honourable Minister of Transport got 
back in his seat, because I do not believe in talking 
about people or their performance when they are not 
here to defend themselves. But I would have loved to 
have seen a Throne Speech where it said something 
about the 40 buses that broke down the other day or 
the $4 million over budget for the Millennium. I would 
have loved to have seen something about that. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order. Point of 
order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order or clarification? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: No, this is a point of or-
der. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member 
is, once again, misleading the House, as he has a 
habit of doing. He does not have his facts straight!  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Get your facts straight! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, well, my facts are just 
as straight as when the Minister said that the Millen-
nium was on the Island and it was not. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: So, I guess that maybe that 
is shared sacrifice right there. He says I do not have 
my facts straight; I say he does not have his facts 
straight. 
 But the one fact straight that I know is that this 
. . . Going back to Moses. This Government has the 
country wandering aimlessly in the wilderness. And for 
what, Madam Deputy Speaker? For what? The love of 
money, Madam Deputy Speaker. Because it always, 
always comes down to the dollars and cents. And it 
makes me think that . . . You know what? There is a 
group in Bermuda known as . . . They have initials 
MOB, which is Money over Females. Yes, Money over 
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Females. That makes me wonder if the OBA—I did 
give another analogy earlier—but if OBA now stands 
for Our Bank Accounts. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Actually, the OBA is official title 
of the current Government. I would prefer that we con-
tinue to address the One Bermuda Alliance as the 
OBA. So, if you want to make an acronym, please 
make sure it is correct. Thank you. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Well, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, the OBA has been listed as One Bascome 
Alliance in the media, but nobody was able to ask to 
print a retraction. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, you are standing. 
Member, as I am speaking, would you like to have a 
seat? 
 Thank you. 
 You have been advised by the Speaker of the 
House. And as I am the Deputy Speaker sitting in the 
Chair, I have advised that when you are going to 
make reference to a political party, may you use the 
correct name. If it is going to be OBA or One Bermuda 
Alliance, you can use one or the other. Thank you 
very much. 
 Member, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Okay. Thanks. Okay, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. From now on, I will not refer 
to the OBA as Our Bank Accounts. I will refer to the 
OBA as the One Bermuda Alliance. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, would you take your 
seat? 
 The fact that I have actually asked you to re-
frain and you, on purpose, repeated what you said, 
you are actually disrespecting me. And if you continue 
to repeat that behaviour, I will sit you down. So, you 
can stand to the floor. But please respect my state-
ment. Thank you. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
am sorry for that, and I will respect you from now on. 
 But, Madam Deputy Speaker, I just do not see 
how the . . . the Government says that, you know, we 
provided . . . I am going back to a Bill or a motion that 
we laid, and the Government shut it down without 
even reading it, saying that we tried to railroad them 
or give them no notice. All we wanted to do was table 
the Bill so they could read what was in it. Then they 
could come back and say, Well, you know what? We 
read what was in it, and we do not like it and we will 
vote it down. But they did not do that. They did not 
take the time out. This is where they want to talk 
about petty politics? They are the definition of petty 
politics. 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
this honourable gentleman is misleading the House. If 
he is referring to the motion I think he is referring to, it 
was read before they tried to table it. So I ask that 
comment be retracted. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
can guarantee that not all of their Members read that 
Bill. Right? Not all of their Members read that Bill. So, 
therefore, and they shut it down— 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 Hardly any of the Opposition Members read 
any Bills before they debate them. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, you have the floor. 
And I appreciate that. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
would like to ask that that Honourable Member retract 
that last statement. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, that was an opinion, I 
believe. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Oh. Oh. See? Okay. It was 
an opinion. Okay. I can— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: My acronym for the OBA 
was an opinion, but I will not repeat what the acronym 
was. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: You are pushing it. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I am not going to repeat that 
acronym again, Madam Deputy Speaker, while you 
are in the Chair. Because I did say I was going to re-
spect you. 
 But, Madam Deputy Speaker, this is what we 
are talking about, petty politics. If you want to talk 
about working together, collaboration, at least let the 
Bill be tabled. You have other times to defeat the Bill; 
you have got the numbers. Why not let that Bill be 
tabled? Why not let that Bill be tabled? Why? Because 
it is petty politics, because they want to take the credit 
for bringing the legislation forward for conscription. 
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 So, if we are going to sit there, we need to 
practice what we preach up here, especially as the 
Government. Right? I like what the Honourable Mem-
ber said, where, Oh, it is nice to sit on this side be-
cause you can say whatever you want and whatnot. 
But, no. We cannot just say whatever we want be-
cause that would sound silly. We say what needs to 
be said, not necessarily what the Government wants 
to hear. And there is a difference. Right? We have to 
sit here, and we have to stand here, and we have to 
listen to the Government. We have to take in what 
they say. 
 Once again, I will reiterate, not everything that 
came in that Throne Speech was bad. As the Honour-
able Member, my counterpart, the Honourable Minis-
ter of Transport, said, there were 13 things that we 
both agree on. So, why do we not just get on with the 
business of the people, bring those 13 things, knowing 
that they are going to get passed, and then we can go 
on for the next year? And I feel as though what we 
do— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: We would hope so because 
the thing is, one thing I have noticed is that when it 
comes to gambling and bringing that referendum, this 
is the third time that they said they were going to bring 
it, and they have not brung it. Right? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: No, no. I said “brung it” be-
cause that— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member 
is misleading the House. We said we were going to 
have it this year. Then we changed it to the first quar-
ter of next year, once. We have not come three times. 
It has been one adjustment, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
one adjustment. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: No. The first time was in 
their campaign. The second time they said they were 
going to bring it last year. And this is the third time 
now. And now it is going into the first quarter. So, that 
is what we are talking about, the third time. 
 So, if you are going to do it, do it. Stop talking. 
Do not talk about it; be about it. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West]. MP Jeanne Ather-
den, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I must admit, every time I stand 
in this House and we start to discuss things, I am torn 
between trying to stay on an even keel and get down 
into the muck, if you will. But I do believe that the 
people of Bermuda expect us to set an example. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely! 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: So, once again, I am going 
to just remind ourselves, when we started this debate, 
something that I said last year at this debate, because 
I think that it was relevant then and it is relevant now. 
Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me just to read just two 
things? 
 
The Speaker: From? Where are you reading from? 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: From my speech last year, 
which I believe— 
 
An Hon. Member: You mean this year. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Last session. 
 
The Speaker: Last session. I will allow that. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Just two quotes, which I 
believe are relevant to what we have been talking 
about, especially since I heard two comments made 
earlier with respect to austerity and what— 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. You can do that. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Okay. 
 Mr. Speaker, last year, I quoted Mort Zucker-
man in an article entitled We Must Reignite America’s 
Can-Do Spirit. And it was (and I quote) “putting us on 
a path where our national economy and government 
revenues will be growing faster than the debts we owe 
is not austerity, it is sanity and leadership.” 

I want to repeat that because I have heard 
this evening lots of people talking about austerity. 
 
The Speaker: Lots of Honourable Members. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Lots of Honourable Mem-
bers. I am sorry. I apologise, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
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Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Lots of Honourable Mem-
bers talking about austerity and acting as if it is some-
thing, an end into itself, without recognising that it is 
really a Government looking at trying to balance this 
country’s budget, grow our revenues, provide money 
for the social programmes that we have to implement. 
I believe we need to keep that in mind when we are 
having our debate. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am also minded of the fact that, 
as the Opposition Leader indicated in his Reply to the 
Throne Speech, that, yes, Government comes and 
lays out in its Throne Speech what it intends to do for 
the coming year. And the Opposition comes after-
wards and talks about whether it believes that it is ap-
propriate and gives an indication of things that they 
might have done if they were in the Government. 
 They did say the Opposition has its say and 
the Government has its way. But I do think it is impor-
tant, especially when we look at the Opposition’s Re-
ply, that I make two comments. And I want to make 
these comments for two reasons: The general public 
and the individuals out there, when they read our 
Throne Speech and they read, Mr. Speaker, the Op-
position’s Reply, have to try and understand the envi-
ronment in which we are operating and understand 
what we are saying.  

And I was really concerned when I read the 
Opposition Leader’s response that, in the beginning, 
and in the end, there were things that seemed to 
sound like collaboration. I was encouraged at the be-
ginning, because the Opposition Leader laid out all 
the things that he thought were good. He also indi-
cated, in the next page, some things that he thought 
he could agree with, depending on how we sort it out. 
And at the end, he then ended up and talked about 
getting together and what we needed to do. 

But really what concerned me—and I am say-
ing this because if the people of Bermuda do not turn 
around and look at what has been said we run the risk 
that they will read some things in here and take it as if 
this is the way we need to operate. 

And in the middle, in my opinion, the Opposi-
tion Leader started to get into emotional items, started 
to bring things out about what had happened in the 
past. And if I could quote something right here, which 
really, I thought, concerned me, this is talking about, 
“One day, the PLP will”— 
 
The Speaker: Where are you reading? 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: I am reading on page 16 
of the Throne Speech Reply from the Opposition. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: “One day, the PLP will 
have the opportunity to deliver on this vision, free up 
this country, and put an end to the two Bermudas that 
work for some but not for all. One day, we will help 

lead Bermudians back where they belong; as the pri-
mary shapers and beneficiaries of our island.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, if you start looking up 
some of these things and do not start putting in con-
text, one can start to see a thread that comes in here 
that almost sounds as if there is an us and them.  

Mr. Speaker, I have to indicate that the One 
Bermuda Alliance, the Government of the day, has 
been put here to do things for all Bermudians. We 
must remember all Bermudians. And it really disturbs 
me when you start having things in here that talk 
about one Bermuda as if (and it has been carefully 
worded)—as if to say there is just one group of people 
that responds and the programmes are supposed to 
be geared towards. 
 Now, I am not going to go any further on that 
right at the moment. But I do, Mr. Speaker, want to go 
through and apprise the Members of what I believe 
are some good points, and then, because I think it is 
important, to acknowledge that there were some in-
teresting things in the Opposition’s response, but 
there also were some things that I believe have to be 
identified as things which, on the face of it look good, 
but when you go and look under the hood, you realise 
that they are not practical. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me the op-
portunity, I would like to say that, as a woman and as 
someone that has family and children in this country, I 
was really pleased when I saw that the Minister and 
Government was going to introduce the Good Samari-
tan Act. Because I have been involved in organisa-
tions and entities where you have had lots of food and 
other things left over and you would love to have 
given them to some entities so that they could be fed 
and have the benefit of it. But you could not, because 
there was a concern, and therefore you had to throw 
them away. So I think the Good Samaritan Act is go-
ing to be something that is going to help people, es-
pecially now when you have people in need. 
 As I was remembering something that was on 
the radio, and I have heard other people talk about it, 
most times when people are in need, they need food 
and they need shelter. So, being able to at least pro-
vide them with food means that it goes a long way for 
them to use their resources that they have available to 
help them get some shelter. 
 Also, Mr. Speaker, I was really pleased when I 
looked at our Throne Speech and the indication (and it 
is on page 11) that the Department of Marine and 
Ports Services were going to update the Marine Board 
Act. Because that way, as part of it, they will be able 
to proactively manage illegally moored boats and 
small vessel racks, and reduce operating costs. Mr. 
Speaker, out in Pembroke West, which is my con-
stituency, we have lots of boats out there which need 
to be taken away. And not only are they creating an 
environment out there which is not attractive for peo-
ple to come out and actually go out and use it, it is 
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also creating issues in terms of damage and what 
could impact on other people using the facility. 
 So, for me, this is not only going to help my 
constituency, but I know it will help a lot of people all 
around the Island. And that is the type of thing that 
one does in terms of introducing things that impact 
everybody, national benefits. 
 Mr. Speaker, also, if you go through, on 
page 13, when the Government talked about utilising 
the funds from the confiscated asset fund to allocate 
funding not only to the Team Street Safe, the anti-
gang mediation programme, I was really pleased that 
it was also not only going to provide those funds to 
Focus Counselling and the Family Centre, but it was 
also going to support the short-term job initiatives to 
provide work for out-of-work Bermudians. 
 I am saying all of this because, during the 
course of this conversation, we have been focusing a 
lot on the revenue items and sort of saying that this 
Government is not looking at doing things for the peo-
ple that are hurting, that we have not said enough 
about what we are going to do to help people get jobs. 
So, I thought it might be appropriate just to pick out a 
few of the things which I see as being this Govern-
ment paying attention to what it can do to help the 
Bermudian people get jobs and come to grips with the 
fact that they are hurting. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, more importantly, why this 
really resonated for me is because we are not only 
going to help the Team Street Safe. We are not only 
going to help the Focus coalition and the Family Cen-
tre and the out-of-work people. By using these assets, 
we are going to use money that is not going to impact 
on the Government funds, the Government deficit. We 
are coming up with ideas that are going to not turn 
around and create more debt. And we know going 
forward, having looked under the hood, that we al-
ready have enough there, enough debt that we have 
to deal with, that anything that we can do to creatively 
come around and help the people in need, and at the 
same time not create debt, resonates very strongly 
with me, Mr. Speaker. 
 Another item which I believe was important, 
and I want to just elaborate on this, Mr. Speaker, and 
this is on page 16. I am going to identify this and 
translate back to something which was in the Opposi-
tion’s [Reply]. This is where we were talking about 
dealing with the health care system and talking about 
limiting the control over the introduction of new health 
technology. 
 I am going back to this because, in the Oppo-
sition’s [Reply], there was a suggestion that they were 
prepared to work with the Government on ways to 
ensure (and this is on page 2 of their [Reply], on 
page 2), “Ensure that the amendments to The Ber-
muda Health Council Act 2004 and the Public Health 
Act 1949 address rising health care costs as intended, 
and does not, through deliberately or otherwise, target 

Bermudian businesses that employ Bermudians and 
contribute to the well being of our society.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I must admit, when I read 
that and I heard the Opposition Leader reading that, I 
put a question mark, and I thought to myself, You 
know, I do not understand what he is talking about. 
But then, Mr. Speaker, when the Member Michael 
Scott rose, the Honourable Michael Scott,— 
 
An Hon. Member: The Honourable and Learned— 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: —the Honourable and 
Learned Michael Scott— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: And when I read the 
statement (and I wrote it down, what he said) he indi-
cated that he had had a conversation and he named 
the individual. (But I am not going to name the individ-
ual). 

He had had a conversation, and then as a 
consequence of that, he made the statement, and I 
wrote it down, said, “This policy, what and who will be 
impacted by it?” And then he made a comment which 
indicated that he thought that the Bermuda health 
care organisation was going to be impacted by it. 
Then he made a statement which indicates that, if this 
was true, it was—I think [he] said “honest and shock-
ingly honest.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I guess what is concerning 
to me is the fact that, if you read the other part of what 
was in our statement, which is page 16, we indicated 
right from the beginning the basis of which this would 
be addressed. “This high capacity” (and it is talking 
about the high rates of equipment per capita com-
pared to other high-income countries)—“This high ca-
pacity inevitably leads to high utilization . . .,” and it 
says, “as providers have an incentive to seek a return 
on their investment.” 

Mr. Speaker, the other point which I believe 
people need to be aware of, because we want people 
to understand the logic on which some of these things 
are predicated, “The result is equipment use that is 
not always medically necessary and that increases 
health costs.” I think it is very important for people to 
think about that. If you are using equipment for things 
that are not medically necessary, that increases 
health costs. Therefore, when it said, “The introduc-
tion of a mechanism to control the entry of equipment 
to the Island will have positive impact on the cost of 
healthcare . . .” that is what I want people to under-
stand. It has a positive impact on the cost of health 
care. Because if you do not have medically unneces-
sary tests done, then not only will you not have tests 
that you do not need, you will not have to pay for 
them, and the cost of health care will not go up. 

But also, I want to make sure, Mr. Speaker, 
that our Members understand, and the general public, 
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that it will still allow for the importation of appropriate 
equipment to meet the health needs of our population. 
So, to turn around and make the suggestion, as was 
stated, that one particular organisation was being tar-
geted, I find it very disturbing. But, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to say that as far as I believe, we all want the cost of 
health care to come down. We all want to make sure 
that only medically necessary tests are dealt with. And 
I do not think anybody really wants to go out, whether 
they are Bermudian or not, to want to turn around and 
believe people are going to be churning their equip-
ment to the detriment of the health of the individuals. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I want to also go on and in-
dicate something that came up, and it ties into two 
things that we talked about earlier. The CDD, or the 
Community Driven Development Programme . . . I 
have always been a proponent of things that can be 
done to help Bermudians better themselves and that 
can also help people develop skills and their compe-
tencies for business projects. So, while I thought it 
was great to have the women, when it started off, be-
cause I know that women, by and large, are heads of 
many households and are the caregivers for children, 
and in most cases are what I call holding the society 
together . . . I was very pleased to see that happen. 
 I am equally pleased to see that there is going 
to be something that is going to be done for the men. 
Because, to me, it is all about, there are men out there 
who are heads of households. There are men out 
there that are holding families together. So, it is not 
good enough to turn around and look at one area of 
our population without recognising that the other one 
has to be also dealt with. But I am pleased to see that 
there is going to be a second group of women that are 
going to benefit from this, because anything that we 
can do to help individuals that are out of work, that 
need some improvement of their skills so that they 
can get back into the workforce is very important. 
 That brings me, Mr. Speaker, to the other 
thing, to use the phrase the good, the bad and the 
ugly. That brings me back to, Mr. Speaker, the other 
thing that I believe is good, the suggestion that we 
were going to develop a national gender policy.  It was 
indicated that it will help “bring equitable considera-
tions to decision-making that involves”—and I think it 
is important to understand this—“the differing needs, 
constraints and priorities of men and women.” Be-
cause we have to understand that men and women 
think differently. They operate differently. And in most 
cases, the priorities that they have are different. 

Therefore, I did not expect that in our Throne 
Speech, we would lay out everything that we intended 
to do, because the Throne Speech would be a mile 
long. It was designed . . . the Throne Speech is to give 
you a broad indication of what is going to happen, the 
highlights. And it is also designed to make sure that it 
gives you just a flavour of where we are going so that 
you can believe that we are on the right track. So that 

when I see it says, “The Department will collaborate 
with similar jurisdictions in the region”—  

 
The Speaker: Where are you, so I can follow it? 

 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: I am sorry. I am on 
page 18. 
 
The Speaker: Of the Government? 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: The Government [Throne 
Speech]. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Yes. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: “The Department will col-
laborate”— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members! She has been 
very good. The Honourable Member is speaking, and 
speaking well! I think we need to listen. 
 Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Mr. Speaker, it is on 
page 18 of the Government’s Speech from the 
Throne, where we indicate that “the Department will 
collaborate with similar jurisdictions in the region to 
produce a policy that conforms to world best prac-
tices.” I think that that is important. Because it is col-
laboration. It is jurisdictions which are similar. And 
then it talks about coming up with policies that con-
form to world best practices. And that is, I think, what 
we want to do. 
 Mr. Speaker, that brings me to something else 
that I think is important for me to just point out. In 
some earlier conversations there was this suggestion 
about the numbers of persons that have been lost 
from Bermuda. And we got into this whole discussion, 
or the discussion centred around the numbers of per-
sons that had left the Island, had left the workforce. 
There seemed to be some sort of indication that every 
time someone left the workforce, there was an auto-
matic replacement of someone locally, a Bermudian 
that could take over the job.  

Now, Mr. Speaker, if that is the case, I believe 
that we are not being realistic. I believe that we are 
not turning around and looking at what is being told to 
us in terms of the number of people that are in the 
workforce, the types of education levels that they have 
and the fact that in Bermuda we still have a long way 
to go to bring our members up to the required skill 
levels and education levels to get to the stage where 
we can seriously reduce the number of guest workers 
that we have on this Island. 
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 Mr. Speaker, I believe, as a Government, we 
are working towards doing that. We are working to-
wards increasing people’s skills, their training, and 
making sure that that happens. But if you turn around 
and make statements that apply that, When one guest 
worker goes, there should be a Bermudian right there, 
and therefore, if 5,000 guest workers go, you will not 
need to bring in other guest workers, then we need a 
reality check, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the reason I say that is because 
you cannot act like people are interchangeable. I be-
lieve that we have to keep reminding ourselves that 
we hold ourselves out to be global players. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: That means that we have 
to grow our workforce. That means that we have to be 
out there and looking at the jobs that are out there, 
and we have to try and come up and have this career 
roadmap. 
 And that, Mr. Speaker, brings me back to 
something that we as a Government have been doing. 
We have been saying to you that we are going to 
have this career path, that we are going to make sure 
that we let people know what job opportunities are out 
there for them. And if I look on page 19, this is where 
we were talking about the Career Pathways Pro-
gramme. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: The fact that we are talk-
ing about not only starting it in the middle schools, 
continue it through Bermuda College, and talking 
about making sure that we have the linkages with the 
industry and the business community, this, Mr. 
Speaker, is how you turn around and start to grow 
your people, and then you can start to make— 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. Just a minute. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: I think I said earlier that I do not want to 
hear all this noise in the background! Let us respect 
each other. 
 Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is the part, and it is on page 19 of the 
Government’s Throne Speech. Because I think if we 
do not recognise how the Career Pathways Pro-
gramme works, you might not appreciate just how im-
portant and significant it is going to be to the students 
who are coming behind or the ones that are there 
now, in making them prepared to take their role into 
the business community. It is important to understand 
that, by letting them take their City and Guilds and 

also making sure that the employers know what we 
are doing, the employers get to get ready to get these 
intakes, and we make sure that the people that we 
send to them are going to be able to meet the re-
quirements. 

That is why, Mr. Speaker, when you turn 
around, and I look at the Opposition’s [Reply], the 
things that they said that they would do . . . And this 
is, if I go to page 7 of the Opposition’s [Reply], there 
was the suggestion, and it says, “The PLP proposes 
. . . Developing The Bermuda College initially into a 
University College . . .” I must admit, Mr. Speaker, 
something resonated with me, and I did not under-
stand. I put beside it “volume and population.” The 
reason I put that beside it is because one of the di-
lemmas and difficulties is when you try and have a 
university, you have to have a population to be able to 
support it. 

But I believe that as the Government we have 
done the next best thing. We have a Bermuda Col-
lege, and we have affiliations with universities abroad. 
We have five universities abroad so that people can 
go through and can actually go and get the necessary 
grounding in Bermuda, and go abroad. And even now, 
they can actually stay on the Island and get some uni-
versity degrees. I do not believe that, as a population, 
we can afford that. 

I am saying that because, if I do not turn 
around and at least give some feedback as to why I 
believe it is not viable, then the Opposition will not 
know that I have actually looked at it. And we have 
looked at it. And there are reasons why we did not put 
it forward. Because some of these things have been 
thought of in the past, but they just have not been 
presented because, once we looked at it, it was not 
going to work. 

So, Mr. Speaker, that is why I also want to 
turn around and on that same page, talking about the  
“Expanding opportunities for Bermudians to train for 
and work in [international business] through widening 
professional and continuing educational programs,” 
we have done that. The Career Pathways already ad-
dresses this as it relates to international business. So 
I would not want the Opposition to, once again, think 
that we had not looked at it and it is not being worked 
upon. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I also think that when you 
start going over to page 8, and this is important, be-
cause I realise that by having it in there, at first I 
thought that it might have been in there because this 
might have been already drafted before they had our 
Throne Speech. But I realised that some things in 
there had already existed. So maybe it was just an 
error. 

So, Mr. Speaker, where we talked about “pro-
viding Principals with greater autonomy” and then “in-
troducing School Councils to strengthen and enhance 
parental and community involvement in our schools,” I 
realise that (because I have seen the ads), the Minis-
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try has already had public meetings on this. Also, they 
have invited people to come back and submit propos-
als as it relates to that. So, Mr. Speaker, because it is 
suggested that the PLP will actually propose and do 
something about this, I am hoping, because tonight is 
the deadline for submitting proposals, that the PLP 
Opposition has already made a submission because it 
closes tonight. It closes tonight. And if they really said 
that this is a proposal they would introduce, I am hop-
ing that they have somehow worked that in. 

Mr. Speaker, as it relates to the suggestion 
that they would invest in “Science, Technology [Engi-
neering] and Math,” I think that we have to recognise 
that we, Mr. Speaker, also believe in that. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: But I think, Mr. Speaker, 
the concern is that right now, if you were going to in-
vest in this, you have to recognise that, as long as 
math and science is something that we still have to 
grow in our community, that we are not up to that level 
yet, you cannot go ahead and expand the programme 
further if you still have some deficiencies that have to 
be dealt with. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think we have to remind 
ourselves that, as long as our math is not strong 
enough, that we cannot have this further movement. 
But I do understand and I think we also support that 
this is an idea that we need to work towards. But you 
need to understand where you are before you present 
it and think that it can go ahead without addressing 
something. 

Mr. Speaker, if you can just tell me how many 
minutes I have left? 

 
The Speaker: You have four minutes. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Four minutes. Okay. That 
is all I needed to know. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am winding up. As far as I am 
concerned, I do want to say— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: I do want to indicate that, if 
I go to the last page of the Throne Speech, which 
talks about, “The Government’s mission is to defuse 
the challenges and rebuild the Island in ways that 
meet the everyday needs and dreams of all Bermudi-
ans,” I think, Mr. Speaker, what I want to say is the 
fact that we need to understand that that is what the 
Throne Speech is all about. 

Therefore, growing jobs for all types of work-
ers is going to be very important. Looking at a system 
that holds people accountable is something that is 
important, and also, weaning the groups away from 
gangs. These are all things that we cannot turn 
around and do any one of these things without the 

other if Bermuda is to survive. And teaching skills to 
people, that to me, Mr. Speaker, is what is going to try 
and help the families to get back together and have 
Bermuda, if you will, survive what is going to be some-
thing . . . I think we are right now on the slippery 
slopes. And if we are going to survive, we have to do 
these things. 

Mr. Speaker, if we want to say that we recog-
nise that we have to restore ourselves to what we 
used to do, we have to renew our belief in Bermuda. 
We have to renew our belief in what I call the can-do 
spirit. Mr. Speaker, I would just like to wrap up with 
something that I said last year. I do think that it is rele-
vant once again this year. I said, “If Bermuda is to 
survive”—and I said it last year, and I say it again—“If 
Bermuda is to survive, we have to reignite the Ber-
muda spirit.” I cannot say that enough. We have to get 
the people in Bermuda to remind ourselves that we 
have been down, but we have been able to arise. We 
have gotten there, and what we have gotten to is that 
we have always wanted a hand up and not a handout. 

Mr. Speaker, when I looked at some of the 
things that were suggested in the Opposition’s [Reply] 
to our Speech, and when the Opposition Leader al-
luded to some things that have been done in the past, 
some things that have been taken away, to me, Mr. 
Speaker, some of the things that we gave brought 
Bermudians to a stage where they thought them-
selves entitled to things. But, Mr. Speaker, we have to 
recognise that some of the things that we got were not 
free. 

 
The Speaker: You have got one minute. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Some of the things that we 
were given were not free. We should have been told 
that, if you give this, Government has to pay for it, and 
ultimately when Government has to pay for it, it has to 
find money. And that is either going to be generating 
revenues or taxes. And Bermudian people, you might 
get it in one hand, but it might come out in the other. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I just want to remind our-
selves that we have another year. But the OBA will 
look at these things. And it is not just about ideas. We 
will execute, because that is the difference. Lots of 
ideas have been suggested and done in the past, but 
they were not executed. And now we have the oppor-
tunity.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair is going to recognise the Honour-
able and Learned Member. 
 
[Laughter] 
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The Speaker: Honourable and Learned Member, just 
before you start.  

I am not here . . . Honourable Members . . . 
Honourable Member Lister. 

I am not here to judge speeches or the like. 
That is not my responsibility. But I am going to say 
this—and I have got to say this. I really appreciated 
the way that the Honourable Member who just took 
her seat presented, because she did use what it is we 
are supposed to be talking about. She did use what 
we are supposed to be talking out. 
 I think all Members would agree that, in terms 
of understanding—not what is good. I am not saying 
that I agree or anybody agrees with what was said. 
But the manner in which it was done, I think, is proba-
bly a lesson to all of us. And I appreciate that from the 
Honourable Member.  
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: So, Honourable and Learned Member, 
you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I too, like many of my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle, am pleased to be able to 
stand to offer my contributions towards the Govern-
ment’s Throne Speech, as well as my comments on 
my Opposition’s Reply. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, though I am encouraged 
by several of the legislative initiatives that have been 
announced in the Government’s Throne Speech, 
some of which I will refer to in a few moments, I am 
somewhat disappointed in the lack of initiatives that 
may benefit Mr. and Mrs. Average Bermudian. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that the Government, re-
grettably, missed an opportunity for them to set out a 
clear plan which would benefit Mr. and Mrs. Ber-
mudian, as well as Mr. and Mrs. Middle-Class Ber-
mudian, and that in time, I am hopeful, that the Gov-
ernment will demonstrate that they are equally com-
mitted to those classes of individuals as they have 
been with respect to the legislation that we have had 
heretofore concerning international business. 
 Mr. Speaker, there has been much talk, as 
well as enunciated in the Speech from the Throne by 
the Government, about building an economy and 
measures that we need to do to refresh the Island, 
particularly to make it attractive for foreign direct in-
vestment, as well as international business. And it 
also noted in the Throne Speech, which I agree with, 
is that Bermudians, young and old, black and white, 
rich and poor, all have to equally play our parts in en-
suring that we have economic growth. We recognise 
that international business does generate quite a lot of 
monies through our economy, and it is important for 
us to recognise that and do what we can to encourage 
that growth and stimulation. 

 I, like many Bermudians, also realise, in addi-
tion to the importance of international business . . . but 
as we are canvassing . . . and I am certain that all of 
us have experienced this several times during the 
canvassing trail, where individuals are saying (again, 
average Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda), Well, what about 
me? It may sound selfish to some people, but they 
genuinely have concerns, Mr. Speaker, about, how 
are they going to feed their children? How are they 
going to clothe their children? How are they going to 
pay their electric light bill? And how are they going to 
maintain the basic living necessities that they need for 
themselves and their families, let alone find employ-
ment? 
 Mr. Speaker, in Bermuda, we have people 
that are looking for work. We have a rising cost of liv-
ing. We have food prices that we have heard about 
already today, rising. We have very low economic 
growth. And the Government, their actions speak 
louder than their words. I respectfully submit that they 
do not understand the actual plight of Mr. and Mrs. 
Bermudian. And that the Government had a perfect 
opportunity last week, Mr. Speaker, to outline in their 
Throne Speech what their plan was for Mr. and Mrs. 
Bermudian. There is an absence in this insofar as 
identifying what a plan is to make sure that we get 
Bermudians back to work. There is an absence in this 
Throne Speech that outlines a plan that seriously, se-
riously addresses the cost of living. 
 There is an absence in this plan that ad-
dresses the education and the need for us to get the 
education system correct and right so that we can 
empower our children. You, as a former principal, I am 
certain, Mr. Speaker (not to try to put words in your 
mouth, but I am certain that you would agree) would 
agree that education is an empowering tool. And if we 
do not have our education system right, then we all 
fail. And the absence, I submit, in this Throne Speech, 
of the Government setting right what their plan was for 
education, I think speaks volumes again, not just for 
Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, but for all of us. 
 Mr. Speaker, the absence in this Throne 
Speech of a banking reform, so that we can actually 
have a plan that says to the bank, in addition to us 
going to them and encouraging them to release capi-
tal into the private sector so that people can build or 
add on or do any type of work that will help generate 
the economy, rather than the banks holding onto that 
capital . . . There is no plan, the absence of this. This 
would have been a perfect opportunity for the Gov-
ernment to show their commitment to Mr. and Mrs. 
Bermuda by outlining a plan that will enable us to go 
to the bank and the banks release capital more freely 
so that we can get the economy working for Mr. and 
Mrs. Average Bermudian. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I may, I would like to just 
spend a few moments speaking about some of the 
items that were in the Throne Speech and some of the 
other items that were raised in the Reply, particularly 
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as it relates to the areas of the courts, criminal justice 
and the legal system. I also submit that I have noticed 
an absence, again, Mr. Speaker, in this of a clear plan 
that benefits Bermudians, particularly as it relates to 
the judicial and the court system. 
 If I can first address the issue concerning debt 
collecting. Mr. Speaker, I am referring specifically to 
page 6 of the Government’s Throne Speech and the 
comments that were made at page 9 in the Reply. 
You will see at page 6, Mr. Speaker, the Government 
does speak about “legislation [that] will be amended to 
strengthen debt collection and enforcement meas-
ures.” And then it goes on to talk about the Govern-
ment is currently owed some $70 million in unpaid 
taxes. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, what I would like to see is 
for the Government to consider, in addition to legisla-
tive amendments and so forth to strengthen the debt 
collection process and enforcement measures for 
them collecting Government debt, which I know is 
critically important, you will note at our page 9 in our 
Reply we speak to an issue of reforming the whole 
debt collection process, particularly as it relates to Mr. 
and Mrs. Bermudian. I am speaking specifically to the 
imprisonment of individuals for outstanding debt. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I am certain you would 
know that the courts do have a wide jurisdiction when 
it comes to enforcing civil debt. And only as the last 
resort, if the court is satisfied or is of the belief that the 
individual is blatantly being obstructive and contemp-
tuous of the court order to make certain payments, will 
the court utilise imprisonment. However, Mr. Speaker, 
we have submitted at page 9 that we need to look at 
that practice of jailing Bermudians for bad debt. We 
need to look at reforming that. We need to look at 
regulating the whole debt collection process, which is, 
with respect, Mr. Speaker, very, very archaic.  

Jurisdictions all around the world have im-
proved that whole process, particularly in times of 
economic turmoil, insofar as how they address civil 
debt. We need to look at that. And this, the PLP’s Re-
ply, Mr. Speaker, is saying these are areas of reform 
that need to be looked at. So I am somewhat disap-
pointed that the Government has not addressed that. I 
would hope that perhaps the suggestion that we are 
making in our Reply, insofar as looking at alternatives 
to incarceration as it relates to debt and reforming the 
debt collection process, will be something that the 
Government will consider. 
 Whilst I am speaking on that particular topic, 
Mr. Speaker, I want to jump real quickly to the en-
forcement of other debt. And, in particular, I am refer-
ring to court maintenance orders for child support. 
Now, I am not going to stand here and submit for a 
moment that there are only deadbeat fathers, and that 
only fathers are the ones that are not abiding by court 
orders. I know from my previous life sitting as an act-
ing magistrate, particularly in the family court, as well 
as from my own private practice that oftentimes orders 

were made for women to make payments to the chil-
dren with respect to maintenance orders.  

Unfortunately, we have a system that has spi-
ralled out of control (so to speak) where we have indi-
viduals that have the means to make these payments 
to support their children, but for whatever reason, 
whether it is the relationships between the two parties, 
et cetera, they choose not to. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we (and the PLP 
have mentioned this previously, and I would like to 
reiterate it for its importance) need to look at alterna-
tives to enforcing maintenance. Because if a person, 
again, is imprisoned for breaching a court order, for 
example, not paying the $50 a week child support, et 
cetera, when they are imprisoned they are not going 
to be making any money anyway and inevitably the 
child suffers and the welfare of the child should be the 
overriding principle as it relates to these types of mat-
ters. 

I would submit, and encourage the Govern-
ment, to look at a number of enforcement measures 
that the PLP Opposition have proposed with respect 
to enforcement, such as . . . and I admire the Honour-
able Minister, Minister Scott. I understand yesterday 
that he made a comment concerning perhaps looking 
into TCD licences. However, what I would ask this 
Government is to consider further steps for enforce-
ment for outstanding maintenance awards such as no 
Government-issued licences for anybody who has an 
outstanding maintenance award that is owed to their 
children—no licences for TCD, no licences for fishing, 
no pedlar’s licence, any Government-issued licences.  

In addition to that— 
 

[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Passports go without saying. 
 What I would [do] is go one step further, ra-
ther than simply saying passports is have, as they do 
in other jurisdictions, Mr. Speaker, no travel. They 
have no-travel order. That excludes medical emer-
gencies and those types of circumstances. Because 
we understand things like that happen. But in many 
jurisdictions they have what is referred to as “no-travel 
orders.”  

Again, why should an individual be getting on 
a plane when they have child support arrears that are 
accumulating here in Bermuda? So, a no-travel order. 
Because it is one thing to say, You don’t need a pass-
port. And I appreciate that, but there is . . . some peo-
ple have three and four passports. They will lose one 
and they will go pay $28 (or how much it costs now, I 
don’t know) and they will have several passports in 
their possession. But if we restrict their travel, Mr. 
Speaker, I suspect that that would be a very good de-
terrent to encourage somebody to honour their com-
mitment to their children before they have the detri-
ment of not having the ability to travel or get their li-
cences, like I said. 
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 Another option, Mr. Speaker, would be that in 
order for individuals to acquire a government contract 
. . . we have heard how the Government has indicated 
that 20 per cent of certain contracts will be set aside, 
et cetera. Any person that applies for and obtains a 
government contract, and they have outstanding child 
support arrears, must have those wages garnished, 
immediately. So before the government pays that per-
son for their contract, then whatever money is out-
standing in so far as child support, or an arrangement 
pursuant to a court order for the maintenance of that 
child, should be garnished off the top, before anything 
else. 

These are just suggestions that this Opposi-
tion is posing and hopefully the Government will con-
sider as it relates to the enforcement of child support 
maintenance. Again, the children are the ones that are 
not benefiting from this. They are the ones that are 
suffering.  

Mr. Speaker, turning now to the other issue 
that came up—and I am referring specifically to page 
17 of the Government’s Throne Speech dealing with 
the mediation for co-parenting. And likewise, the 
comment is made on page 1 of our Reply with respect 
to co-parenting orders. 

Now, first and foremost, Mr. Speaker, I do 
support the proposition raised by the Government on 
page 17 for the introduction, the mandatory legislative 
requirement that mediation take place insofar as pro-
visions under the Children’s Act [1998]. We all know 
that mediation is far less acrimonious. It benefits, of 
course (back to my first point I made previously), the 
children. It allows for the parents to . . . because often-
times there is a lot of animosity and so forth in court 
proceedings anyway. And oftentimes there is animosi-
ty prior to getting to the court proceedings because, 
but for the fact that they are in court, there is obviously 
some circumstances outside of the area that need 
resolution, which is why they have sought the court for 
assistance.  

Mediation is also less costly. And at the end of 
the day, if a process exists that will better the lives of 
the child by allowing the parents to come together to 
improve the lot of the child or children, then we have 
to support that. And I commend the Government for 
putting that in as a legislative amendment. What I 
would also suggest is that the Government consider 
legislating a similar provision that requires mediation 
in the Supreme Court matters. Under the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, there is no requirement, there is no legis-
lative requirement, for mediation. If the couples agree 
to do so, then that is fine; but let’s give it the legisla-
tive importance that it deserves by putting it in the leg-
islation as well. 

I do note, as an aside, Mr. Speaker, that it in-
dicates at page 17 in the Throne Speech that the pur-
pose is to provide mediation (which I spoke to) as a 
prerequisite to co-parenting orders for noncompliance 
under the Children’s Act. With respect, under the 

Children’s Act and in Bermuda, there is no legislative 
provision that deals with co-parenting. It does not exist 
in our legislation. It does not exist in the Children’s Act 
or any of the other pieces of legislation. We do not 
have legislation in Bermuda that deals with co-
parenting. 

What this Opposition, Government in waiting, 
is proposing on page 1 (it is on page 1 of our Reply, 
Mr. Speaker) is that we establish co-parenting orders. 
I think I understand the intent of the Government inso-
far as mandatory mediation, but for them to tie it to 
being a perquisite to a co-parenting order under the 
Children’s Act, is nonsensical because the Children’s 
Act does not even provide for co-parenting orders. We 
do not have that in our legislation. Just for edification, 
that does not exist.  

So perhaps the Government will also consider 
a co-parenting order which, again, occurs in many 
other jurisdictions that allows the parents to come to-
gether, following the mediation, to settle in certain cir-
cumstances concerning the ongoing care and control 
of the children. Again, with the overriding principle of 
the welfare of the child being paramount. So these 
types of things cannot be a bad thing for the family 
unit as well as the child. 

Mr. Speaker, if I can refer you again to an ar-
ea that deals specifically with the criminal justice sys-
tem, page 14 of the Government’s Throne Speech, 
and the corresponding page is page . . . I’m sorry, it is 
page 14 of the Throne Speech Reply. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Of the Reply, yes, Mr. Speaker, 
excuse me. 
 I mixed up the pages because regrettably 
there is very little, I submit, in the Government’s 
Throne Speech that outlines any objectives that they 
would do for perhaps modifying the criminal justice 
system. We know the Criminal Code, for example, is 
over 100-and-something . . . I don’t know, it is 1906 or 
1907. It is years old. It is ancient and archaic. I am 
disappointed that there is no mention about maybe 
modernising some of the provisions that are in the 
Criminal Code.  

Though I commend the Government, because 
I do note that they have indicated that following the 
recent Privy Council case, as it relates to judges set-
ting minimal tariffs for the sentence to be served prior 
to eligibility for parole, the Privy Council basically 
squashed what the Court of Appeal had ruled. I com-
mend the Government for rectifying that and immedi-
ately moving to try to sort that out so that the judges 
then have a retained power to be able to set the min-
imal sentence requirement prior to parole eligibility. 
And I am referring specifically to the bottom of 
page 14 and the top of page 15 in the Government’s 
Throne Speech.  
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However, Mr. Speaker, I would also respect-
fully submit that [there are] a number of other items in 
the criminal justice system that I think warrant review 
and warrant the Government looking at, which we 
have proposed at page 14 of our Reply. And I will 
speak to a couple quite quickly. One of them speaks 
to the—sorry, Mr. Speaker. Prior to going back to that, 
the Government did (I have to acknowledge as well) 
indicate at page 14, Mr. Speaker, that they would be 
taking the parole responsibilities of the Department of 
Court Services, which currently is housed with . . . 
parole and probation are both together under the De-
partment of Court Services. However, the Govern-
ment is proposing that parole responsibility, the social 
workers that deal with parole, will now be separate 
and will come within the Department of Corrections, 
as opposed to Court Services. 

My concern about that, Mr. Speaker, is that 
when I recall sitting in a similar place, there were a 
number of issues at Corrections, systemic issues, 
which caused the Corrections Department to march 
on me and my Cabinet colleagues at the time, de-
manding a review. That review has taken place. I do 
not know where the review is and what the recom-
mendations [were] that came from that. But this was 
as a result of systemic problems that were raised by 
management and members of Corrections. So it 
causes me great concern to see a proposal that the 
social workers that are currently acting as parole of-
ficers, are now going to come under the guise of the 
Commissioner of Corrections, as opposed to under 
the guise of a social services entity, like the Depart-
ment of Court Services.  

That is somewhat concerning, particularly 
when I note the other issues that have been surfacing 
for quite some time concerning the Corrections De-
partment. So I am concerned about that, and as they 
always say, the Devil is in the details. So I am anxious 
to see what the legislative amendments will come as it 
relates to this. 

One of the proposals that this Opposition has 
submitted, and I would hope that the Government will 
consider, is the review court. What we have done—
because I appreciate in the Throne Speech they are 
speaking about the role of the Corrections and Parole 
Board, but what we have submitted, Mr. Speaker, is 
that a person that is sentenced to four years impris-
onment or higher would be reviewed for parole, not by 
the Parole Board, but by the sentencing judge, be-
cause that would provide continuity of the sentence. It 
would also provide a continuance so that the judge 
can be the arbiter as to whether or not parole could be 
warranted because of certain circumstances, and the 
judge would know the case because he or she was 
the sentencing judge in the court of first instance.  

One of the challenges that currently exists is 
that the Parole Board is politically appointed. And the 
Parole Board oftentimes find themselves acting in the 
role of judge, prosecutor, and defence counsel when 

they are not there to adjudicate. The adjudication took 
place in the courts. They are there to make a determi-
nation as to whether or not an individual is eligible for 
parole at the time of their application. So I would cer-
tainly ask that the Government consider the formation 
of a review court, which is happening in many other 
jurisdictions.  

Parole Boards are getting phased out, so to 
speak, because of this whole issue of trying to main-
tain an independent adjudication of the parole, as op-
posed to having an appointed panel, a politically ap-
pointed panel, making those determinations. 

But, Mr. Speaker, real quickly, if I can turn to 
page [13] of the Reply, and invite the Government to 
consider a couple of the items that we have spoken 
about dealing with improvements to the criminal jus-
tice system, again, for the benefit of the Bermudian. 
First and foremost, is the issue concerning the intro-
duction of a sex offenders registry. Now you would 
know, Mr. Speaker, that there already exists a sex 
offenders registry. However, what we would be pro-
posing is that the legislature be updated so that nam-
ing of persons who have committed and have been 
convicted of sexual offenses against children, that 
those names can be made public, subject to, Mr. 
Speaker, the consent of the parent and/or guardian of 
the child.  

You would know that Bermuda follows the UK 
jurisdiction as it relates to the sex offenders registry 
and what we would be proposing is that if the parent 
of a child is prepared to allow the public naming of an 
individual who has been convicted of a sexual assault 
on a child, then that information can be made public to 
all and sundry. And that would be one of the pro-
posals that we would be making. 

The final thing which, unfortunately, there was 
no mention of in the Throne Speech, but I would hope 
that the Government would consider, is this whole 
issue of restorative justice and the emphasis on that. 
That is something many jurisdictions are embracing 
and not only does it improve . . . it is not only benefi-
cial for the society, but it is also beneficial for the indi-
vidual persons incarcerated. So I would hope that the 
Government would consider looking at restorative jus-
tice and looking at that as a part of our criminal justice 
system, particularly the penal system.  

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I have? 
About?  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Eight?  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay. Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: You have been going well.  
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[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: I don’t know, you and MP Atherden, 
are really— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: It is a woman thing. It is a wom-
an thing. 
 
The Speaker: —you are running neck and neck. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay. Mr. Speaker, oh, my two 
points—really quickly, please. This one is really criti-
cal. 
 We heard a lot about the . . . in the Throne 
Speech there were comments that were made con-
cerning amendments to the Liquor Licence Act to re-
quire identification and the MP, the Honourable Terry 
Lister from [constituency] 33, spoke about that briefly. 
But the issue is that they are talking about amending 
legislation to make it mandatory for ID checks for bars 
and nightclubs. This is all about 11 bars and night-
clubs.  

There was some 668 liquor licences given out 
last year; 400 were occasional licences, people who 
were getting one for the rugby, or getting one for a 
jazz party at Somerset Cricket Club, whatever. And 
they are getting these occasional licences. We submit 
that it is valid and it is good for them to consider this 
issue concerning mandatory ID, but extend it—
because they are not capturing the greater area. The 
mischief is obviously to make sure that underage 
drinking does not occur. But the legislation does not 
go far enough.  

The legislation will deal with 11 establish-
ments, bars and nightclubs. There are only a couple 
bars and a couple nightclubs. We are submitting that 
the Government should consider broadening that so 
that there is mandatory identification for every area. 
So if a person gets an occasional liquor licence to 
have a jazz concert at Somerset school, they should 
be required . . . they are required to have tips people 
on staff. They are required to have security. They 
should also be required to ask for ID. We have heard 
the instances of these beach parties where underage 
drinking occurs. And we also can know, and I am 
quoting from the statistics, Mr. Speaker, of the 2012 
“Report of the Survey of Students on Knowledge and 
Attitudes of Drugs and Alcohol— 
 
The Speaker: Who completed that survey? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: The Government, the NDC [Na-
tional Drug Control]. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, the NDC. All right. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, Mr. Speaker, it is the 2012 
survey. And in that survey it indicates that teenage 
drinkers that start drinking before the age of 15, are 

four times more likely to develop alcohol dependency 
as an adult. So when we are looking at those types of 
statistics, and I submit that the Government . . . and I 
encourage them to look at extending the legislation as 
it relates to IDs. 

I would also encourage the Government to 
look at social host laws. In other jurisdictions we have 
legislation that deals specifically with making a penalty 
for the person, i.e., the adult, that allows—knowingly 
or unknowingly—for their property, their house, their 
boat, whatever, to be utilised for underage drinking. 
And it makes them culpable. Because if you have got 
15-year-olds drinking at somebody’s house, it is very 
difficult to be able to ascertain where they got the 
money. Social hosting laws will make the person 
whose house or facility where the drinking occurred, 
responsible, either civilly or penally.  

I would ask this Government to consider legis-
lation like that because we know what the studies 
have said insofar as underage drinking. We know that 
in Bermuda that same survey indicated that 9 per cent 
of all eight-year-olds have their first drink when they 
are eight. Even if it is a sip, excluding communion.  

 
The Speaker: Wow! 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: So that is something that we 
need to know because those statistics . . . she is 
laughing.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mine does too, well, that is the 
AME. You go to a Catholic church and it is real wine.  
 But, Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to make light 
of this, but— 
 
The Speaker: No, you are not making light of it. I 
don’t think. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay. Mr. Speaker. 

The statistics speak for themselves and I 
would encourage the Government to utilise those sta-
tistics and extend the legislation as it relates to man-
datory IDs for liquor licence establishments. Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: You have four minutes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Four minutes? Okay. Well, then 
I am going to start to wrap up because this is a point 
that I feel compelled to speak about. 

Mr. Speaker, I think, as I have indicated, the 
trickle-down theory (so to speak) of economics in 
which the Government, I submit, is proposing as it 
relates to providing all these incentives for big busi-
ness, et cetera, in hopes that at some point the bene-
fits will trickle down to Mr. and Mrs. Bermudian . . . I 
do not think it is fair for Mr. and Mrs. Bermudian be-
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cause they want relief now. They do not want it at 
some undefined date, some [time] in the future once 
all the benefits have been absorbed by the companies 
and then it trickles down to them.  

One of the things, though, as I have noticed 
from canvassing, is that even though they may not be 
interested in the whole trickle-down economic theory, 
but one thing that they have expressed to me is this 
whole issue about economics as it relates to supply 
and demand. By that I mean that they recognise that 
competition is what drives down prices. And even 
though they might not know the theorists that espouse 
these types of economic theories, they recognise that 
if we have more of a demand for something, and we 
have less of a supply of that item . . . what is that go-
ing to do to the cost? It is going escalate the cost.  

I am saying that specifically, Mr. Speaker, as 
it relates to this issue that the Government has indi-
cated in the Throne Speech concerning the bringing in 
of medical technology, MRIs. And it is so much trou-
bling to me, Mr. Speaker, that we could have a situa-
tion where the one institution, i.e., King Edward Me-
morial Hospital, has (and I do not want to say) a mo-
nopoly (but I guess you can call it that) on all of the 
ultrasound MRI equipment and that in the event that it 
breaks down, or there are emergencies that happen, 
because we have no other separate facilities— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —or those facilities are being 
controlled, then it causes a great concern for the 
health and welfare of our citizens.  

At the end of the day, introducing controls . . . 
I am referring to page 15 and 16, Mr. Speaker, of the 
Throne Speech where they indicated that they, the 
Government, (excuse me) will introduce controls and 
introduce mechanisms for basically indicating who 
and what kind of technology can enter into Bermuda. 
Now, some may say that that is geared toward a par-
ticular entity. I am not suggesting that at all. I know 
once a wise man said to me, Just because you are 
paranoid doesn’t mean that they are out to get you.” 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And I say that specifically be-
cause Bermudians . . . they get it! They might not un-
derstand the whole economics there, but they get it. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: If there is more competition, if 
there is more— 
 
[Gavel] 
 

The Speaker: I cannot hear. The Member is finishing 
up; doing very well. Please, Honourable Members, let 
the Member finish. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 If there is more supply of a particular item and 
more competition, it drops the prices. And people get 
that.  

So the next question begs, Then why would 
the Government want to take control (I am just quoting 
what the Throne Speech said) of controlling the 
mechanisms, insofar as it relates to high technology 
and the introduction of mechanisms to control that? 
That is very frightening because we are eliminating 
competition. We are going to drive up the prices. And I 
have to give you a personal story in my last minute.  

A couple of weeks ago I went to the hospital— 
 
The Speaker: Fourteen seconds. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay. 

I went to the hospital. You must let me finish. 
And a very, very close family member of mine had a 
tumour on this arm six months ago that was cancer-
ous. That appeared again, on [his other] arm. When 
we went to the hospital the oncologist said, I think you 
need to have an MRI, but it is going to take a few 
weeks before we can get it.  

Now this man already has cancer riddled in 
his body and the physician said, I am sorry, but that is 
all we can do. [He] asked the doctor, Do I have to 
have the MRI here? Can I go somewhere else? He 
said, Well, you can. But I am not quite sure if you can 
get in. Well, before the doctor wrote out the prescrip-
tion, I had an MRI appointment for this person for the 
afternoon.  

My point is: You cannot put safety and the 
health of individuals over financial gain or political fol-
ly— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —just to alleviate competition. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber.  
 And I got to say that— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: I have got to say that the Honourable 
and Learned Member set a good example for her col-
leagues, as did the Honourable Member Jeanne 
Atherden when she spoke. 
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 I now recognise the Honourable Member from 
Warwick [West], MP Jeff Sousa. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good evening, Mr. Speaker, Honour-
able Members, and those that still might be listening in 
the audience. 
 Since the day the OBA Government was 
elected, we [have] worked so hard to put Bermuda 
back on track. And, of course, one of the things that 
we really needed to do was create jobs for our people. 
I have been in business myself for over 30 years and I 
have never seen a time like we have today where we 
have so many Bermudians unemployed. So in March 
of this year, when the Minister of Home Affairs asked 
me to be the chairman of the National Training Board, 
I did not hesitate to accept the challenge. As all my life 
I have been encouraging young Bermudians to enter 
numerous trades. Anybody that truly knows Jeff Sou-
sa knows that I have been an entrepreneur since a 
child.  
 One challenge that the Minister of Home Af-
fairs, the Honourable Michael Fahy, did put to myself 
and Deputy Chairman Vince Ingham, along with the 
board, was to create a national training plan for Ber-
muda. Since that time we have put together six work-
ing committees and we have been working tirelessly 
to put this national training plan in place. The plan will 
be looking at jobs that are available to Bermudians 
now, next year, the year after, and in the next decade. 

One thing—and this is so important because 
as the Minister had said when he visited a school re-
cently and he spoke to the students, this was a high 
school. And he asked the students what type of jobs 
would they like to do and they had said. . . Minister, 
we would like to work in a lab like you see on CSI. 
And this was the majority of the class. And as we 
know, all of us sitting in this Honourable House, there 
is maybe, what? One, two, three jobs like that availa-
ble in Bermuda? So it is important for us to point our 
people in the right direction.  

We have seen recently that the Department of 
Workforce Development has moved from the offices 
that were previously being rented to now an owned 
building, which is just below us here in the old Magis-
trates Court. If you are a little older, you remember 
that as the old post office. With that, we saw the one-
stop employment centre open up just recently. And I 
was happy to see that there also has been a new 
Bermuda Job Board, which is, 
www.bermudajobboard.bm. And I would encourage all 
Honourable Members, as well as the listening audi-
ence to go there and view that job board.  

Of course, with the Department of Workforce 
Development now, everything is under one roof, which 
is great. And I would encourage all Members of the 
House to have a visit. I am sure the director, George 
Outerbridge, or Pandora [Glasford], would have no 
problem at all giving them a tour. It is a fantastic facili-

ty and I would like to take my hat off for all those that 
were involved in getting it to where it is today.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: And, yes, I would like to thank you, 
Shadow Minister. I would like to thank the PLP for 
their original work on that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Because we are all in this together. I 
have to emphasise that. All of us are in that together. 
Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: But one thing, again, the National 
Training Board and the working committees have 
been working hard getting this national training plan 
together. We are at the end now. Actually, I am hop-
ing that we get out of the House at a reasonable time 
because at 9:00 am to 1:00 pm tomorrow, we will be 
working in this building putting the final touches on 
that plan. We have done this for several Saturdays 
now.  

One thing I would like to add is that when we 
talk about jobs for our people, our people must be 
flexible and understand that a job is a job. If I look at 
examples of that, I mentioned about . . . and then also 
the choices. I mentioned about many of the students 
wanted to work in a lab like on CSI. We all know that 
that is not practical, unless you want to leave the 
country. I look at a time when the former Minister of 
Home Affairs, at the time, Senator Kim Wilson, who is 
an MP in the House, when there was a career fair and 
the hotels of Bermuda had said that one hundred 
waiter jobs were available. Four Bermudians stood 
forward. That needs to change. A job is a job. It might 
not be the perfect job that you want, but it is a starting 
point until you get something that you want. So we 
have to start being more flexible.  

On that point, we certainly need to be friendli-
er to the foreigners that are in Bermuda, whether they 
are a guest to our shores, or people in international 
business. That was touched on in the Throne Speech. 
And I do feel that that is very important. Again, when I 
say “friendly” I am sure many people in the House 
here do it. I see many of us bring guests to the House, 
et cetera. 

A case, for example, just recently a photogra-
pher had contacted me on Facebook from oversees. I 
do not know the guy. He knew me from a mutual 
friend. He is just going to be here at Fairmont South-
ampton for three nights; Friday, Saturday [and] Sun-
day. I told him that I was going to be busy in the 
House with business with the Department of Work-
force Development and so on. And I pointed him to 
[Roland] Skinner, who has showed him around today 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 

http://www.bermudajobboard.bm/


Official Hansard Report 15 November 2013 111 
 
and the guy is having . . . in fact, this is a world-class 
photographer. If each one of us in Bermuda do similar 
things, Bermuda will get back on track and we will get 
moving forward again. 

I would like to just touch on something else 
that I am very passionate about, Mr. Speaker, and 
that has to do with the environment. I am starting on 
page 19 of the Throne Speech and going on to 
page 20, where we see that a National Agriculture 
Strategy has been put in place. I am happy to say that 
I assisted in working on that for quite some time. And 
this, you know, we talk about protecting arable land, 
topsoil, and encouraging community home gardens 
and so on, [and] this is very important. I, personally, 
have been banging the drum for some time now that 
each and every one of us should have a home gar-
den. We are fortunate in Bermuda where you can 
grow tomatoes year round. String beans can be grown 
year round.  

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: That is the only thing I can grow, Hon-
ourable Member, is tomatoes.  
 
 Mr. Jeff Sousa: There you go. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: And as you know, Mr. Speaker, you 
can grow really nice tomatoes here. But, honestly, 
and— 
 
[Ongoing crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: —the seeds that are sold at some . . . 
well, I should say “some” reputable garden centres, 
are the same price they are sold in the United States. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: —so there is no— 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Because these Members are going to 
respect the fact that you are speaking. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: And when they are ready— 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: They will get their time. 
 
The Speaker: —then I will continue. You will have an 
opportunity to speak. And it is getting late, which 

means [when] the hour is getting late, the Honourable 
Speaker gets irritated quicker. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Honourable Member.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I think that this really lends . . . I heard the 
Honourable Opposition Leader earlier on say that he 
sees many vegetable gardens that are vacant and so 
on. This, again, leads to Bermudians where they can 
be entrepreneurs, you know, growing their own vege-
tables, growing plants. There are so many opportuni-
ties out there for people to be doing things like this.  
 Another thing that I feel is very important, be-
cause a lot of times people do not talk about the envi-
ronment. They do not talk about our surroundings. 
Bermuda is a small place. If you were to ask the Hon-
ourable Deputy Premier how big Bermuda is, I am 
sure he could tell you in square acres.  
 We are talking about [how] invasive species, 
next to habitat destruction, pose the single biggest 
threat to Bermuda. Obviously, we touched on it in the 
Throne Speech, the lionfish and other invasive spe-
cies, like Mexican peppers [and] kudzu vine. One I 
would like to add, personally, are the casuarinas. We 
have all seen this tree, Island-wide, on all the coastal 
areas, ruining the rock faces of the lovely rock for-
mations that we have around Bermuda. I personally 
feel that that would be a great opportunity to form a 
team that would look at eradicating these casuarinas 
Island-wide. I have said that for some time. But I am 
really happy that that is taking place. It is important.  

If you have not seen the damage, or the pos-
sible damage, that the lionfish can do, it is unbelieva-
ble. This could really threaten our reef structure, our 
fishing industry, and Bermuda as a whole, so we must 
take that very seriously.  

On the arable land, again, [it is a] great oppor-
tunity for our people to be entrepreneurs. I would like 
to encourage more people and just one more time I 
would like to say, Bermuda, start your own home gar-
den, vegetable garden. It is not difficult. And on that 
note, thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Southampton [East]. MP Zane De Silva, 
you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I 
am much obliged.  
 
The Speaker: I can see that far, every now and then.  
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, that is good. I must say, 
Mr. Speaker, I admire your choice of speakers at this 
stage of the evening.  

But, Mr. Speaker, let me start off by first con-
gratulating our [Opposition] Leader. By all means, not 
his first Throne Speech [Reply], but what a fantastic 
speech it was, Mr. Speaker. I am proud to be a Mem-
ber of his team. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to start off on the 
Government’s Throne Speech at page 3. What really 
caught my eye, Mr. Speaker, was the second para-
graph. I will read it for those that might not have a 
copy: “The Government will make progress to imple-
ment the vision in the first instance by meeting the 
practical day-to-day needs of people: safe communi-
ties, schools that enable their children to live produc-
tive lives; and good-paying jobs that make it possible 
for Bermudians to support their families.” 
 But what upset me, Mr. Speaker, was the next 
paragraph where the OBA states: “Bermuda in recent 
years faltered in these crucial areas . . .” Faltered in 
these crucial areas!  

Mr. Speaker, where would we have been 
without FutureCare if we had faltered in the areas of 
meeting the practical day-to-day needs of our people? 
Prior to FutureCare we had so many of our seniors 
[who] did not have insurance. The ones that did were 
paying through their teeth.  

You have heard me tell the story about my 
grandmother making the decision between prescrip-
tions and groceries. Mr. Speaker, FutureCare also 
does not have any pre-existing conditions attached. 
Huge, huge savings! Monumental! Earth-moving 
changes in legislation for this country, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, we eliminated land tax for our 
seniors. Financial Assistance, prior to last week’s an-
nouncement, was the highest in our history under a 
PLP Government, taking care of our people day-to-
day. Ask all the young mothers that have been able to 
take advantage of day care, Mr. Speaker. That $800 a 
month per child is . . . I cannot imagine how that is 
really helping some of our people, Mr. Speaker. To 
say that we have faltered in crucial areas such as this, 
Mr. Speaker?  
 Pension increases every year under the Pro-
gressive Labour Party Government since 1998, right 
up until 2010—every year, between 5 [per cent] and 
9 per cent! When in previous years under the UPB 
Government, they were sporadic increases, at best. 
And, of course, we have not had one since. I do not 
see anything in the Throne Speech about any in-
creases for our seniors.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I was very disappointed in-
deed with that particular comment. Now, I will move 
swiftly along. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you have 26 minutes left. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: And, you know, Mr. Speaker, 
I have got to try to be conscious of time and not be 
swayed. I am glad that you are in the Chair because 
we can have some order and I should be able to get 
through with what I want to tonight—and there is 
much. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, page 15 and also page 16. 
Reading from page 15, middle of the page, “Every 
country has a moral responsibility to ensure that its 
vulnerable populations are given the greatest possible 
protection.”  
 Now, if you skip down to the third paragraph, 
the last paragraph, Mr. Speaker, it sort of gives to you 
a nice little explanation, and then takes it right back. 
Let me explain, Mr. Speaker.  
 “The Bermuda Health Council Act 2004 and 
the Public Health Act 1949 will be amended to intro-
duce controls on the entry of new, high-cost health 
technology, which has contributed significantly to ris-
ing health care costs.” 
 Now, the first question I have for the OBA is, 
What proof do you have that this technology has con-
tributed significantly to the rising health care costs? I 
would like to see some proof, Mr. Speaker, because if 
I had to draw a quick analogy, and I mentioned it ear-
lier today, I would have been thinking that if we look at 
[what] contributed to significantly rising health care 
costs in this country, I would talk to the insurance 
companies. That is where I would start.  

Someone would say that it is low-hanging 
fruit. Low-hanging fruit, Mr. Speaker. I tell you what, I 
think when you are Government you have got to start 
looking at the big fruit on the tree, not the low-hanging 
fruit. You need [to start] where you can get it in 
bunches and get it in significant proportions.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member, Mrs. Jeanne Atherden, said [that] she finds it 
disturbing that one company thought that they were 
being targeted. I was disappointed in her comment, 
Mr. Speaker, because, first of all, I disagree with that 
statement. But, if you look on page 16, Mr. Speaker, 
the very first paragraph, and I will read it: “In Bermu-
da’s health care system there is limited control over 
the introduction of new health technology. Conse-
quently, Bermuda has very high rates of equipment 
per capita compared to other high-income countries.”  

And it continues: “This high capacity inevitably 
leads to high utilization, as providers have an incen-
tive to seek a return on their investment. The result is 
equipment use that is not always medically necessary 
and that increases health costs.” 
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 Let us read that one again, Mr. Speaker. “The 
result is equipment use that is not always medically 
necessary.”  

Mr. Speaker, our former Premier had an opine 
in the paper today. He mentioned this particular para-
graph in his opine. What disappointed me with Mrs. 
Atherden is she said that it was disturbing that one 
company thought they might have been singled out, 
but she did not have a problem with this paragraph. 
Mr. Speaker, I have a serious problem with this para-
graph. So much so, that, to me . . . is this really saying 
that doctors in this country who own diagnostic 
equipment, cheat and steal? Because that is what it 
insinuates to me, Mr. Speaker.  

In fact, I would go so far as to say that these 
particular two sentences should be struck out. They 
should be struck out. If you read these two sentences, 
they should be struck out. Quite frankly, I believe the 
Premier and the Governor should apologise for these 
two sentences. I think they are insulting to the— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you cannot use 
the Governor’s name in this House. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: So withdraw that. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I withdraw that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Queen’s representa-
tive?  
 
The Speaker: Not even Queen’s representative, in 
this case. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, Mr. Speaker, certainly, 
I believe, that the Premier should make an apology to 
the doctors in this country for these two sentences. 
What he is basically saying here is that they are 
cheats and they steal. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, I find it 
very unacceptable that that is in this particular docu-
ment. Very unacceptable, Mr. Speaker.  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said, if the Govern-
ment feels that this step is necessary, where is the 
proof of the utilisation? Where is the proof? How many 
people in this country have had diagnostic imaging 
tests, whether it be MRIs, X-rays, ultrasounds, or what 
have you. How many have had tests that were nega-
tive? What is the purpose of this change?  

I am sorry if . . . and let’s be real, let’s be hon-
est here on the floor. If I was the owner or the share-
holder of Bermuda Health Care, I would think that this 
was pointed at me. I am sorry. I have a CAT scan, I 
have an MRI, I was the first one to bring a mammog-
raphy machine to the Island, I have got X-ray. I have 
to say that if we are looking at changing . . . bringing 

this type of legislation, we need some proof. We need 
proof. What is going to be next? Are you going to stop 
entrepreneurs from bringing in a crane or a truck?  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: How about someone like 
Glenn Blakeney who went out on a limb— 
 
The Speaker: It is the Honourable Member in this 
House. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member 
Glenn Blakeney— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —who has two radio sta-
tions. What is next? Is he going to be told that he can-
not do it? Suppose his son comes along and he wants 
to open up a radio [station]? Well, you have got too 
many on the Island, we are cutting you off. That is it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Or my son-in-law. Thank you 
very much!  
 Is that what we are going to do next?  

Mr. Speaker, when we talk about limiting con-
trol because costs are getting out of hand, I do not 
hear anybody talk about lawyers. Have you been to a 
lawyer lately? I went last week. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I got a two-liner, Mr. Speak-
er, $500.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I went to another lawyer, got 
a similar two-liner, owed $700. Went to another one, it 
is $400. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have to mention insurance 
companies. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: We have got to talk about 
insurance companies, Mr. Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I cannot be-
lieve that we are going after diagnostic imaging com-
panies. Most of them are entrepreneurs. [They] have 
spent hundreds, if not millions, of dollars on equip-
ment. Diagnostic imaging is just about 2 per cent of 
the overall health costs in this country. It is no different 
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than Lamb Foggo [Urgent Care Centre]. You are go-
ing to close that for $250,000. And for those who did 
not hear me last night, or this morning, Mr. Speaker, 
let’s repeat it for the listening audience and for some 
of the Members on the other side of the House.  
 Tell me how, Mr. Speaker, you are going to 
close that Urgent Care Centre, turn away 6,000 peo-
ple—6,000 of our residents that go through those 
doors—for less than one-quarter of 1 per cent of the 
subsidy that is given to the hospital from the Govern-
ment. 
 
An Hon. Member: Wow! 
 
An Hon. Member: That is putting it in context. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier 
today, I could take $10.00 and say to Jinks, Here you 
go, Jinks, here is $10.00. That is what that less than 
one-quarter of 1 per cent is like. Now, that is of the 
total health care costs of $700,000. Now, it is probably 
point zero zero— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, check it out, Mr. 
Speaker—of our total budget, which is now at what, 
Mr. Finance Shadow?  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: [It is] $1.2 billion. What per-
centage is it of that? Mr. Speaker, you cannot, you 
cannot justify closing that centre. And I will get to that 
in a minute.  

Mr. Speaker, there is an old saying that used 
to be used around Bermuda very much, back in the 
day, and it was called death by delay. Death by delay. 
The Honourable Member, Kim Wilson, talked about a 
family member of hers that has cancer throughout the 
body. It began in the left arm. [He] went to the doctor 
last week and it has spread to the right [arm], they 
believe. That family member cannot get an MRI at the 
hospital for a couple of weeks.  
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Is this the tip of the iceberg 
with these cost-cutting measures of the OBA Gov-
ernment? A caring Government? We are going to take 
care of the vulnerable in this country. Seriously?  

That is why Bermuda Health Care has an MRI 
today. He was an entrepreneur that saw a need for it 
on this Island. Here we are running it on unlimited 
hours at the hospital. Right here as we speak!  
 Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, someone was told 
that they have to wait two weeks for an MRI.  
 
An Hon. Member: Death by delay. 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Death by delay, Mr. Speak-
er!  

I might want to add at this stage, Mr. Speaker, 
being that the Bermuda Hospitals Board and the Min-
ister want to cut costs and they are looking at all the 
costs, an MRI at Bermuda Health Care is 20 per cent 
less than it is at the hospital. [It is] 20 per cent less, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we talk about cutting costs 
and things like that, everything leads back to the in-
surance companies with me. They are talking about 
millions of dollars of profits per year. We have a 
chairman of one of the insurance companies in Ber-
muda that sits on that side of the House. I was hoping 
to see something in the Throne Speech that would 
have said—You know what? Just like the grocery 
stores are trying to show they are going to share a 
little pain, I was hoping that maybe that Honourable 
Member might get the other insurance companies to 
say—Hey, look, let’s really shock Bermudians and 
show something with some meat in this Throne 
Speech when it comes to dollars. Let’s take those 
tens of millions of dollars of net profit per quarter, and 
let’s give some back to the people. But I have not 
seen that, Mr. Speaker, not even a sniff. Not even a 
sniff!  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I talked about the Urgent 
Care Centre. I have been in this House now since 
2007 and I experienced this morning one of the long-
est Question Periods on one topic since I have been 
in this House. The longest— 
 
The Speaker: Improved democracy. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Improved democracy.  

Well, I do not know about improved democra-
cy, but I think what it was is that this is a very serious 
matter, the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre. It is se-
rious, Mr. Speaker.  

If you would have heard the 200 people that 
expressed themselves last night, and I am sure they 
will express themselves in the next two weeks. I think 
if the Minister and OBA Members were there, it is too 
bad that the representatives of the East were not 
there, Mr. Speaker, maybe they could have taken that 
back to their caucus. The Honourable Member Kenny 
Bascome was talking about he has been beating the 
drum for 10 months to get St. George’s open to his 
members at caucus meetings.  
            Well, I will tell you what, I will not talk about the 
two Bermudians they fired from there. I will not talk 
about that at this particular point in time, but let me 
say this. Where were the Members that represent 
those constituents, Mr. Speaker? Where are they? 
Where are they? It has been said that the OBA won 
the Government because of the representatives down 
in the East won it for them. I will tell you what. Humph! 
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Mr. Speaker, their absence last night . . . I will make a 
little aside . . . a little peanut bet, Mr. Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: A little wager. Come next 
election, Mr. Speaker, you are going to find there is a 
big change down in the East because those East 
Enders do not mess around. They do not mess 
around, Mr. Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: You know, 6,000 people with 
the closure of the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, 
6,000 people are going to be really perplexed. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: They are going to be very 
perplexed.  

Let’s talk about the reason again, Mr. Speak-
er. There is $250,000 that the Minister says that they 
are losing and it must be closed. How can we keep 
the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre open, Mr. 
Speaker? I have a little suggestion for you. We might 
remember when Dr. Ewart Brown was the Premier of 
this country. He held two portfolios: Minister of 
Transport and Minister of Tourism. That is about 
$350,000 a year. And he was the Premier of the coun-
try. No one ever talks about what Ewart Brown saved 
the country over that four- or five-year period, do 
they? In just that alone.  
 But, Mr. Speaker, I implore— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: We will get to that too.  

But, Mr. Speaker, I implore the OBA Govern-
ment to look within. If they are looking for money, Mr. 
Speaker, . . .  

Premier, look at your Cabinet. Look at your 
Cabinet, Mr. Premier. You’ve got a Minister without 
Portfolio, no disrespect to the Honourable Member. 
But you have got a Minister without Portfolio. You 
have got a part-time Minister that is showing more and 
more how a part-time Minister can be affected by her 
part-time participation.  
 Mr. Speaker, if the Honourable Premier would 
take a look within, he might find, right at his fingertips, 
that he could make change in a hurry. The Honoura-
ble Premier could get rid of a couple of consultants 
very quickly. Two consultants would take care of that 
deficit every year. So, two consultants for 6,000 peo-
ple? I mean, the Minister of Health hired a consult-
ant—a former OBA Member—for six months for 
$60,000. Six months, $60,000!  
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Is it “order” or “information”? Are you— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Well, he is mis-
leading the House. 
 
The Speaker: Well, if he . . . well, just if he gave 
wrong information, just— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: He gave wrong 
information. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Then it is not misleading the 
House. I do not think he intentionally was misleading 
the House. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: He gave incorrect 
information. 
 
The Speaker: So, he gave incorrect information so 
you can correct him. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. The Honour-
able Member was paid $5,000 . . . the Honourable 
Member said six months and $60,000. The person to 
whom he refers was paid $5,000 per month for six 
months; $30,000, not $60,000. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Minis-
ter. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you for that clarifica-
tion. Thank you for that clarification—$30,000.  

Well, Mr. Speaker, $30,000 . . . we were told 
at the time so the Honourable Minister could hit the 
road running, dissing a permanent secretary with 25 
years’ experience, dissing her directors, dissing the 
chief medical officer [with] 15, 18 years’ experience, 
but hired a colleague, a former OBA colleague, to give 
her advice. And I do not know what advice she has 
given yet, I have not seen any reports, Mr. Speaker, 
but that continues to boggle my mind. 
 Mr. Speaker, if the OBA is looking for money, 
they did not worry about money when the jet trip was 
taken. They are still using GB cars, Mr. Speaker, still 
using GB cars. The army of consultants is growing. If 
you look from December 17 to now, the army of con-
sultants is growing. And the detriment of our people is 
growing.  

This Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre must 
stay open. Tell the Premier to take his bodyguard and 
let him go work somewhere else. He has two public 
affairs consultants! A secretary, Mr. Speaker! And yet 
a former Premier held two Ministerial portfolios and 
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still did his job! [He] still did his job! So, yes, if they are 
looking for money, let’s look within. Let’s look within.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, it is nice to have him 
back here. 
 Mr. Speaker, in 2007, we had the former 
Shadow Minister of Health question the Progressive 
Labour Party about how serious they were about 
opening up urgent care centres. Question us! And I 
will quote, Mr. Speaker: “The UBP” (and this is quot-
ing the former Shadow Health Minister, Louise Jack-
son) “is not against the idea of care clinics.” That was 
from that Honourable Member, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, last year, leading up to the elec-
tion, the OBA said [that] if they were the Government, 
they would move more services to South Side. They 
accused the Progressive Labour Party Government of 
neglecting the East End. The Premier himself hailed 
the fact that he is from St. David’s.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: And what does he do, Mr. 
Speaker? Because the Honourable Member, the Min-
ister of Health confirmed that Cabinet agreed to the 
shutdown. Cabinet is led by the Premier of the coun-
try, from St. David’s— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —part of the decision-
making group that wants to shut down the Lamb 
Foggo Urgent Care Centre. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, the Premier was not at 
the meeting last night. 
 Mr. Speaker, they even said leading up to the 
election (the OBA) that they would establish an ambu-
lance station to serve at St. George’s and St. David’s. 
Well, they have the facility. Get rid of a couple of con-
sultants and buy an ambulance and put it there! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Easy, Mr. Speaker. Easy. 
 Let’s look after the people in St. David’s that 
elected them, Mr. Speaker, that got them the Gov-
ernment that they are so proud to hold today. Mr. 
Speaker, 6,000 people! 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I know I have got five 
minutes left.  

You know, we need to change to— 
 
The Speaker: Now 4 minutes and 51 seconds. 
 

[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes.  

Mr. Speaker, we need to change the rules in 
the House. We need . . . when we go to the Throne 
Speech, we need—  
 
The Speaker: Not this one. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —an hour, an hour and a 
half. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: But, Mr. Speaker, you know, 
we have heard in the last, almost a year now, the fa-
vourite saying from the OBA: Looking under the hood. 
 
An Hon. Member: Mm-hmm. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: You like that, don’t you? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, I love it! The Honourable 
Member, Mr. Crockwell, says, I like it. I love it, Mr. 
Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, Mr. Speaker, you know 
what? I am going to start using that phrase every 
week as well. But you know what, Mr. Speaker? I am 
going remind Honourable Members on the other side 
of why we looked under the hood and what we found 
in 1998! 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, Mr. Speaker, you 
know, when they looked under the hood they said, 
Oh, the thing is broken. This is broken. This is it. Mr. 
Speaker, in 1998, when we looked under the hood, 
there was no engine in there! 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, when we 
looked under the hood, there was no engine. We had 
to take the seats out and do the Flintstones to move 
that car! 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member, Leah Scott, just said that we had the money 
to do it. Well, let’s talk about that for a minute. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, now I’ve got it—
3 minutes and 30 seconds. 
 
The Speaker: [It is] 2 minutes and 22 [seconds]. 
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[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, sir! Okay, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is what we did with some of that money 
that we had. We invested $143 million in schools. 
Health service facilities, $28 million.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Sylvia Richardson, $24 mil-
lion. Airport and foreshore, $80 million. The National 
Sports Centre, $31 million. Okay? Recycling, building 
upgrades, Pembroke Marsh, Tynes Bay—$127 mil-
lion, Mr. Speaker! For a total of $420 million.  

Now, Mr. Speaker, I could go on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I could go on. And the Hon-
ourable Members can get their chance. They are not 
going to take me, I have got two minutes left. Okay, 
Mr. Speaker?  

But let’s talk about this, Mr. Speaker. When 
we came in 1998, you will know this, Mr. Speaker, I 
think you spent some time as Minister of Education. 
We had schools that did not even have fire codes. 
They did not even meet the fire codes, Mr. Speaker. 
That is what we found. 

Mr. Speaker, when we took office, we inherit-
ed schools in the most deplorable state. Roads were 
in desperate need of repair. We had underfunded, 
inadequate, non-existent social programmes. You 
want to know where the monies have gone? Look in 
the Budget under your social programmes. That is 
where you will find this money, Mr. Speaker.  
 We had seniors struggling so badly they were 
constantly . . . I’m talking about my grandma making 
decisions between groceries and prescriptions, Mr. 
Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, the buses did not have air condi-
tioners, if they were running at all. The ferries, our 
people caught the broken-down slow ferries. What do 
we have now? Have we forgotten? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, look at the airlines. 
Look at the airline facility, the airline choices we have 
today. I was in Canada over the weekend. I flew 
WestJet. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: How about JetBlue? Sorry. 
Not WestJet, I was on JetBlue. Sorry. No, it was 
WestJet.  
 
[Laughter and crosstalk]  

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: But, Mr. Speaker, what I am 
saying to you is this: How many of our people go to 
Miami [on a] direct flight? Remember, you had to go to 
Atlanta, wait for three hours, your flight gets delayed, 
you go down South. You know, Mr. Speaker, all these 
things— 
 
The Speaker: You have 57 seconds, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Got you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me say this. The OBA talks 
about “under the hood.” They found some things. Mr. 
Speaker, we looked under the hood in 1998 and it 
took us 14 years and we still did not get it all fixed. We 
would have needed another 14 to fix it.  
 
An Hon. Member: You broke it. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is what we found under 
the hood, Mr. Speaker. A big fat zero! The Flintstones 
will live with us forever! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East (I guess it is). You are 
East, aren’t you, Honourable Member Weeks?  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: East Central, excuse me. You have 
been standing several times. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And 
thank you for acknowledging me. The hour is late and 
people have talked all day, so what am I going to do, 
Mr. Speaker, I am going right to my constituents and 
the people who have been stopping me on the street 
[and what they are] concerned about.  

Among other things, I have left that to other 
people, but I will concentrate on jobs, jobs, jobs. So, 
Mr. Speaker, in my walking around I have seen a lot 
of constituents before and since the Throne Speech. 
[They] are all talking about the same thing. But I will 
go right to page18, Mr. Speaker. On page 18, we talk 
about Sport, Youth and Recreation. So, Mr. Speaker, 
in the one whole paragraph that this Government do-
nated to Youth and Sport, it speaks to the seriousness 
in restoring a sense of belonging and purpose to our 
young people.  

So, Mr. Speaker, all over the globe I would 
like to say that our sporting clubs have always been 
instrumental in helping to nurture a lot of our young-
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sters. Especially in Bermuda, young black males have 
not had the opportunity to have learned a lot of self-
discipline, self-worth, team work, and the like. So, Mr. 
Speaker, when I talk about jobs, I am going to go to 
how we could come up with some jobs in a very short 
order. 
 Our Honourable Leader spoke about $30 mil-
lion. Now, we all know that some say the coffers are 
bare. I want to make a suggestion, Mr. Speaker, to the 
Government that over the last few months we were 
told that they had borrowed a $750 million or $800 
million bond raise. Let me break something down, Mr. 
Speaker, just for the man on the street, Mr. and Mrs. 
Joe Public.  

With $30 million of that, we could put the real 
man back to work. Yes, we talk about the businesses. 
We talk about hotel concessions and whatnot. I am 
talking about all those tradesmen, all those people 
that we know who need work. Let’s start from the 
West, Mr. Speaker, only because I know that is where 
you are from and that is near and dear to you. White 
Hill Field, Mr. Speaker, needs a club. Let’s start driv-
ing down the country. PHC, North Village, a social 
club. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is correct. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Boulevard, Devonshire has 
club. I will get to the other side. All right? 
 Hamilton Parish needs a club there on Shelly 
Bay Field. 
 
An Hon. Member: Devonshire Colts.  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Devonshire Colts. We could 
go on and on. Crossroads.  

What I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is that we 
could take $30 million, maybe $30 [million] or $35 mil-
lion of that $800 million bond, and we could spread it 
over a two- or three-year period. And we could build 
these clubs, Mr. Speaker, and we could use traditional 
building methods—not the prefab and whatnot. And 
you will put at least 20 to 30 people on each site to 
work. This is a simple solution.  

I leave a lot of stuff and fluff to others. But this 
is a simple solution. So that 20 to 30 people, per site, 
times seven or eight sites . . . you do the math. All 
right? And depending on the area, we could address 
the need in that area. Some of those could be multi-
purpose. Some of those could be other things. But 
what I am saying is, we could put the everyday 
tradesmen back to work, immediately, over the next 
two to three years. That is our plumbers, our carpen-
ters, our masons, our electricians, our landscapers. 
And we could spread that over two to three years. 
That is what real stimulation does. Those are the men 
and women that I encounter on my doorstep. And not 
only building those things, we got another four or five 
that need refurbishing. 

Need I say, Mr. Speaker, that where I want to 
start on refurbishing, I want to start at Western Stars. 
Some people don’t want to know why, but others do. 
Twenty or twenty-five years ago, Western Stars was 
known as a bar.  

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
An Hon. Member: The bar. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: The bar. The Government— 
 
The Speaker: You did express your interest, did you? 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Um, I have to express my 
interest, one and all. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I am a member of the com-
munity. I am the vice president of Western Stars 
Sports Club. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Good club. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Needless to say— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —spending this money . . . 
twenty-five years ago the Government of the day 
promised Western Stars a club. To appease them, 
they gave them a temporary facility which was a pre-
fab. It has outlived its usefulness.  

So twenty years later, now, it is sinking. It has 
got all kinds of problems. The walls are splitting and 
whatnot. And my concern is that this is the new Silver 
City, Mr. Speaker. And I think you kind of agree with 
that, so we need to have an address because it is 
time for us to build a new trophy cabinet.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: All right. Having said that, Mr. 
Speaker, but I do not want— 
 
The Speaker: Well, we will send one from Somerset 
to you. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Because you do not use it 
any more.  

But, Mr. Speaker, back to being serious. On a 
serious note, we can utilise our resources. We can 
utilise $30 [million] to $35 million of that $800 million 
to put our people back to work. Right? And that would 
stimulate our economy. And that would be good news 
to the people that matter.  
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Now, I am not going to go back and forth as to 
worth as to international business. I am not going to 
go back and forth as to the worth of stimulating the 
tourist plan. Everything has its place. But the men and 
women that built Bermuda have to be addressed, Mr. 
Speaker. And some of the $800 million dollars could 
go a long way over the next two or three years, rather 
than promises of tomorrow. We could put a lot of the-
se guys back to work today. 

So, having said that, Mr. Speaker, this Gov-
ernment’s electoral platform was built on 2,000 jobs. 
In just five minutes I have given you 400 jobs that we 
could get to right away. This initiative, Mr. Speaker, 
will put a segment of our community back to work. 
And, again, not only will be put 300 or 400 people 
back to work with this initiative, we could stipulate that 
it is Bermudians that will be hired and on these job 
sites. You know? 

While I am on my feet and I am thinking, an-
other thing could be addressed, Mr. Speaker. We 
know that there are some people who are not working 
by choice. There are some people that are not work-
ing because they cannot find work. Also, there are 
some guys that are not working because they cannot 
leave their neighbourhoods. So those guys from 
Somerset, they can work at White Hill.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, what I am saying . . . 
listen to me, that is all one family to me. Those down 
in Warwick that cannot move—what I am saying in a 
practical way, we could kill two birds with one stone. I 
do not want to use the word “kill.” I am sorry. But I 
think we could address a few of the different issues 
simultaneously. So I do not even want to say that the 
Throne Speech was fluff. I am not going to say that. I 
am not going to give it a name. You know? But I think 
when we do these things in the times that we are in, 
we have to talk about everyday Mr. and Mrs. Joe Pub-
lic.  
 So moving on now, Mr. Speaker, to page 17. 
And I must say that the few paragraphs that the Gov-
ernment had donated to Financial Assistance, again, 
Mr. Speaker, made me step back. Am I the only one 
that realises what kind of crisis that our country is real-
ly facing?  

Let’s go back to that $800 million, Mr. Speak-
er. We can take another $30 million and prop up Fi-
nancial Assistance. Financial assistance is not al-
ways, like I saw in the Throne Speech, that lower 
quadrant of our workers. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have 
a middle-class working poor. And all that really has to 
be addressed. So this segment of our society is not 
one that has to work shadow, Mr. Speaker. This seg-
ment of our society is not those that have to be re-
trained. More and more, Mr. Speaker, we are seeing 
some of these essential services—our police, our 

teachers, our health care workers—becoming a part 
of this working poor.  

So when we had that 5 per cent decrease, 
this furlough date, there are a lot of middle-class peo-
ple that are suffering. So I am not saying to do away 
with Financial Assistance, because I recognise the 
need for financial assistance and the controls. But it is 
imperative that this Government [acts], even if we 
suspend certain stipulations and rules right now, be-
cause our people are suffering.  

I would like to tell a story of a lady that I have 
been in contact with for a few years. One of my col-
leagues, Mr. Blakeney, and I worked very closely with 
trying to address this particular lady. She is not quite a 
senior, but she has health issues. She has a house 
that is dilapidated. She has a son who has been trying 
to find work for two or three years. This particular per-
son, Mr. Speaker, prior to her health issues was an 
adopted member of our society.  
 
An Hon. Member: For many years? 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: For many years. She has 
trouble going to Financial Assistance. Every time she 
goes she gets the run-around because she has got a 
house that leaks. You know? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Right. Yes. I said that. She is 
not yet 65, so she falls into a grey area.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, I have been a Minister 
for two years and I— 
 
An Hon. Member: At least four years. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: At least four years.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: But I am not looking at politi-
cal pondering. I am talking about Financial Assis-
tance, as it is; no matter it should have been done 
yesterday. It should have been done five years. It 
should have been done 20 years ago. I am talking 
about a Bermudian that does not care if she is PLP or 
OBA. I am talking about a real-life situation. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes.  

So if it is four years or one year or yesterday, 
this is an example of somebody who is starving as we 
speak. So what I am saying is, we could take some of 
the $100 million and try to prop up Financial Assis-
tance and see what we could do for those everyday 
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Bermudians who are in need in Bermuda today, and 
what is happening in Bermuda today.  

Again, I am going to reiterate, all those con-
cessions—fine—tax concessions, and all that is fine. I 
have nothing against that. But we have to try and prop 
up and help those people that need it—our everyday 
people—to get through. And in this climate here, es-
pecially, because in today’s Bermuda we have a lot of 
people, like I said, the working poor professionals. 
Professionals who are struggling, who are one 
paycheque away from Financial Assistance. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: And me! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: And also, Mr. Speaker, I have 
another story that, I need to say, brings things home 
for me.  

I do not know about other MPs on either side 
of the floor, Mr. Speaker, but what I have encountered 
on more than one occasion over these last couple of 
months, because of this global crisis that we are in . . . 
we have to understand that there are Bermudians that 
have been working overseas. And because of the 
global crisis, they have lost jobs overseas and they 
have returned home. And one particular person told 
me, You know something, Minister? (Because they 
still call me that, but I answer to it too.) So they said, 
Well, you know what, Mike? I spent most of my work-
ing days in Bermuda. I decided to go away with my 
family to see what opportunities there are out there, 
like a lot of people have done. Because we have 
heard over the last couple of months that all these 
thousands of people have left.  
 They are more than numbers, Mr. Speaker, 
these are people. One of those people in particular 
has come to me and this is the story that I am relating. 
They left Bermuda with their family to go overseas for 
greener pastures. They got a job for about a year. The 
crisis has forced them back home. They have come, 
haven’t had a good wrap in Bermuda, but they are told 
because of the current rules in Financial Assistance, 
they have to be back in Bermuda for one year.  

Now, there is a job crisis. So they come back 
to Bermuda, they cannot find a job, they go to Finan-
cial Assistance, but the current rules are that they 
cannot get assistance for a year. In layman’s terms, 
Mr. Speaker, they cannot eat for a year. And it is easy 
to say, Go to Financial Assistance. And somebody 
says, This is what the rule says. You know?  

What I was personally looking for in the 
Throne speech were answers and solutions to these 
real-life stories. We have given concession upon con-
cession upon concession over these last couple of 
months. Let’s give some concessions to those people 
that have helped to build our country.  

 Simply saying, before I move on, that we have 
to realise that we cannot take a lopsided approach. So 
when people call the OBA Government a business 
organisation, as opposed to PLP and a labour organi-
sation, prove me wrong. Prove me wrong, Govern-
ment, and start addressing the needs of the everyday 
Bermudian. It does not take rocket science. We do not 
have to re-invent the wheel. Show me that you are 
serious, Government, this is not a fairy tale.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, having touched on sport and 
touched on Financial Assistance, I want to briefly go 
to public safety on page 12. I may appear to be jump-
ing, Mr. Speaker, but I am coming straight from the 
[Throne] Speech. 
 
The Speaker: You are doing all right, Honourable 
Member.  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I would like to start off by 
commending the police, Mr. Speaker, because our 
arrests are up. Convictions are up. But we all recog-
nise that there is still more work to be done.  

However, Mr. Speaker, on page 5 on the 
Throne Speech, the Public Safety Ministry has report-
ed that Bermudians are feeling safer. I do not really 
say that the sky is falling, but I would like to know 
where the Ministry got those poll results from. Where 
did they get this data? Because I could honestly say 
that in my constituency in 16, 15 and 21, in and 
around where I canvass, safety is still very much an 
issue. But, again, I am not up here just to complain 
and point fingers. I want to offer some solutions. 

Mr. Speaker, we heard the Public Safety Min-
ister talk about that they are going to do an Island-
wide project to get CCTV up and running. I would 
suggest that they partner with Public Works because 
what I hear about CCTV [is] that it does not make 
sense to have CCTV if you do not have lights! So 
what we need to do is partner in a real-world situation 
with Public Works so not only put up the CCTV, but to 
make sure that a lot of these places are well-lit at 
night. 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, I am just telling you the 
people . . . I am talking about security and safety. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, colleague. 
 And that is all I am saying. So, like I am talk-
ing about the perception and the appearance of safe-
ty. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes. So, having said that, I 
will move on when I say that the lights and the camer-
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as to everyday people in the hood helps them to feel a 
little safer. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Mr. Speaker, moving on to 
page 12, Operation Ceasefire.  
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: We have an organisation in 
Bermuda, Mr. Speaker, that has a long history of deal-
ing with our young men, especially our young black 
men, in times of trouble. And this organisation is 
called CARTEL. Mr. Speaker, CARTEL stands for 
“Challenging and Reclaiming the True Essence of 
Life.”  

I remember this organisation led by Mr. Leroy 
Bean, were out trying to address the issues of the ris-
ing gang members before the word “gang” became 
popular. He was having seminars. He was out there 
going away and getting certified and getting— 
 
An Hon. Member: And getting safe housing in Ber-
muda. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —and having safe housing in 
Bermuda. I personally have talked to him. And what I 
am saying is that if we want to address these issues, 
we are going to Bermudianise . . . and again, I am not 
taking away from the people that have been hired by 
the Honourable Minister in Ceasefire. But if you are 
going to deal with a home-grown problem, I am just 
putting out there that we have some home-grown ex-
perts that need to be utilised. We are really going to 
get to the root and the crux of this problem that we are 
trying to address. 

And as I move on, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
commend the Ministry again for earmarking funds to 
Focus Counselling and the Family Centre because 
these groups are truly on the frontline combating 
some of our social ills. Those funds are very much 
needed and I want to commend the Minister and im-
plore him and try to prod him to try and get those 
funds to those organisations who are on our frontline, 
sooner rather than later.  
 Mr. Speaker, on page 13, we are talking about 
conscription. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: On page 13, Mr. Speaker, we 
are talking about conscription and it was in the Throne 
Speech. Mr. Speaker, I recognise that the Govern-
ment has promised that during this legislative session 
conscription— 
 
The Speaker: I cannot hear you, Honourable Mem-
ber, because your Members are down here talking 

and I cannot hear you. They are, you know—now I 
can hear you because they have stopped talking. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: They are . . . no, but I cannot, the 
Speaker cannot hear him. I need to. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

As I said, I would reiterate that Government 
has promised that during this legislative session, con-
scription will be eliminated. So I would like to com-
mend them, Mr. Speaker, for following in the footsteps 
of the former Government, my Government, the PLP 
Government.  
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear! 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: So if conscription is going to 
be addressed once and for all, I commend them.  

Again, Mr. Speaker, let me dig into that $800 
million and create some more jobs. So far, I think I 
have created, what? About 300 or 400 jobs?  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: We have the bond issue. I am 
just making suggestions, Honourable Minister. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, the future is now in 
some cases. The future is now. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes. So, Mr. Speaker, I am 
just putting out there— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —and let it go . . . I feel the 
future is now. So when I go into my hood and talk to 
those people who are starving, and Financial Assis-
tance, and cannot eat, the future to them is now.  

So, back to conscription, Mr. Speaker. I would 
like to suggest that the Regiment come into the 21st 
century and become a full-time unit, much like the 
other essential services. And, again, Mr. Speaker, 
because we are talking about the economic zone 
around the Island, 200 miles I think it is, we could 
make this Regiment a maritime force, or a maritime 
organisation. 
 
The Speaker: Coast Guard 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Coast Guard, almost like. But 
that would be a 21st century Regiment— 
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[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Pardon? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I would take some of the 
$800 million I told you. I would take some of the $800 
million. What? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, we could work out the 
logistics, sir. But I am looking at jobs. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, stay connected to 
the Speaker and you stay on course that way. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I am so sorry, Mr. Speaker.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: With this, it is not going to 
cost that much. But with this, Mr. Speaker, we could 
make the Regiment a full-time force of about 150 
people. That is another lot of jobs that we could have 
sooner rather than later for the everyday Bermudian, 
and that would serve, again, more than one purpose.  

It seems over the years our borders have be-
come lax because of the rise in guns and drugs. This 
Coast Guard, or maritime force, can help to patrol and 
fortify our borders. Another 100 to 150 jobs, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: For education, Mr. Speaker, I 
now turn my attention to page 18, on the Throne 
Speech. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Mr. Speaker, for all that is 
wrong with our middle school system, as spoken 
about by the Minister of Education, I was quite sur-
prised and perplexed to see that the only real initiative 
that was outlined for the middle schools in the Throne 
Speech was the introduction of more technology in 
these schools.  
 Mr. Speaker, again, I have to say, Are they 
serious? This highly critical report emanates from the 
Ministry, and this is all that they speak to. That too 
speaks to, Mr. Speaker, the propaganda that we see 
in the media about the work and the ability of our mid-
dle school teachers. There may be issues in our pub-
lic schools, Mr. Speaker, but I am here to say that 
there are also issues in our private schools. And any-
one would be ignorant to ignore that fact. I again im-

plore the Government to stop with the rhetoric be-
cause our people are growing weary.  

So having said all that, Mr. Speaker, and not 
re-inventing the wheel, I come to another suggestion: 
Job Corps.  

Job Corps was a baby of one of my col-
leagues and I ably assisted him. Job Corps emanated 
out of the Mincy Report as one of the recommenda-
tions. We are talking about a lot of different ways to 
address our young males, and, in particular, our 
young black males. Job Corps is a 21st century tech-
nical institute that encompasses and addresses a lot 
of the concerns and the needs of a lot of our young 
men. And I implore the Government that we not play 
politics. We have some answers. We have some ide-
as that could address a lot of our issues today. And 
Job Corps is one of those vehicles that could address 
a lot of young men who feel disenfranchised. And all 
they have to do is reach across the floor. I know my 
colleague will be more than happy to indulge further in 
Job Corps. 
 
 [Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Pardon? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I am giving you ideas, Mr. 
Minister; it is up to you to find them. 
 
An Hon. Member: Everybody has ideas. That is what 
I love about the world. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes.  
 
An Hon. Member: Easy come; easy go. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes, sir. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, before I take my seat, in 
the words of a former teacher of mine (we used to call 
him RKH, but I know that you too are referred to as 
RKH, so I will say, Robert K. Horton), whenever things 
were a little off, and he could not understand what 
people were doing, he would say things like that he, 
was shocked and appalled at the unmitigated gall. 
Those that are from Berkeley, I think they understand 
that. Right? 
 
[Laughter]  
 
The Speaker: Shocked and appalled at the unmiti-
gated gall. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Gall. And those Berkeley-ites 
are smart because they all remember that. That is the 
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way he used to address us when he was trying to get 
our attention. 

And this is on page 20 on the Throne Speech, 
Mr. Speaker, but I guess at the end of the day I should 
be grateful. Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, I think in 
January, maybe February, the current Government 
came to this Honourable House and they said they 
had closed down, again, St. George’s golf course.  

 
The Speaker: You have one minute. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: One minute? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, sir. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Okay. So very quickly, Mr. 
Speaker, I have to commend them for opening the 
golf course back up because to make jobs, again, 
now, I am talking about five more jobs. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: The OBA closed it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes, the current Government 
closed the golf course. What I am saying is [that] I 
commend them for reopening it. You know? Because 
it is always good— 
 
An Hon. Member: Who closed it?  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: The OBA Government closed 
it. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Last year we opened it back 
up and the OBA Government closed the golf course. 
So, Mr. Speaker, I commend them. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: So as I take my seat, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: You have got 17 seconds. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: All right. I am going to use my 
17 seconds too. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  

 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: So before I sit down, I am 
going to ask the OBA to please reopen the golf 
course, ASAP, and create more jobs for the everyday 
Bermudian. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Timer beeps]  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Oh, it looks like we are going home, then. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Minister of Health.  
 Minister, Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, you have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to give my best ef-
forts not to undermine the standard that has been set 
by my two honourable sisters— 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely! They have been very good 
at this. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —whom you have 
been able to commend tonight. So I want to ensure 
that I will keep my remarks at a level where they might 
be proud— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —where they 
might be proud of my presentation. That it is in good 
keeping with the standards that they have set. 
 But let me just say, Mr. Speaker, that it is im-
portant for me to address, notwithstanding the breadth 
of good initiatives that have been included in the 
Throne Speech from the Government, many of which I 
think the Opposition found themselves in a situation of 
saying, Wow! We are politicians and we really don’t 
want to have to support these things. But they were 
such good initiatives that I don’t believe that they had 
any choice.  

I am going to focus my remarks, Mr. Speaker, 
on those issues relating to health and some of the 
topical issues, Madam Deputy Speaker, that have 
come to the floor and to the fore within the course of 
the last couple of days and weeks. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I heard the Honourable Shadow Minister 
indicate earlier that this part-time Minister does not 
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have her finger on the pulse, or words to that effect. 
What the Honourable Shadow Minister will have to 
realise is that we are no longer living in the days of the 
stagecoach as the method of transport and communi-
cation. 

The Honourable Member needs to know when 
he spoke of the Flintstones that he found in 1998, may 
I suggest that here we are in 2013 and we have in-
stant communication. So while one might not neces-
sarily be sitting at the desk in one’s office, the advent 
of technology, which allows me to have dual screens 
to be able to effectively look at every issue in real 
time, is what I am capable of doing and what I do. So 
while the Honourable Member continues to talk about 
part-time, part-time, part-time, let me just let him know 
that I am on top of things in that respect.  
 Now let me speak with respect to the issue on 
the Urgent Care Centre. I am going to focus a lot of 
my time on that, Madam Deputy Speaker, because 
one of the things that I believe is very important to 
understand is that when the Opposition go out and 
rattle up the emotions of people by saying how horri-
ble this Government is— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. The Honourable Member is misleading the 
House. The Opposition at no time went out and rattled 
the public. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Agreed. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: The public made an outcry and 
the Opposition put themselves forward to hear their 
concerns. Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me say, Mad-
am Deputy Speaker, that as the Opposition was fac-
ing the criticism of this Government by people who 
took the initiative to make the outcry to them (and I 
accept that), one of the things that ought to have been 
done—and they could have done if they were hon-
est—was to say that the Urgent Care Centre— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —the Urgent Care 
Centre— 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning integrity] 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: The Honourable Member is 
suggesting that we have been dishonourable by per-
haps lying, and I would ask her to withdrawn that 
comment, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Madam Deputy 
Speaker, as I said, if people are honest . . .  it is a fig-
ure of speech, I am not suggesting for a minute— 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
asked her to withdraw her comment. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am not withdraw-
ing the statement. You have to allow me to make the 
statement. I am not going to withdraw it, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. There is nothing to withdraw.  
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Madam Deputy Speaker, she 
suggested that we are liars and she cannot impugn 
our integrity. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I have the point. Would you 
like to take your seat? Thank you. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, there was a sugges-
tion that perhaps they were not speaking on behalf, 
and as a result I believe that that was not your intent . 
. . if you would like to confirm that that was not your 
intent. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will confirm. I will 
never call anybody a liar, as the Honourable Member 
has suggested that I was doing. I said, if people are 
honest, in terms of if they are prepared to give the full 
extent of the story (which is the way I would say it) 
they would be able to say that there was a business 
plan— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Minister is 
misleading the House, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

The Honourable Member has said several 
times, you know, if people will be honest. So if you are 
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not honest, you are lying. You are not telling the truth. 
She needs to withdraw the statement and move on. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will move on, 
Madam Deputy Speaker.  
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the business plan 
that I have in my hand that was done for the Urgent 
Care Centre— 
 
An Hon. Member: Table it. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And I am happy to 
table it. I do not have a problem with tabling it. I will be 
happy to table it. 
 —suggested that in the East UCC pro forma 
financials that patient revenue over a five-year period 
of time (from inception for five years) would be on the 
order of $1,110,579 for year one, through varying in-
creases up to year five of $1,385,908. Now, one of the 
things that is also in that pro forma set of financials is 
that the total direct operating expenses, direct and 
indirect operating expenses, would be $2,090,000 
going up to $2,345,000  over a five-year period of time 
within annual increments.  
 Now, during that period of time, what would 
have allowed the Urgent Care Centre to break even 
would have been an infusion of a Government grant 
specific to the purpose for $979,000 for the first year, 
$979,000 and a few pennies for the second, $977,000 
for the third, and $973,000 for the fourth, and 
$968,000 for the fifth. And the infusion of Government 
grant funds would have permitted, according to this 
pro forma statement, the Urgent Care Centre to break 
even. In other words, have a surplus of zero. No sur-
plus, no deficit of zero. But it was dependent on those 
$900[,000]—almost a million dollars—every year be-
ing put into the kitty. 

Now, the reality is that not one thin dime was 
allocated out of the Consolidated Fund as a grant to 
the Hospitals Board that would have taken care of this 
nearly $5 million over the course of those five years 
and, hence, there was no operating fund for that or-
ganisation to be able to have a viable, sustainable 
entity. That is the reality.  

This is the pro forma statement that was 
drawn at the start, where they knew that they were 
going to operating at approximately a million dollars a 
year deficit.  

Now, I am absolutely 100 per cent mindful of 
the importance of putting people above money— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My point of order is, I be-
lieve, the Honourable Member is misleading the 
House, unless something is not quite right. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is 
on record as saying, just recently in a press statement 
this week, that that facility has been losing $250,000 
per year, now she is saying it is a million a year? Is 
that correct, Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, that is not 
what I just said.  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I said, if you lis-
tened, the pro forma statement— 
 
An Hon. Member: Sit down. Sit down. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, pro forma, so an esti-
mate— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The pro forma 
business plan— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —based on what? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —that was put 
forward at the time that the— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: He needs to sit, 
Madam Deputy Speaker? 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, that is incorrect. She is 
incorrect. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: This is the pro 
forma statement. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is incorrect. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, would— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Is she is talking about a pro 
forma from 2007? 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, would you like to ta-
ble— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, please, do. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: —the pro forma, please— 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —and then we could avoid 
some of this, Madam. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: —and then that way we might 
be able to clarify? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I would be happy 
to table it as soon as I finish using— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, please. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —the information 
that I need— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Correct. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —to say that none 
of this money, which was suggested to be a Govern-
ment grant, was actually put on the table once the 
organisation commenced. 

In addition, there was going to also be a West 
institution that was going to be done, which was never 
done. And a similar type of monetary commitment was 
made in that respect, ranging from $820,000 annually 
to $886,000 annually—all of which, along with the 
revenue less the expenses, would have allowed that 
facility to break even to a net cash flow of zero.  

So when the institution was up and running, 
and there was no money being allocated to it, and 
knowing that it was going operate at a severe deficit, it 
is not a small wonder that you come five years down 
the road and realise that there is no money to keep it 
open.  

Now, the Honourable Shadow Minister will 
acknowledge that, leading up to the election, when 
there was a commitment that the Urgent Care Centre 
would have more traffic, and what have you, he would 
have to acknowledge the fact that we were not in pos-
session of relevant information that would have al-
lowed us to understand what the financial position 
was at that time. Because, as of this minute, the latest 
audited financial accounts for the BHB [Bermuda 
Hospitals Board] were 2010/11. 2011/12 is outstand-
ing; 2012/13 is outstanding, and we are three-quarters 
away from 2013/14 and that is not yet forthcoming. 
So, it is difficult. 

I understand working from a position from lack 
of knowledge, but if you do not have audited financial 
statements to have an appreciation of where your or-
ganisation is, then you cannot fault a decision that 
identifies and recognises that there is no money to run 
the institution. But, with that said, the Urgent Care 
Centre is a part of the overall BHB conglomerate of 
various entities. In that regard, the Government of the 
day had encumbered the BHB with the responsibility 

of paying for the new acute care wing. And in pay-
ing— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It is an encum-
brance. It is an encumbrance, yes! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Encumbered the 
BHB in paying for the new acute care wing. The fi-
nancing of that wing was a $243 million proposition, 
but it was being done on a PPP basis, so the amount 
of money— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: [It is] [$]247 [mil-
lion].  
 The amount of money that was needed to be 
put forward, was a $40 million balloon payment which 
the Bermuda Hospitals Charitable Trust undertook to 
find that money at the outset. But any shortfall would 
fall on the BHB in order to be able to make sure that 
that balloon payment was there and available.  

To date, the BHB has not been able to raise 
the $40 million. It hopefully will be able to make it by 
the time the balloon payment is required, but they do 
not have that money yet. They have to find that mon-
ey. Their overall operational deficits are frightening 
and they are staggering, but in addition— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —the capital— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —the additional . . 
. the capital challenge that they have is that they have 
to run the MWI site, they have to run the existing 
KEMH, and the information that has come to me is 
that it is going to take somewhere on the order $250 
million for the existing KEMH site over the next five 
years in order for it not to crumble and fall to the 
ground. MWI has already reached that sort of stage, 
and the new build has to be paid for.  

So, when one looks at the overall structure, it 
is no small wonder that they are going to have to find 
ways to be able to pay for the new build. And what 
they are doing is cutting every possible service that 
they can in order to make sure that the money is there 
to meet the contractual financial arrangement that 
they have been obligated to pay. 
 With that said, Madam Deputy Speaker, I do 
not want to see the fact that we have spent some $5-
plus million to construct the clinic and another $2.5 
million to equip the clinic, to say that that is just $7.5 
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million down the drain. That would be a travesty. That 
would be a travesty!  

It is in that vein that I have said that, notwith-
standing the financial position that the BHB finds itself 
in, I believe that we as a people, collectively, have an 
obligation to see how we can continue to service the 
people on the east end. And that is not off the table. 
But I know that the hospital does not have the money. 
So are we going to force the hospital to say, Keep the 
facility open, and then find that the lights are going to 
get turned off next week because they do not have the 
money to pay for it? You know, there has to be a reali-
ty check— 
 
An Hon. Member: Wow! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: There has to be a 
reality check. And the reality check is that in the ab-
sence of the grant that was committed as part of the 
business plan, there has been no money to make that 
facility sustainable and, as a result, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, they have no funds. 
 Now, let me just— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member suggests that maybe we could make a grant. 
If there had been money in the kitty we would not be 
having this discussion.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: We would not be 
having this discussion.  

Now, the Honourable Member says that I cut 
$20 million out. And, you know, I think somehow the 
Honourable Member needs to go back and do some 
math.  

The Honourable Member had committed a 
hundred and . . . the budget for the subsidy . . . And I 
think it is very important because there has been a lot 
of misinformation put out today and especially . . . and 
I believe it may have been inadvertent, but saying that 
the people of Bermuda have paid the hospital $116 
million in order to run the hospital.  

There is a subsidy that is paid out of the Con-
solidated Fund on an annual basis. This year it is 
$104 million. And that subsidy is not meant for opera-
tional, that subsidy is meant for age, youth, and indi-
gent subsidy. So that is the cost of services in hospital 
for those three demographics who would be covered 
by a Government subsidy going into the hospital. That 
$104 million was the amount from last year. That is 
the amount that we have kept this year. 

What was not included was the 1 per cent fee 
that was included in the standard hospital premium 
when the actuaries do their evaluations to ensure that 
there was money set aside towards the new build. 

And what that was suggesting was that . . . it meant 
that the premium, the standard premium that was 
needing to be the basis of the charges for insurance 
premium, would have an element that where the fee 
of 1 per cent would go towards the hospital funding, 
the new build funding. Not the general hospital, but 
the new build. 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That actually is . . . I think 
the Honourable Member is unintentionally misleading 
the House.  

The 1 per cent that she is referring to is not 
coming out of the standard health premium. That 
1 per cent, as the Honourable Member may realise 
now, is part of the 5 per cent that was to be generated 
from the increase on the hospital fees that they 
charge. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, this was . . . 
as a part of the actuarial extrapolations, in determining 
the standard hospital fee, there is an extra 1 per cent 
that was being charged. It was a 5 per cent overall. I 
think 4 per cent probably had already been done to up 
the final 1 per cent that was scheduled to be included 
this year. When the actuaries came to me, because I 
had to go through the exercise with them in terms of 
what would be included and what would be excluded. 
And I excluded the 1 per cent. The reason being that 
the . . . first of all, the hospital was not able to produce 
audited financial statements, and I was unable to sat-
isfy myself, in the absence of confirmation, that the 
funding that was going to the hospital from the public 
purse was being well spent.  
 The Honourable Member can say that there 
was a time when he indicated during his tenure . . . he 
actually stood and ensured that bonuses to executives 
were cut out at the hospital. And that is a good thing 
because nobody wants to think that we are charging 
people money that is going to the hospital coming out 
of the pocket of Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, and it is going 
to go into hospital ostensibly to ensure that there is 
sufficient funding for the hospital to be able to operate 
and then to find out that a significant portion of that 
money may have been salted away and going to ex-
ecutive compensations by way of bonuses. 

So the Honourable former Minister indicated 
that he stood in and decided that that was inappropri-
ate and he put a stop to it. But at some point in time, 
that is money that was not available to the hospital 
and it was . . . you know, I do not mind taking criticism 
for things that I do. But when I do things that say that 
there has to be a level of accountability to the public, 
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and I am not going to ask the public to reach deeper 
into their pockets to provide money for any institution 
where I do not know where that money is going. I 
could not in all good conscience do that, and I do not 
believe the former Minister felt that that was an ap-
propriate way to allow the public to pay for something 
that they were unable to know where their money was 
going. 

I am going to leave that bit there for the mo-
ment, and hopefully I will have a bit of time to come 
back to it. But it is important that I speak to some of 
the issues relating to the Throne Speech that also 
have become controversial. One of which is the item 
on page 16 concerning the controls over the introduc-
tion of new health technology. I believe it is so easy 
for people to assume bad intention. It is so easy. The 
unfortunate thing . . . the way I operate, I always as-
sume good intentions. 

The reality is that Bermuda has one hospital. 
We have a defined population of 60,000 people, and 
we have only a certain capacity, which, along with 
having to pay for the new build of the hospital and the 
existing continuing infrastructure challenges that the 
hospital has to find, we also have to recognise that the 
hospital is the mainstay for health technology.  

And, the hospital will not be immune from the 
policy. They will not be immune. The hospital cannot 
go out and say, I am going to go out and buy three or 
four more MRIs, or I am going to buy this six, seven or 
eight of this, that or the other. They will not be immune 
from the policy. 

But what the challenge is, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, is that we have had applications from private 
entities asking for the ability to bring in high technolo-
gy machines to perform certain health care services. 
And I have had to look at it, to look at what can the 
country stand in terms of capacity, how much will the 
hospital be able to be drained, how much will the ex-
isting private enterprise be drained by the introduction 
of additional health technology.  

And while I do not believe in closing the door 
to say, I am okay. Jack, pull up the ladder for the peo-
ple who are already basically in the door, I have to 
recognise that in a small environment such as ours, 
there is only a certain number of high tech equipment 
that is going to be required in order to be able to sus-
tain a good standard of health. And I cannot, in all 
good conscience, say to a third-party who wants to 
have foreign investors bring in high technology 
equipment to say, Well, yes, it is going to be carte 
blanche and let the market forces fall where they may. 
That I believe would be irresponsible. 

I do think that outside of the hospital and the 
limitations that the hospital have placed on the availa-
bility of its machines, such that the story that was told 
by the Honourable and Learned Member, Mrs. Wilson, 
earlier, that those sorts of situations ought not to ob-
tain, that people are having to wait for a time. But 

there is a reason for that and I will go into that in a 
second.  

But, what is happening is that I believe that 
between the hospital and between the individual busi-
nesses that currently provide capacity, they ought to 
be able to take the lead and to say, This is what we 
open ourselves, to the scrutiny thereof. So that any-
body else who thinks that they can come in with a 
slick business plan and salt away the market, when 
the hospital—the only one we have, that we have to 
pay for—that somebody would be able to come in and 
say, I am going to offer an MRI that is going to be 
$5.00 less than the hospital is charging, or $5.00 less 
than the other facility is charging, and then find that 
you say yes to them and they are salting away all the 
money which ends up going back to the overseas in-
vestors. 

Now, while I believe fully in ensuring that we 
get foreign investment and foreign capital coming in, I 
also have to balance that against the necessity and 
what the country can stand. So while there are all 
sorts of suggestions and concerns that maybe this 
policy relates to one business or another business, let 
me say that when I look at things, I look at them in a 
wholesome kind of way to see what is fair and equita-
ble for the country at large.  

Now, if we are going to say that it is okay to 
have outside investors coming and having them bring 
in equipment in competition with existing facilities that 
are available, and to let that money go overseas, and 
then I have to face people to say, How do we then find 
money to pay for the hospital? Then how on earth 
could I then turn and expect the hospital to be able to 
find money to open ancillary services? It just does not 
make sense that it could happen.  

We are too small of an environment in order 
to permit that degree of competition. And while, as I 
said earlier, I do not like to see the stifling of competi-
tion, because competition does drive down prices, we 
also have to be pragmatic in the reality of what ca-
pacity a country can stand. And if I have to err on the 
side . . . or, if it looks like I am in a protectionist mode 
in this particular instance, then I will take the criticism. 
I will take the criticism. But I am not going to permit 
that level of competition to the detriment of the hospi-
tal and the existing agencies. So that is where we 
stand on that one. 
 What I would also like to speak to is on 
page 16. We see the issue of an “Ageing in Place” 
being the Government policy. And I would just like to 
highlight the work that has been done by the Seniors 
Advisory Council. They have done absolute yeoman 
work with respect to a seniors’ strategy. And that 
strategy will be brought forward to this Honourable 
House as soon as it is completed. It is very nearly 
there. It is going through some of the initial stages of 
vetting. It will then at some point go to Cabinet and 
then it will be brought to this Honourable House and 
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Members will be able to see the good work that has 
been done. 
 The shield legislation that the Hospitals Board 
has recommended should come in. it is basically to 
ensure quality. We want to make sure that patient 
outcomes are as they ought to be. And in the event 
something occurs in a hospital setting in which the 
outcome is not as positive as it ought to be, and that 
somebody is done injury or harm, or, indeed, maybe 
death, as a result of something that may not have 
gone quite well within the hospital setting, that situa-
tion ought to be able to be investigated without the 
doctors or the medical professionals who might have 
some level of culpability in the outcome being able to 
feel as though they cannot give proper and open evi-
dence to get to the bottom of what caused things to go 
wrong. Not so much to be pointing fingers to name 
and shame, but rather one that says that they want to 
be able to be in a situation where the problem is iden-
tified so that it does not recur and that it would help to 
enhance the quality of healthcare especially in the 
hospital. 
 I am very proud of the legislation that is in-
tended for vulnerable persons, because, as we know, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, on page 15 of the Throne 
Speech, we are speaking to the issue of vulnerable 
persons legislation. And the reason for this is that we 
have many people . . . now we do have protections for 
seniors with the Senior Abuse Register. And we need 
to make sure that that is a little bit more robust than it 
actually is.  

We also have protection for children under the 
Children Act 1998. But there is nothing on the books 
thus far for the population between 19 (with 18 being 
the age of majority) and age 65 (which are deemed to 
be seniors). There is nothing in the legislation in that 
age range that provides for protections for those who 
may have cognitive disabilities or for those who may 
not be able to look out for themselves in a normal kind 
of way, to be able to protect them from harm from 
would-be predators. And I believe that any society has 
a responsibility and an obligation to look out for its 
vulnerable people. And this particular legislation will 
actually do that, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, there are other 
things that actually impact on health. And when we 
look at “the time has come for leadership in the public 
debate on marijuana” . . . and we did hear one Hon-
ourable Member earlier indicate that there is a medic-
inal use for marijuana. I have to say that there was a 
time when you mentioned that to me and straight off 
the bat my eyes would glaze over because I just did 
not want to hear it. But sometimes there is an authen-
ticity that occurs with a certain course of action that 
one is made aware.  

I was made aware, based on an exposé by 
someone who I admire and respect tremendously, 
and that is Dr. Sanjay Gupta, who, in fact, was at one 
point in time asked to take on the position in the US of 

the Surgeon General (albeit he declined) by President 
Obama. And Sanjay Gupta had an exposé which 
spoke to the benefits of medical marijuana.  

When we looked at the therapeutic value of 
the plant, and knowing that I looked at that whole situ-
ation juxtaposed against my own biases that I grew up 
with, with respect to drugs and marijuana being a 
gateway s and all those sorts of things, when our col-
leagues discussed having this sort of discussion to at 
least bring the ideas to the fore, I was 100 per cent 

 
[Timer beeps] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Is that a half an 
hour already? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I was 100 per cent 
supportive and happy to see it. 

So with those few words I will take my seat, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Home Affairs, Pembroke East, constituency 15, Mr. 
Walter H. Roban. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. I am happy to make a contribution to 
this debate tonight. 
 We have heard a lot today from a number of 
Members. It is not really my intention to go over a lot 
of the ground covered by, certainly, my colleagues, as 
I believe they have made very commendable presen-
tations. And certainly I wish to commend the Opposi-
tion Leader for the presentation of our very compre-
hensive Throne Speech Reply as it sought to take an 
alternative approach to dealing with this particular de-
bate and rather than just exclusively focusing on a 
reactionary response to the Government’s programme 
is to truly present an alternative programme not gen-
erated from the Throne Speech itself, and sought to 
bring ideas and to bring to the public opportunity to 
see what the Opposition would do if they were in the 
same position. 
 It is very interesting what one has heard, be-
cause at the same time this debate is an opportunity 
to slightly reflect on what has happened since the last 
Throne Speech, which was in February. Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, I think all of us have been able to go 
through that process. And I think there is one thing 
that is evident from all of our interactions in this 
Chamber and outside as to how the public has seen 
much of what has been going on for the past year. 
And I think it is [that] we have heard quite a bit from 
the Government benches and the rationales for why 
they have made certain steps that they have taken 
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and initiatives that they have committed themselves 
to.  

If I can crystallise it down to a couple of 
things, we have seen a lot of calculation, but the com-
passion seems to be void. That is a lot of what I be-
lieve the general public . . . that we on this side have 
come across are feeling—a whole lot of calculation. 
And we know they have had their calculators out. 
Their little silent committees (that they do not want to 
tell us who is on them) have had their calculators out. 
All types of debt advisory committees and SAGE 
committees, and all types of committees have had 
their calculators out for the past year looking to revise 
the numbers, work the numbers, how they are going 
to bring down the expenditures, how they are going to 
get rid of certain spending that they feel is excessive. 

We have just been hearing from the Honoura-
ble Member who speaks for the Government on 
health as to the rationale behind certain decisions that 
have come from their area of responsibility. And we 
have heard an effort to put up a somewhat forceful 
defence. We have heard this in a number of areas. 
And the Throne Speech that the Government has pre-
sented has sought itself to defend. And also (because 
there is a lot of reflection) the first five or six pages 
seem to be a lot of reflection on what the government 
has done for the past year. A whole lot of calculation 
but the compassion and caring for many of the people 
of this country has been absent because they are 
hurting. And irrespective of who was going to be gov-
erning this country that is what the people were look-
ing for is for some compassion and caring to assist 
them out of the pain and suffering that they were con-
fronting and have been confronting. 

It is very interesting because, certainly, the 
Government then, as the party aspiring to win an elec-
tion, certainly created a framework and a narrative 
that almost painted the hardship and the situation of 
the country with a brush of green. But here now we 
are beyond the election, we are now having a year on 
and it seems as if there is an effort to still paint the 
situation that the country is in in green. Now that is 
fine. And that may have been very nice for the elec-
tion period and even for the immediate months there-
after. But they have been in for a year now, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, and from my standpoint the general 
public does not see the situation of the country being 
green, they just see it and they are feeling it as it is.  

It is not red or green it is just what it is. But we 
keep hearing the same narratives from Members of 
the Government about the mess that they were left 
with. Even the Throne Speech (to some degree) 
seems to set up certain limitations of which the Gov-
ernment has been confronted with. Thus this is what 
they have been able to deliver. 

From the standpoint of myself, and I really 
think and believe that I have been confronted with the 
perspective from my constituents and from those who 
I have been speaking to, they do not feel much caring. 

They do not feel much compassion. They do not feel 
much sensitivity is being expressed for their situation. 
Irrespective of what might be the view of some, there 
is an impression that has been given for the past year 
from the actions of the Government that their focus 
has been on business and the belief that the recovery 
of business will bring about the recovery of all the oth-
er strands of which Bermuda is created.  

Whether that is intentional or not, that is how 
many people feel. And so that is why I have to reiter-
ate and perhaps the calculator is the skill upon which 
the OBA and its associates bring to the table. At least 
they feel, because a lot of the work that they have 
been doing for the past year has been as that wonder-
ful phrase has been coined—well, there are a couple 
of wonderful, and I do not call them “wonderful,” I am 
being facetious because I do not think they are that 
wonderful. They just seem to have been the narrative 
that the Government has used whether it be looking 
under the hood, whether it be the urgency of now, or 
whatever, these are the things that the Government 
seems to have, and some of the persons on the side 
of the Government, used to try and crystallise to the 
public where they are, what they are trying to do, and 
where they intend to take this country. 

So I must say that I am not that impressed 
with the Throne Speech. And for that reason I find 
myself feeling somewhat less energised about this 
debate than I have been in the past. Because, frankly, 
in my view the Government has not (in the Throne 
Speech) shown much interest in being too risky or too 
bold or too sensitive for really getting at the heart of, 
through this Throne Speech, showing that at the heart 
of their agenda is the needs of the average working 
person of this country.  

This Throne Speech does little to address . . . 
even if I were to take something that was said by one 
of the Honourable Members, I believe Ms. Atherden, 
earlier about the Honourable Member’s view of what 
the Throne Speech should be. It should be this sort of 
reference to what the Government may be doing in 
the upcoming year. Well, I took that as being, Well, I 
will tell you some of the truths, but maybe not all. Be-
cause one thing we have seen over the past year is 
there has been a tendency in some cases . . . now 
whether this might be that the Government had lofty 
plans and notions as to what they were going to do 
once they got in power, [that] a lot of the activities of 
the past year have seen broken promises, expecta-
tions not met, and many people looking to see, Well, 
what are they going to do next. This is some of what 
we have seen. And the Throne Speech, unfortunately, 
seems to be still operating in that vein. A little less 
than what we expect, but not sure what we are going 
to get next. That is really kind of what very much this 
Throne Speech seems to typify from the perspective 
that I have seen. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am going to 
go through and try and be as orderly as I can with the 
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minimal time that is left. I see on page 2, which 
seemed to have been one of the great hallmarks and 
highlights of what the Government sought to com-
municate to the people in [the Throne] Speech, is 
about what came out of their great Kumbaya moment 
with the unions—this coming together to agree to the 
four-point-odd number reduction in compensation for 
Government workers. And from that came this 
achievement (as is listed here on page 2) brought 
about “in the spirit of shared sacrifice” (if I can quote 
what is here in the document, Madam Deputy Speak-
er) “to all stakeholder groups, particularly those who 
can help relieve people’s hardships.” And talking 
about the three, I guess, the grocery triad (you might 
want to call it that)—MarketPlace, Lindo’s, and 
Supermart—expanding food relief at a 10 per cent 
discount for Wednesday for one year that will come 
into effect 1 December 2013. Certainly, for those who 
are buying their Christmas supplies it might be a nice 
little goody, goody. 

I am just going to be quite blunt about this, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. I do not see this as being 
that great of a deal. What this is telling us is this . . . 
because at one end the shopping public is getting a 
10 per cent discount on a Wednesday—and Wednes-
day they already get a 5 per cent, so they are just re-
ally adding 5 per cent to what is already the 5 [per 
cent]—and they are going to get it for a year as if that 
is really going to be really helpful—just for a year.  

But in the same breath those same shops are 
all going to be getting the opportunity to sell liquor on 
Sundays. So you, consumer, are going to get 5 per 
cent more discount on shopping on Wednesdays for a 
year, but you shops are going to be able to sell liquor 
forever.  

And I am going to tell you, I have heard many 
people out there in the community have said, Well, 
how did this deal get cut? Is that what the shops got 
as a reward for affording the discount? Now, we have 
heard denials, Madam Deputy Speaker, from the 
shops that [said], No, there was no deal. But guess 
what? I am not buying it. I am not buying [it]. That is 
one . . . that is one I am not buying off the shelf be-
cause— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of clarification, Mad-
am Deputy Speaker. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —it seems that is just what it is. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Madam Deputy Speaker— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I am sorry, I did not— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I will leave him. I will leave 
him. 
 

Mr. Walter H. Roban: What was the Honourable 
Member doing? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That is okay. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I was trying to get clarification, 
but I could not hear. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Okay, I will just continue be-
cause I thought I heard something but I was not sure 
what the Honourable Member was trying to attempt. 
 Anyway, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am not 
buying it. That is my opinion. That is how many people 
I know see it. And I am just bringing it to this House as 
a way it can be seen and what people are saying. And 
I agree with them. I do not buy it. I do not buy the fact 
that there was not a deal because many of us know 
and many of us are not as naive as some people on 
the other side may think.  

We know that this something that those shops 
have wanted for years—the opportunity to sell liquor 
on Sundays. This is nothing that we know they have 
not coveted. Lord, we know it pains them to put those 
sheets on those liquor shelves on a Sunday while 
people are walking in and buying their stuff, buying 
their meals after church or picking up the items to 
cook the family meal on a Sunday that they cannot 
just go over there and perhaps buy a bottle of Chianti 
or red wine or a six-pack. The shops would really like 
that to happen. And guess what? It is going to happen 
and it is going to happen forever, while those of us 
who are trying to economise our food dollar only have 
a year of opportunity. I am just painting, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, as many people have told me they 
see it. And that is how I see it too. 
 So Madam Deputy Speaker, [this] interesting 
little proposal seems to have been at the front of the 
document as a great sort of presentation by the Gov-
ernment, but it is flat because many people see it for 
what they believe it to be. Okay? Perhaps a noble ef-
fort, because at the same time some of us who think 
about these things a little bit more deeply are asking, 
Well, that is just really a discount at the end of the 
food chain in Bermuda. What is happening with the 
wholesalers who actually bring it in? Does this actually 
mean that we are not going to have an increase in 
prices over time?  

So by the end of the year, whatever 5 per cent 
discount is being benefitted from might actually disap-
pear through natural inflation and no real control on 
prices. I am not saying that there should be a control 
on prices; I am just saying that the natural flow of the 
economic environment might actually dissipate any 
benefit the actual shopper gets.  

But the real benefit that has been received by 
the same retailers is their ability to sell their liquor on 
Sunday. That is the bonanza. Again, it does seem to 
some people that the beneficiaries of the Govern-
ment’s efforts are not actually the people in the street. 
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That is something that people seem to be feeling and 
believing—a whole lot of calculators, but no compas-
sion. I am just speaking as the people are telling me, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 We see more in the Throne Speech about the 
importance of international business, of course . . . 
this has been the great narrative of the Government’s 
priority, to make business feel comfortable, as if it had 
not felt comfortable between 1998 and 2008 when 
business, certainly international business, expanded 
its presence by the international insurance industry 
expanding in Bermuda by some 50 per cent. Clearly, 
people were earning more money, more people were 
here working, and certainly there was not any imped-
iments to them doing well and their profits being high. 
But there seems to have been a belief certainly now 
that business was not comfortable and that they have 
made this their mantra.  

On page 4, Madam Deputy Speaker, we see 
what I have come to find as a very interesting frame of 
words which is commonly said in statements from the 
Government and statements from others who I know 
are great supporters of the Government’s policies—
whether it be ABIC, ABIR, Chamber of Commerce, 
Employers’ Council—and if I can just quote what is in 
the Throne Speech, and this is similar language that I 
see all the time: “Bermudians can play their part in the 
turnaround by recognizing the importance of interna-
tional business to their personal well-being and to the 
larger community. The Island cannot succeed for its 
people without the participation of the outside world. 
Only by opening our doors to foreign investors, only 
by attracting more people to our shores, can we 
achieve the kind of recovery that grows jobs and in-
comes.” 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am really tired of 
hearing that. Do you know why I am tired of it? Be-
cause I think it is insulting. It is insulting to Bermudi-
ans. It is insulting, patronising language. And I am 
going to be blunt. I think it is because certain people—
people who do not look like me, who predominantly 
work in certain areas of business—think that people 
who look like me do not understand how money is 
made in this country and we have to be told constantly 
that international business is so important to this 
country. Yes, I think there are some white people who 
think that we black people do not understand that, and 
I am going to be blunt about it. This is insulting lan-
guage, it keeps being said. 

I think the Government needs to stop saying it 
as if Bermudians do not understand the importance of 
international commerce, international business, and 
international activities to the welfare of this country. 
This country has always existed on that sort of trade—
from its beginning—whether it be as mariners on 
ships, whether it be in other roles that we have played 
with goods coming in here and participating in those 
activities, whether it be as farmers growing onions or 
lilies that we exported and earned money from. We 

have always appreciated that. This country was built 
on that.  

And black and white and whoever else was 
here benefitted from those activities. Our people have 
always known that. Bermudians have always known 
that. But we keep getting this narrative pushed down 
our throats as if we do not understand. 

Those that speak passionately about the need 
to ensure that Bermudians are properly empowered in 
this environment, whether it be a profitable environ-
ment or unprofitable environment, were told, Oh, you 
don’t understand how the economy works—
patronising insulting language. And it disappoints me 
that it appears in a Government statement like this 
because it appears to me that the OBA Government 
has that same mentality.  

I am tired of hearing it. It is condescending 
and rude to Bermudians. We, for generations, built a 
hotel industry—yes, we need to change it and rework 
it and make it more profitable now—but that is an in-
ternational business. International people invested in 
Bermuda because they saw Bermuda as a worthwhile 
place to do business. We attracted that money, we 
attracted clients here on the Bermudian formula and it 
has brought profitability and success for the country 
over time—whether it be in hotels, whether it be in 
areas of finance, and other activities that have attract-
ed international people.  

This country has been built around Bermudi-
ans understanding that relationship. And it insults me, 
as a Bermudian, to constantly see this phrasing. It has 
to stop because it presumes that we do not under-
stand our own country and how it works. So, you 
know, change it. I understand what you are trying to 
say but try not to be so condescending. Change it. 
Because you insult our people—our people—our peo-
ple means yours and mine, not just the people on this 
side of the House. Change it because they under-
stand. Children understand. Adults understand. Teen-
agers understand. They aspire to be involved with this 
environment because they understand. Change the 
language. It is insulting to me and all people of this 
country. 

So Madam Deputy Speaker, again, I think the 
Government may have been trying to do a whole lot of 
stuff with this Throne Speech, but it was sort of lack-
ing. Even, you know, there was a lot of rehash of 
numbers like the 420 Bermudians hired between April 
and September 30th. In other quarters I have made 
some comments about that and I stand by those 
comments. But it is interesting how the Government 
has made sure they term those numbers “preliminary” 
which means that they are not quite prepared to stand 
on them. But they seem to have appeared quite a 
number of times—this 420 people who have been 
hired as a result of certain Payroll Tax changes that 
they mentioned in last year’s statement. 

Again, I am not going to rehash my own 
comments in other places. But those numbers to me, 
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again, I really do question them. I am not saying that 
there has not been some job improvement. I am sure 
that there has. Right? But not in the way that this 
Government has framed it. Because I do feel that the 
temperature that I have been able to determine 
through my interaction with voters is that they are not 
as popular as they probably would like to be. And any 
effort by desperation to make their situation look good, 
I am not surprised that the Government is trying to 
take.  

If they can grasp a number and believe that 
none of us really can look behind the numbers and 
see what they are, they would do it. And, frankly, 
maybe we are probably the only few that might go 
through that process because most people might just 
take the numbers for their value—oh, 420 jobs have 
been created. Okay. But they do not look behind it to 
see, Well, what do these numbers really say? How did 
the Government derive these numbers? Not even the 
media, frankly, has asked those questions in a very 
hard way. So perhaps the Government may get off, 
but not in this House—out there, but not in this House 
and not amongst us. 

I do hope the Government has success with 
creating jobs at some level because people need jobs. 
It is not an effort to not see them have some success 
with helping the people who need to be helped (like 
my honourable colleague, Mr. Weeks, said earlier). 
Some of these issues have not really got any colour to 
them because people are hurting in a way that which 
political party you are in does not matter. How am I 
going to feed my kids? How am I going to find some 
work? How am I going to survive? And that has no 
colour to it. It has no political affiliation. It is not even, I 
believe, philosophically anything that we have any 
difference about. But again, it is about the primary 
needs of the human being as my honourable col-
league has just reiterated. 

I am going to go on because I want to be sure 
that I touch on the key area that was talked about in 
this particular statement as it relates to the interesting 
proposals about immigration. Because my colleagues 
have eloquently dealt with a lot of other areas so there 
is no need for me to go back over them. But there are 
proposals that have been put forth to deal with the 
issue of persons who have been here for a considera-
ble amount of time and there is an effort to, as the 
Honourable Minister has reiterated, talked about mak-
ing sure that their rights as persons in this country are 
normalised and, potentially, creating another class of 
persons who will be entitled to Bermuda status.  

I am only going to say this about that issue: I 
remember back in 1989 (because I will declare my 
interest, I was working for the Immigration department 
at the time) when the moratorium on discretionary 
grants was established. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes, I was a younger man 
then.  

And [what a] rush by persons to make sure 
that they submitted their applications! Oh, I was part 
of the team that was processing those applications at 
the time, so I understand the climate. But I also know 
why that policy was put in place—because of a strong, 
social cry by Bermudians about a genuine feeling of 
being disenfranchised and displaced in their country 
by how the discretionary grant process was being 
handled of Bermudian status.  
 The Government of the day put that moratori-
um up back in 1989 because of the climate that was 
being cultivated. That problem only . . . that issue only 
got substantively addressed again with the PLP Gov-
ernment around 2000/01 with the creation of the 
PRCs along with the term of the policies, which frankly 
were to work together to deal with an issue of persons 
staying here longer and not having the expectation to 
stay here longer than a certain period of time.  

The Government has stripped that framework 
and has done what it wants to do with it; they are fully 
entitled. But it appears as if now this OBA Govern-
ment—One Bermuda Alliance—and one of my col-
leagues eloquently reminds this House that is an alli-
ance between the UBP and another party that was 
once UBP and they decided to get back together and 
now they are an alliance. This seems to be harking, 
even though the Honourable Minister has sort of 
framed it in this European convention sort of rationale. 
Right?  

It seems to be taken out of the UBP 2007 play 
book—platform—of which they proposed doing the 
exact same thing in that platform. We also have heard 
earlier this year the Honourable Premier and one of 
his colleagues on radio or television saying that this 
was not a policy upon which they were seeking to 
pursue. But here it appears in the platform. 
 Now I understand that there is a component of 
this that might actually be a level of compassion to 
adopted persons. And I think, frankly, we stand where 
we have already spoken on this already, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, as to a red line. And until we see 
what the Government is actually proposing in this area 
we are going to have to disagree on this particular 
issue because the future of our children and the future 
of our country and ensuring that this country does not 
go down a road that we all will be unpleasant about, 
and that we stand for principle and we stand for pro-
tection of the birthright and the future of our Bermudi-
an people. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members 
that would like to speak? 
 A little bit of musical chairs there for a second. 
Thank you. 
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 The Chair recognises the Minister without 
Portfolio, the Honourable Leah K. Scott from South-
ampton East Central, constituency 30. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. Good evening, listening audience. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, a lot has been said 
tonight and I am going to be brief. On the 17th of De-
cember the stage was set for change. And I think that 
everyone in this House recognises that people are 
hurting and that change needs to come and we need 
to work together to bring that change. 
 On page 3 of the Reply to the Throne Speech 
it says, if I may read from the—  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, please. 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: —if I may read from page 3, 
please? 

“Our people saw an OBA that put everyone 
else first and Bermudians last.” 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, on the 5th of 
November in the Royal Gazette  then-Premier Paula 
Cox, addressing her conference delegates at the PLP 
Delegates Conference, said, “Let us remember that 
we inherited a country full of division where a forgot-
ten group of people were sidelined by those who put 
the interest of business first. We changed that equa-
tion. Now it is the people first.” 
 I would like to address some of the ways that 
the PLP did put the people first. For the first time we 
have a country that is $1.5 billion in debt. For the first 
time we have 3,000 unemployed and 7,000 under-
employed. For the first time we have the greatest 
economic disparity between blacks and whites in 14 
years. For the first time we have a record number of 
property foreclosures. For the first time we have 
600,000 [square] feet of unrented office space. That is 
how they put Bermudians first. 
 On page 3 they continue to say, “Our elders 
have seen this before, so they can be forgiven when 
thinking that the OBA is actually the UBP, and that ‘a 
leopard cannot change its spots.’” In 1998, the PLP 
came into power ending the reign of the UBP. On 30 
June 2011, the UBP disbanded with the exception of 
Charlie Swan and Kim Swan. The OBA is not the UBP 
rebranded. The OBA’s philosophy is that it is bringing 
all people to the table to lead us into a robust and 
prosperous future. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, on page 5 the Reply 
says, “Bermudians are beginning to face a harsh reali-
ty that many of our leaders have not; that government 
cannot create jobs for us, and with every day that 
passes, is less able to feed us or keep a roof over our 
heads.” 
 And they are correct. Government does not 
create jobs. What Government does is create an envi-
ronment that exudes confidence so that businesses 

want to create jobs here and investors want to invest 
their money here, thereby creating an environment 
that is profitable for Bermudians and for all people that 
are working and living here. We did not say that we 
are going to create jobs. What we are going to do is 
create an environment so that jobs can arise. And that 
is what the OBA is going to do. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, on page 15 the Re-
ply says, “Quite frankly, when seeking to tackle our 
rising energy cost, the OBA government must recog-
nize that BELCO shareholders are not the only stake-
holders to give regard and attention towards.” 
 This Government is actively working with 
BELCO to provide relief for residents of Bermuda in 
terms of— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: Yes, working with BELCO to 
provide relief to households from their electricity bill. 
So that is something that the OBA Government will 
do. 
 At the bottom of page 15, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, it says, “Critics and those with a genuine 
concern for the future of our people and our island 
home, will naturally have two questions; Why didn’t 
you do any of these things when you were govern-
ment and how will you pay for it?” 
 Now the answer they say to the first question 
“is simple . . . with new leadership comes a new vi-
sion, a new approach and new way of doing things.” 
Well that is not an answer. How is it an answer? It is 
not an answer. It said “why didn’t you do any of these 
things when you were government?” It does not say 
why you did not do them. It says that now that your 
hands have been spanked you have a new vision. 
 Then it says, “To pay for these proposals the 
PLP will launch a Revenue and Government Earnings 
(or RAGE) Commission.” That still does not say how 
they are going to pay for it. All it says is they are going 
to establish a commission to look at ways of doing 
things. It does not say how they are going to pay for 
the proposals that they are suggesting. 
 Now, it goes on to say, “One day, the PLP will 
have the opportunity to deliver on this vision, free up 
this country, and put an end to the two Bermudas that 
works for some but not for all.” Now, when the PLP 
was government they could not fix the bus and ferry 
problem, they could not fix the economy, they could 
not fix tourism, and they could not fix crime. So how is 
it that they are going to propose to do anything that is 
going to bring this country back to where it needs to 
be? 
 At the end of the day I think we all recognise 
that this country is hurting and we all have to work 
together collaboratively to bring Bermuda back to 
where it needs to be. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
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The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members? 
 Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Opposition Whip 
from St. David’s, constituency 3, Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I will not be long because much has been 
said. But I do think it is important that I get up and 
lend to this debate. 
 Firstly, I would like to make a few comments 
about education. And everybody knows that I formerly 
was an educator, a practitioner in the Bermuda educa-
tional system. Now, I will applaud the Government for 
moving towards implementing a programme that they 
feel will better meet the needs of our students. 

However, I did participate in our educational 
system at a time when much change and reform did 
take place. And I can speak first-hand to quite a bit of 
disruption that it did cause and in fact that did feature 
in Dr. Hopkins report when in 1997 we saw the im-
plementation of the middle school system. And as an 
educator, I am not going to say that middle schools in 
and of themselves do not work because you can find 
examples worldwide where they do work, just as you 
can find examples worldwide where they do not work.  

From a statistical point of view, there was . . . I 
guess when they were going through the review and 
they were interviewing teachers and other members of 
the educational system one of the pieces of infor-
mation that they shared was that there was no real 
hard core evidence that suggested that the implemen-
tation of a middle school system could be equated 
outright to increased performance on the part of stu-
dents. So I guess what we were left with is deciding 
as a people whether or not we wanted to take the 
chance and implement a system with the hope that it 
would lead to positive outcomes in the education are-
na. 

Well, once that system was implemented 
there was much, much clamour regarding what was 
perceived as failure in our educational system. And I, 
as an educator, have often gotten up and spoken, I 
guess, against some of those comments because I 
could always point to success stories. But in essence 
what was highlighted was the implementation—the 
way in which the changes were implemented—that 
led to much of what was seen as the decline in our 
system.  

And the Hopkins Report outlined what was 
believed to be a plan that could help turn our educa-
tional system around. And many of the suggestions in 
that report have been implemented in our educational 
system. But I think from now until . . . if you are an 
educator you will always say that there is room for 
improvement. And so I guess in spite of that I have to 
say that I agree with Dr. Hopkins in that the changes 
created more problems than they thought it would (I 

will put it like that). And I can understand why our 
Leader in the Reply to the Throne Speech would sug-
gest that the middle school system be done away 
with. But Dr. Hopkins did warn that should that be 
done, something like that would have to be done over 
an incremental phase. 

Now I am not going to stand here and advo-
cate one way or the other with whether it stays or 
whether it changes. What I am going to say is that 
when (as the Government has stated in their Throne 
Speech) they plan to insert technical education 
throughout our educational system  . . . and I want to 
make it clear that I have been part of a system where 
that was done. But whatever changes they have in 
mind to implement, they need to be very careful with 
the way in which that is done.  

Like my honourable colleague, the Shadow 
Minister for Education, stated, it is very important that 
we ensure that our students’ foundation is solid, espe-
cially at the lower levels so that you have a strong 
foundation to build on. And many of us who attended 
school here in Bermuda, especially in the public 
school systems, can attest to the fact that when we 
were in school—we began at year five in our elemen-
tary school system or thereabouts—from year five up 
to the age of 12, pretty much, the focus was what is 
considered the foundation courses such as English 
and mathematics.  

Those of us who graduated (which was just 
about all of us) on to the high school system walked 
into our respective schools for the most part, whether 
you were entering a general secondary school or a 
school that was considered catering to academics, 
you walked in with the necessary foundation which 
would allow you to be successful at the secondary 
level. So teachers did not find themselves (at that 
point in time) having to provide instruction that should 
have been done at the elementary school level. The 
foundation was strong enough and (I guess you could 
say) complete enough for once entering the high 
school level, continuing with the programmes that 
were offered there. And it was at the secondary insti-
tutions where you could give a more varied pro-
gramme because the skill set that was needed to be 
able to perform successfully in such programmes was 
already provided in the elementary education system. 

So I just want to reiterate my honourable col-
league’s admonition which was that we should look 
carefully at the implementation of such a programme, 
particularly how it may impact on a youngster’s ability 
to perform and perform well. They do not need to be 
distracted with, let us say, subjects—though I do feel 
that you have to have subjects that will help young-
sters have a more rounded education and allows them 
to explore various areas because not all (as we all 
know) students will become doctors, lawyers, and the 
like.  

So we need our builders, we need our tech-
nical people, we need our IT people. And I can go on 
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and on and on. But, again, I can say that we are just 
asking the Government to make sure that past mis-
takes are not repeated and that when we say that we 
are going to be bringing change, that every step of the 
way we are moulding it in such a way that it will 
equate to positive outcomes. 

Now Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to 
just I guess speak of a more current issue. And I am 
just going to . . . I am speaking on education and I 
have to speak on what has been transpiring recently 
particularly in the East End of the Island and that has 
to do with the Urgent Care Centre. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I did hear our Hon-
ourable Minister allude, first of all, to the fact that we 
went and incited the public when she did admit and 
accept that it was the opposite way around. And I 
thank her for that. However, I cannot continue with 
what I am going to say until I say this: She also sug-
gested that we were dishonest. And I can say that the 
Speaker of the House has made it very clear that he 
does not accept any Member speaking in such a way 
to impugn the integrity and character of other Mem-
bers. And when asked to withdraw the comment she 
refused. She said she was not withdrawing it.  

I would ask, Madam Deputy Speaker, that that 
Member be asked to rethink that position and make 
certain at some point that she does withdraw that 
comment, because it is not a practice that our Hon-
ourable Speaker allows in this House. So I just want-
ed to point that out, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, there was a public 
meeting held. And I can say this: A public meeting is 
just that. Anyone and everyone are entitled to attend. 
No one needs a special invitation. And you hold such 
meetings so that any and every one can attend. And I 
want to . . . so everyone was invited.  

You border my constituency, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. And I know it was already suggested that 
you were well aware that that meeting was attended 
by members who have no political affiliation, by mem-
bers of that community who align themselves with the 
One Bermuda Alliance, and by members of that com-
munity who align themselves with the Progressive 
Labour Party. They came out and they came out in 
large numbers, Madam Deputy Speaker, because 
they feel outraged at the suggestion. And I guess it 
almost sounds like it is fait accompli that the Urgent 
Care Centre will be closed. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, in the [Bermuda 
Hospitals Board] 2011 Annual Report the hospital 
made brags about the Urgent Care Centre. And in 
2010 (or it was 2011, I have lost the page) they were 
seeing at that time 5,600-and-so-many people, and 
they had bragged that it was a 33 per cent increase 
from the year before. They also made comment about 
the fact that they saw a reduction in wait time for 
those at King Edward Memorial Hospital. And I have 
to wonder whether that is just a coincidence or wheth-
er it is because of the fact that this satellite facility has 

lifted some of the burden off of the King Edward Me-
morial Hospital. And I would suggest that the latter is 
the likely reason. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, the Honourable Min-
ister did give some insight as to some of the account-
ing surrounding the hospital. Now, I am not an ac-
countant. I am pretty good at math, but that is not my 
area of expertise so I am not even going to stand here 
and try and address that like an accountant or anyone 
who deals with finances does. But I will say this, that 
in this report it—may I read some of it, Madam Deputy 
Speaker? 

It said, “Paying for the new facility.” And it said 
“the construction cost of $260 million, estimated origi-
nally by John Hopkins Medicine International in its 
2008 Review, was used to work on a repayment 
schedule that the BHB knew it could meet at the very 
start of the project. Due to the competitive process the 
construction cost came in $13 million under that cap.” 
And it goes on to say that “Payments do not start until 
the facility is completed to specification in 2014. At 
this time, BHB will be able to afford payments.” 

Okay? It says: 
“1. BHB is already seeking and implementing 

internal efficiencies and cost savings; and 
“2. BHB is receiving a 1% increase on fees [A 

1 per cent increase that both she and the Shadow 
Minister have spoken about] “above inflation each 
year for up to five years, ending in 2014. This goes 
directly towards the KEMH Redevelopment Project.” 
 Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, the assertion 
that was made in this Honourable House was that 
there was discomfort in going forward with that 1 per 
cent increase that did cause a reduction for the BHB 
by some $6 million because she felt that she could not 
trust the figures that were there.  

In this same report there is a letter by the Au-
ditor General that up to 2011 she signed off saying 
that she was happy with, I guess, the finances, the 
accountants, the accountants’ reports (however you 
name them) and signed off saying that she was satis-
fied with that. Well, if the Auditor General is happy 
with the financing and that is the top level in this coun-
try, I think— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: —we could be happy. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is, I believe inadvertently, misleading the 
House.  

She said the Auditor General was satisfied 
with the 2011, but yet she spoke to my dissatisfaction 
with the result to the hospital. This is 2013. We do not 
have audited accounts for 2011/12 because the Audi-
tor General has been unable to complete them. And 
we do not have 2012/13. So as a result the infor-
mation that the Honourable Member is giving is based 
on . . . my decision was based on current information, 
whereas she is just now alluding to things that are 
extremely historic. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, can you please just 
confirm that? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Madam Deputy Speaker, the 
Auditor General finishes her letter by saying “In my 
opinion the financial statements present fairly in all 
material respects the financial position of the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board as at March 31, 2011 and its” — 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Okay. “Its financial perfor-
mance and its cash flows for the year then ended in 
accordance.” So I accept what you are saying and it 
was inadvertent. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am sure. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes, yes. I did admit up front 
that I am not great at . . . when it comes to reading 
accounting statements. But I guess this speaks more 
to the year 2010, but I would like to say this, Madam 
Deputy Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you very much—
2010/11. 

I would like to say, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that this still is a statement by the highest office, the 
Auditor General. And if she says that up to that date 
. . . and we know we tend to get reports a year after 
the fact, then certainly you should feel comfortable 
especially since in this report they talk about the 1 per 
cent each year being implemented to ensure that the 
BHB would be able to handle paying for the construc-
tion of the hospital. And so by not allowing that to 
stay, Madam Deputy Speaker, has definitely impeded 
the BHB from meeting that goal. So I just wanted to 
point that out. 
 Given that, I think it is shameful when . . . I will 
not say the first thing because I am not privy to any 
meetings that take place at the BHB. But I think it is 
shameful that they see fit out of all of that to come up 
with a solution that says that a very vital—and we who 

live in the east understand that it is a vital service, is 
being cut because they are not able to make whatever 
financial commitments that a financial player was put 
in place to ensure that that could be realised. 
 And so— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Again, inadvert-
ently, I believe, the Honourable Member is misleading 
the House.  

The 1 per cent to which she alludes was not 
put into place in order to ensure the financial health of 
the UCC. It was put in place to ensure the financial 
health of the BHB in its ability to pay for the new build, 
not for the UCC. So I think it is important— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, I do believe that is what— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: No, I said for BHB. Thank you. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, so let me get back 
to the meeting.  

I am sure you have heard yourself, and, like 
myself, know that when we canvassed for the election 
(which was held in 2007) all over the St. David’s area 
there was not one household that I arrived at that, 
when the issue of having a health facility was brought 
to the fore, where any of the constituents of St. Da-
vid’s—both in 3 and 4, whatever party that the resi-
dents aligned themselves with—where they said they 
did not think the community would benefit by . . . 
would be okay by not having that facility. Every last 
one of them said that they thought that the eastern 
area was in need of having such a facility.  

And it is because of the public support. That is 
one reason why the Urgent Care facility was con-
structed. The other reason was because it was there 
to augment the service that KEMH provides. And in-
deed that is exactly what the Urgent Care Centre 
does. 
 I had to listen to mothers, parents, speak 
about how the Urgent Care Centre is a godsend be-
cause of their child suffering from asthma. I have one 
parent who asked me deliver pictures (which will hap-
pen and they are in here)— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: —to whomever they need to 
be delivered to as proof of the continued use that her 
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family has to go through in terms of providing care for 
her child. I had to— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I can attest to the fact that 
when walking in one of the business establishments 
here in Hamilton, Madam Deputy Speaker, the lady 
said— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member, I just would like to 
ask for . . . especially those individuals sitting closer 
. . . I would really like to hear the Member who is on 
the floor. So please keep your voices down, prefera-
bly, you will be listening and supporting your own col-
league. 
 Thank you. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes, Members, please listen to 
me. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 Where this lady, I will not say accosted me, 
but it almost felt like it, the way that she came at me. 
And she said, Where is the petition? I must sign it be-
cause had it not been for the Urgent Care Centre my 
father would have died. And there are many other sto-
ries that were told at that meeting as testaments from 
members of our community to speak for the validity of 
having such a centre, such a facility, in the eastern 
region. 
 And speaking for those people, Madam Depu-
ty Speaker, they ended by saying, by putting out there 
that they cannot believe that you have people who 
would measure life, if you will, against dollars, be-
cause as speaking for them, you cannot equate the 
two. And they said that recognising . . . of course it 
takes money to run any operation. But certainly they 
feel that there is a better way of handling that situation 
for a facility that they reminded—I guess they want to 
remind all of us—that they paid for and they asked for 
in our community.  

They believe it belongs to them and they 
vowed—now whether or not they follow through is up 
to them. But they vowed they will do everything to en-
sure that that facility remains open because it is there 
and it provides a vital need—not just a service—a 
need for that community. And I am sure like myself we 
were elected to be the voice for our constituents. And 
I felt duty bound to voice their concerns here this 
evening, Madam Deputy Speaker, and voice it in the 
way that they did. They are not accepting the argu-
ment that dollars should matter more than the well-
being of any individual in this community, especially 
when through their own sharing of information, as few 
as eight increased visits to that facility a day would 
render that facility viable. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, you remember like [I 
do] when that facility was open from eight to midnight. 
When it was open from eight to midnight, between the 

hours of eight to four, people from the community (and 
the majority of people were from the east) would go 
there and use that facility for things like lab work. That 
was a revenue earning stream that unfortunately this 
year was closed. And I do not understand why, be-
cause it was also a facility that helped to take the bur-
den off of King Edward Memorial Hospital. And people 
from all over this Island, rather than having to go and 
wait at King Edward to get blood work done opted to 
come as far as St. David’s—travelling from Somerset 
sometimes—to use that facility. It did not stop the 
East-enders and does not mean that East-enders did 
not do it. 
 Now what I find peculiar, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, is that— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: It does not matter. I am here to 
speak on an issue. And I am speaking on health care 
and how I think health care can be improved with the 
assistance of this Government—of the Government of 
today. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, let me say this. 
Instead of perhaps ensuring that from eight to mid-
night that there was a doctor there from eight until 
midnight to also tend to the other needs of people 
from the East End, that facility would not have had to 
turn away numerous people who arrived at the door-
step. Numerous people who arrived at the doorstep 
only to be told between the hours of eight to four, that 
they had to go to King Edward—it made no sense.  

And let me say this, when that facility was 
opened and I cannot remember whether or not you 
were there, but I do remember the Honourable Louise 
Jackson being there and somebody (I cannot remem-
ber who) but there were three Members who spoke at 
that opening ceremony—myself, the Honourable Nel-
son Bascome, and the then-Premier of the country. 
And when we spoke in our addresses it was made 
clear that the intention was to have that as a 24-hour 
facility. And members of the community who were at 
that meeting last night reminded me of such. 
 
An Hon. Member: And you never did it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: And it was not—I know I have 
not been up for 30 minutes. 

It was not done because in the immediate . . . 
after immediately opening it, the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board needed to be able to implement a proper strat-
egy that would allow them to outfit it (when I say that I 
mean manpower) properly. And so yes, it was not 
done. But there were those of us who were advocated 
on a continuum. And the former Minister of Health can 
attest to this—both of them—that we need to encour-
age the Bermuda Hospitals Board to try and provide 
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extended service because (as they know) it did help 
provide the service that the King Edward Memorial 
Hospital and the Bermuda Hospitals Board wants. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thirty minutes does go very 
fast. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: It does, doesn’t it? Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? 
 The Chair recognises the Government Whip 
and Government House Leader, Mr. N. H. Cole Si-
mons from Smith’s South, constituency 8. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the Honourable Wal-
ter Roban really, really pulled my chain when he 
spoke. Madam Deputy Speaker, he made me reor-
ganise my entire presentation because it would be 
irresponsible of me to let him get away with the com-
munity believing that the One Bermuda Alliance has 
no compassion for Bermudians. I will not and cannot 
accept that assertion and I should not allow that mes-
sage to be conveyed throughout the community un-
challenged. 
 So what I did, Madam Deputy Speaker, was I 
went through the entire Throne Speech and under-
scored the issues that will demonstrate that the Ber-
muda Government is operating under a vision to 
achieve social and economic equity for all Bermudians 
and leaving no one behind. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Madam Deputy Speaker, we 
all know that the best social programme is employ-
ment. We all know the best social programme for any 
person is employment. And this Government through 
this Throne Speech has demonstrated the importance 
of growing our economy, growing our GDP, securing 
direct investment in the hope that it will translate into 
more jobs for Bermudians, more jobs that will allow 
Bermudians to provide for their families, and more 
jobs that will allow Bermudians to feel good about 
themselves and improve their self-esteem. 
 So I am going to go through, as I said, and 
demonstrate how we are committed to providing com-
passion to the average man in Bermuda. 
 I want to start on page 2. There is the 10 per 
cent grocery day. And we all know that the cost of 
groceries is exorbitant in this country and they need to 
be managed. And this is a first step. I heard the Hon-
ourable Terry Lister come at the recommendation with 
the Consumer Price Index. Again, we recognise there 
are things that will be done and we are doing some-

thing about it so that we can make food more afforda-
ble to the average man or person in this country. 
 We are also providing the increased payroll 
tax exemptions to employers so that they hire more 
Bermudians, to hire Bermudians who have been un-
employed as an incentive for two years. That, again, 
is to stimulate employment to improve the social pro-
grammes that we have for this country.  
 In addition we said everybody is impacted by 
the cost of electricity in this country. The ladies that I 
work with talk to me every week, Mr. Simons, can you 
get the cost of electricity down? It is killing me. And 
we in the Government are addressing that by putting 
the regulation of the energy sector under the Energy 
Regulatory Authority. In addition, we are developing a 
more equitable interconnection agreement whereby 
we could introduce more competition in the energy 
field to again lower the price for everybody in this 
country when it comes to getting electricity in their 
homes.  

This is being compassionate and acting and 
delivering on what Bermudians need to survive in to-
day’s Bermuda. 
 In addition, we are also reviewing the labour 
laws so that Bermudians are working under better la-
bour conditions. In addition, this also involves better 
labour representation. We have a tripartite committee 
that has been embodied to address better labour rep-
resentation and better labour quality in this country. 
So again, we are working for the people of this coun-
try to improve their lives socially. 
 We are also implementing the Good Samari-
tan Act to provide protection to those who donate 
foods to the underserved—the underserved. So, 
again, we have a heart. We are for helping the under-
served and we will continue to show compassion for 
the people of this country. 
 In addition, we have Operation Ceasefire 
which is an inter-governmental agency; a body that 
will try to make our neighbourhoods safer [and] that 
will also try to help address the gang culture that is 
pervading this country. 

Again, we are trying to help neighbours, we 
are trying to help friends, we are trying to help young 
people—compassion, compassion, compassion. We 
are not just about business. And I will continue until I 
finish this entire report. 
 We are also funding Focus Counselling Ser-
vices and the Family Centre. We have a number of 
people in this country who are drug addicted or drug 
afflicted and they need help, and we are here to pro-
vide them with help. Drug affliction, drug addiction 
touches every family in this community—every family. 
And we recognise the importance of that, and the One 
Bermuda Alliance Government is doing its best to 
provide more resources to those families that are af-
flicted with drug addiction. The same goes with the 
Family Centre. 
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 We are also (on page 15) providing protection 
for people between the ages of 19 and 64 who have 
cognitive or other debilitating illnesses that make them 
vulnerable to abuse. We are looking out for people 
who cannot look out for themselves. And that, to me, 
truly demonstrates our commitment and compassion 
to the vulnerable. 
 In addition, we are protecting people from 
predators—be they seniors’ predators, be they child 
predators—who may do harm. We are tightening leg-
islation and we are strengthening the provisions of the 
Senior Abuse Register Act. You know we have seen 
horrifying stories of how our seniors are being abused, 
[whether it] be physical abuse or economic abuse. 
And some of our families in Bermuda do not take care 
of our seniors economically. Our seniors trust them to 
look out for them and in many cases—not many cas-
es, in some cases the people that they trust most 
have violated their trust and as a result the seniors are 
finding themselves on hard times. And to me we must 
protect those seniors from that type of nefarious activi-
ty that you find sometimes within families. 
 We also need to address the health care 
costs. Well we have heard so much about the health 
care costs today, I am just going to skip over that. You 
heard the Minister, you heard the Shadow Minister, 
and so I am just going to gloss over that because the 
whole issue about health care, all the action that the 
Government is taking, all the noise that the Opposition 
is making, is about providing affordable health care. 
So you know that we are committed to health care. 
 The other issue is community and sports. We 
have also provided a transition programme, a pilot 
programme, which will basically transition people from 
financial assistance to becoming more self-sufficient. 
That again also involves training, it involves employ-
ment, it involves a mixture of initiatives that the train-
ing programme and the social services programme 
are implementing to empower, to make people self-
sufficient so that they can begin to stand on their own 
two feet and not breed a culture of dependency when 
it comes to financial assistance. 
 In addition, we have the Community Devel-
opment Programme which trains a group of unem-
ployed and underemployed women to provide for 
themselves and their families.  
 Madam Deputy Speaker, does this sound like 
an uncaring Government? 
 
Some Hon. Members: No. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Does this sound like an un-
caring Government? 
 Lastly, while I am on this particular topic, we 
are going to incorporate family mediation into the 
Children Act 1998 because we want to ensure that our 
young people—our youth—get the best co-parenting 
that they deserve. And in our estimation by changing 

the Children Act by including family mediation compo-
nents we will improve the lives of our young children. 
 Now I am going to go try to get through what I 
had planned to do, so I am going to go through it very 
quickly. 
 The Shadow Minister of Health raised an is-
sue that I thought was irresponsible. He said that the 
OBA Government should have been addressing the 
insurance company issues, and they needed to take 
ownership of the cost of pushing up insurance. And 
then he went on to say that insurance companies are 
very profitable and something needs to be done about 
them. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I found that very, 
very interesting because that Minister was in charge 
of the Health Council. The Health Council oversees 
healthcare in this country. The Health Council has a 
sub-committee that deals with finances. The Health 
Council has a mandate to look at any solution to 
providing health care. So why didn’t the Health Coun-
cil under this Minister address this issue during the 14 
years that they were in Government? Why did they 
not address the insurance companies when they were 
in Government? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is 
certainly misleading the House, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I was not the Minister for 14 years. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: That is correct. Member? 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
will let that silliness stand on its own merit. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Madam Deputy Speaker, my 
dear friend, the Honourable Bob Richards, today laid 
the SAGE Report. The SAGE Report will be a very 
controversial report. And I want to make it extremely 
clear that because it is in the SAGE report it does not 
mean that we will deliver everything that is recom-
mended. As my colleague said, governments take 
difficult decisions and we will select and choose what 
we think is most appropriate when appropriate. 
 Okay? So I do not want any Bermudians to be 
under the delusion that the OBA will adopt everything 
that is recommended. We will choose what is best for 
Bermuda at this time and we will revisit the report in 
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the future and may choose other items at another time 
based on the appropriateness and the economic envi-
ronment at the time. So I just want to get that mes-
sage out. 
 The other thing that I want to raise is, on 
page 6 we spoke about the $750 million bond issue. 
As a member of the Public Accounts Committee I 
have learned that this Government is not used to stra-
tegic planning for three years, for budgeting for three 
years. We in this Government have made a commit-
ment that we would not go back to the capital markets 
for three years. And what does that mean? That 
means that we have to manage our purse for three 
years with discipline, with an intermediate strategic 
plan that will carry us for three years. It is a new para-
digm for this Government and it is a new paradigm for 
the departments of government. And I want this Op-
position to know that we will provide the discipline and 
the vision and the intermediate plans that will ensure 
that we achieve our goals in three years’ time so that 
we can have a better financial standing in the world 
and capital markets. 
 
An Hon. Member: Is that a guarantee? 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I am going on to page 7.  

On page 7 they talk about the two-day Asset 
Management Summit in Bermuda which was held by 
the asset management team of the Business Bermu-
da [Development] Agency. I want to commend the 
Government for that initiative and I am going to tell 
you why.  

I went to New York on business, and I met 
with a lawyer that specialises in hedge funds and pri-
vate wealth and Latin American clients, high net worth 
clients. I asked him about what he thought about 
Bermuda and how we can get back on the radar. And 
what he said to me was very interesting. He said to 
me, The Cayman Islands and the Bahamas come up 
here and send invites, all expenses paid to their is-
lands, and meet with the Ministers, meet with the 
shakers and movers to tell them what is needed to 
help support their businesses and thereby help sup-
port their financial service industry. We have done this 
for the first time. Hopefully, it will not be the last time 
because it bears fruit in other jurisdictions and I think it 
is something that we can learn from. We may have to 
pay something, but if you want results you have to pay 
for results. 
 The other issue that I would like to go on to 
. . . I am going to pass that because I have touched 
that already. Absentee balloting. I think that is long 
overdue. I support it 100 per cent and I cannot wait to 
ensure that it comes to fruition. 
 The marijuana debate: I will just see what 
happens. I will see how the report progresses and I 
will see what can be done as far as taking a position 
paper on that initiative. 

 The other issue that I would like to address is 
the issue of the environment. My friend, the Honoura-
ble Sylvan Richards, said that the Ministry of the Envi-
ronment will revitalise the agricultural industry and 
strengthen the Island’s food security.  
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I am delighted that 
this is finally coming to fruition. You may remember 
that in 2002, the then-Minister of the Environment, Ms. 
Neletha Butterfield, sanctioned a study called a “Re-
view of the Bermudian Agricultural Sector” a report 
prepared by Thomas Spreen, Ed Stover, Kevin 
Athearn and they were from the University of Florida. 
This report has been down in the Ministry of the Envi-
ronment for almost 11 years—11 years—and nothing 
was done.  

When I was Shadow Minister of the Environ-
ment for maybe seven of those 11 years and every 
Throne Speech, every budget, I would jump up and 
down and say, Come on, where is the national policy 
for agriculture in this country? And nothing happened. 
Nothing happened. 

I am pleased to be on my feet to say that the 
OBA Government will prepare a White Paper for the 
development of Bermuda’s agricultural industry. This 
will include the restructuring and remodernisation of 
the agricultural sector to enhance productivity, product 
quality, the cost reductions, address poor harvests, 
and also it will address other issues. We will also look 
at the marketing centre. We will support the extension 
of dairy, chicken and pig farming. We will ensure that 
the fresh milk gets to all schools.  

We will encourage backyard gardening and 
farming. We will provide financial support and tech-
nical support to young people who are interested in a 
career in modern agriculture—again, job opportuni-
ties. We will provide and review legislation and pro-
mote the production and greater use of bio-pesticides 
and will establish a better distribution network be-
tween farmers, hoteliers, restaurateurs, and super-
markets.  

We will also encourage a cottage industry for 
local produce and support light manufacturing, agricul-
ture, fisheries, and food processing industries with 
specific emphasis on fostering the improvement in 
production, processing, marketing, sales and man-
agement of our agriculture and fisheries products. We 
will make lands available to farmers for crop produc-
tion, livestock production on a lease basis.  
 So Madam Deputy Speaker, I am very excited 
about this and I intend to support the Minister on de-
livering this objective and ensuring that the agriculture 
industry gets back to the state that it was many, many 
years ago because it is a respectable industry and it 
also can help reduce the cost of living in this country. 
It can reduce the cost of families’ groceries bills by at 
least 20 per cent per year if you have a little one-by-
one or four-by-four backyard garden. So again, this 
will help the economics of this country. 
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 The Land Title Registry. Well, the Minister on 
page 21 indicated “The Ministry of Environment and 
Planning, through the Department of Land Surveys 
and Registration, will also introduce Land Title Regis-
tration.” Well, we know that this Act went through in 
2011. And again, the PLP Government has dropped 
the ball. They should have had the regulations for this 
Land Title Registration a year later at least. So right 
now we, two years after the debate in this House in 
2011, we had an extended five-, six-hour debate on 
this one piece of legislation and I am saying to you 
HSBC—pardon me, I am getting my jobs mixed up, it 
is getting late. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: This Government will deliver 
on the Land Title Registration and they will also en-
sure that the regulations for this legislation will be in 
place during the upcoming year. 
 So Madam Deputy Speaker, I have quickly 
run through my presentation and I am certain that this 
country can rest assured that they are in good hands 
from an economic point of view. Nobody said it would 
be easy. Nobody said it would be easy, but we will 
have to get through this together. We will have to 
support ourselves economically. We have to support 
ourselves socially. But at the end of the day, we must 
row in the same direction if we are to achieve the goal 
of economic and social equity for all Bermudians. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Finance from Pembroke West Central, constituency 
18, Mr. E. David G. Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much and good 
morning to you, Madam Deputy Speaker. I see the 
hour is 12:39 am. Hopefully I will not take my full 30 
minutes, but I think it is important to run through the 
points that were in the Government’s Throne Speech 
and also in our Reply. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, what I will say 
is when I first heard the Throne Speech last week, the 
first question which I asked was, Who wrote this 
speech? I am wondering if it was Don Grearson or if it 
was Gavin Shorto. And the reason why I say that, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, is that it reads like a political 
campaign speech and less of a legislative agenda for 
the year. And the reason why I say this, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, is that a lot of things inside of this 
document were definitely misrepresented. And I will 
get to a few of those points. 
 But to say that I was underwhelmed, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, is putting it lightly because I honestly 
did expect better. I thought that if the One Bermuda 
Alliance Government had been in office it was not a 

quick Throne Speech they had to write, it was some-
thing they could have taken time on. There was a lot 
of time to put it together. I expected more and of 
course I expected a plan. I expected a plan to address 
the jobs crisis with which we are faced in this country 
and there was very little attention that was paid to jobs 
inside of the Government’s Throne Speech. 

So what we got was a lot of slogans that were 
poll-tested by their political consultants and numbers 
that misrepresented facts. But the situation which we 
are in, Madam Deputy Speaker, of course calls for 
very bold action. When your signature accomplish-
ments in the early pages of your Throne Speech is an 
8 [per cent] or 10 per cent reduction—I guess they 
upped the number to 10 [per cent] because they did 
not think 8 [per cent] would be good enough—for one 
day a week for a year, then you know that the Throne 
Speech itself is without question lacking in substance. 

So my view is, Madam Deputy Speaker, after 
reading through the Throne Speech, what we see in it 
is more trickle down. It is more of an attempt to tell 
people in the country to be patient, the trickle down 
will come. The same one-track policy focus, at least in 
my view, I do not want to say over-reliance on interna-
tional business, I would say sole reliance and not 
enough attention paid to diversification, is not going to 
help us in the near term when it comes to addressing 
the jobs crisis. 

Now, when I am taking a look at the Govern-
ment’s Throne Speech I want to run through a few 
things. And the first thing I will do, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, is I will go to page 5. And on page 5 when 
speaking about—I guess job growth, the Throne 
Speech reads “Since the Government passed payroll 
tax exemptions for employers to hire out-of-work Ber-
mudians, the Island has recorded two consecutive 
quarters of job growth . . .” Wow! That is absolutely 
amazing.  

So without any statistics that get generated 
from the Department of Statistics we are all of a sud-
den now going to say that the country has experi-
enced two consecutive sections of job growth. Now I 
know, Madam Deputy Speaker, that there are speak-
ers to come, but I would love for when the Premier 
closes this debate if he can tell us where he got the 
numbers from. I know that he is in charge of the De-
partment of Statistics, but I would like to know where 
he got the numbers from insofar as saying that there 
were “two consecutive quarters of job growth” be-
cause job growth, Madam Deputy Speaker, means 
that more jobs have to be created. Now— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: There we go! It says “with prelimi-
nary figures showing a total of 420 Bermudians hired 
between 1 April and 30 September.” Now I realise 
when the Minister of Finance put out his statement (I 
think it was probably the day before the Throne 
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Speech in regards to when these figures were re-
leased) he was very careful not to say that these were 
new jobs that were created because the Minister of 
Finance knows well that these were not new jobs that 
were created.  

And that is why, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
have to ask, Who wrote this speech? Four hundred 
and twenty new jobs were not created. There were 
420 Bermudians hired during that period. So it could 
have been somebody resigned from a job, or some-
body got fired from a job, or someone was hired who 
had been out of work for over three months, and I 
might want to add that it was this side of the House 
that suggested that change to make sure that the 
Government was not going to experience a revenue  
turn than they are already experiencing from this 
thing. 
 But what I would say is, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, “two consecutive quarters of job growth” is a 
fallacy and until the Government can actually produce 
figures that say there is “two consecutive quarters of 
job growth,” I think that they are misleading the House 
in those statements. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, the numbers 
get worse. We will move to page 7. And we go to 
page 7 and it says (and we are talking about the in-
crease in company registrations) “The results are re-
flected in the rising number of new local and interna-
tional companies on the Register through the first 
three quarters of the year. By 30 September 2013, 
[there were] 19,270 companies registered, represent-
ing the largest total number ever on the Register.” 
Lovely. 

It then goes on to say, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, “While the full effect of these newly regis-
tered companies will not be felt immediately, over time 
the Government expects to see more widespread 
economic benefits from these companies. Not all, but 
many, will be renting office space, hiring staff, and 
purchasing goods and services from local providers.” 

Now again it says “but many will be.” Okay. 
So the Throne Speech says that many companies will 
be buying things from local service providers and rent-
ing, et cetera. But the Minister of Finance yesterday 
puts out a statement that says out of the 725 interna-
tional companies that were registered in Bermuda dur-
ing the first nine months of 2013, 15 of them have a 
physical presence.  

Here is the thing, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
am not going to say that there is anything wrong with 
15 companies because I think that is a good thing. But 
how exactly does 15 out of 725—which is 2 per cent—
equal “many”? That is the question, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. And that is why I said, Who wrote the 
speech? It surely could not have been signed off from 
the Minister of Finance because the Minister of Fi-
nance knows that not many of the companies are go-
ing to rent the stuff.  

It is a political speech for political aims with 
nice language to assuage the country to think that the 
One Bermuda Alliance is doing the right things but 
there is more work that absolutely needs to be done. 
They want to cover it up and say, Look, we have 
come here and all these companies are here and they 
are going to do benefits. I do not want to be strong, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, but to quote someone 
else—nonsense! Nonsense! Because there is more 
work that needs to be done. 

Now here we go. It gets better because then 
we hear, “The newly launched International Business 
Concierge service—coordinated by the Ministry and 
the BDA” (Bermuda Development Agency)—“has al-
ready directly assisted 26 companies to set up opera-
tions in Bermuda, including the forerunner of a new 
potential industry of bio-tech, life science, and high-
end medical diagnostic companies.” 

Okay Madam Deputy Speaker, 15 new com-
panies with a physical presence but we have assisted 
26 new companies coming to Bermuda. Come on! 
Madam Deputy Speaker, the numbers do not add up. 
Somebody is not telling the truth. Something has to 
. . . if we are going to hear “many” when it is only 2 per 
cent, if we are going to hear 26 companies, and it is 
15 companies, what are the correct numbers? So we 
need to find out exactly what is going on.  

I would love clarity on what that represents 
because I believe the concierge is definitely a good 
idea. It is a good thing. It is something that we advo-
cated in setting up. I know the individuals who work on 
the team. I commend the work that is being done in-
side that space, but we really need to know the truth 
of what is going on. 

Now Madam Deputy Speaker, let me move to 
page 6. When we are talking about— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of clarification, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of clarification. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: No, I do not yield. I have 30 
minutes— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: You do not want an-
other . . .  

That is fine, that is fine, if that is the way you 
want to have it. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: All right. Madam Deputy Speaker, 
then I go to page 6 when it comes to the Contractor 
General “The Ministry will take steps toward the for-
mation of an Office of the Contractor General to over-
see Government projects from tendering to comple-
tion, to ensure rules, guidelines and policies are strict-
ly enforced and to identify unfair practices or offensive 
conduct.” 
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 Now I was like, okay, it just seems as though 
because I know the One Bermuda Alliance likes to 
change the names of things, so I just figured that they 
are going to now change the Office of Project Man-
agement and Procurement to the Office of Contractor 
General. But then I hear the Independent Member of 
Parliament tell me that this is a creation in addition to 
the Office of Project Management and Procurement. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: So here we are talking about how 
we need to cut back on Government spending and 
then we are like okay, but no. We are going to put 
something else new inside to keep our campaign 
promises so it seems as though we are working on 
what we said we were going to in our campaign, even 
if it is not needed, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

That is why I asked, Who wrote this speech? 
Because I could not imagine that the Minister of Fi-
nance who knows that we need to decrease the 
spending inside of Government, who is in charge of 
the Office of Project Management and Procurement 
would say, Oh, we need someone else to be hired in 
Government, when he has stated on numerous occa-
sions that we need to cut back or to restrict the size of 
spending. 
 So Madam Deputy Speaker, I hope the clarifi-
cation will come on that because I agree with the In-
dependent Member and that is complete nonsense. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, this is some-
thing that I have always held as a bone of contention. 
And this is on page 8 and it talks about the 20 per 
cent of contracts to go to small business. It says “The 
Ministry of Economic Development will also be work-
ing with the Bermuda Economic Development Corpo-
ration (BEDC)”—which by the way the SAGE Com-
mission recommends [should] disappear, but that is a 
different story—“and the Office of Project Manage-
ment and Procurement”—which will be replaced by 
the Contractor . . . oh, no, sorry not replaced, en-
joined—“to boost small business by ensuring that up 
to 20 per cent”—up to, not a full 20 but—“up to 20 per 
cent of . . . goods and services is awarded to small 
business. Small businesses on the BEDC register will 
be able to avail themselves of BEDC” services. 
 Here is the question, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
because this just harks back to an old UBP campaign 
promise . . . heard it before, heard it in 2007, money to 
small business, et cetera. I would like for the Premier 
when he closes, the Deputy Premier, possibly even 
the Minister of Finance to tell me how much money 
currently does the Government spend out of the per-
centage of money on small business services. How 
much do they spend?  

And the reason why I ask that question, Mad-
am Deputy Speaker, is because if you do not know 
how much you are spending now how can you say 
that it is not more than 20 per cent and how can you 

say that you are going to make these targets? So it 
would be very good . . . and I support the aim if it is 
going to increase it, but it would be very good to know 
where we are starting from, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

That is what we need to know because small 
business is defined in our legislation, and small busi-
ness is a company, I believe, with an annual payroll of 
less than $500,000 and annual sales of under a mil-
lion dollars. That is not a very large scale of compa-
nies so it is . . . it is admirable. I appreciate that. But 
when we take a look at . . . remember when we talked 
about the media spending the other day, they are not 
doing small business when it comes to media spend-
ing—clearly not. So what— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Exactly. So where exactly . . . we 
must look at the actions and make sure it matches. So 
I sincerely hope that the Government is committed to 
this action and I hope that they will report to us on 
how much percentage currently is spent on small 
businesses so it does not just seem like an empty 
promise and something that is put in there to say we 
are lining up our campaign objectives because it 
would be . . . I think it would be beneficial, but we do 
not know where we stand currently, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Now let me move to the things inside the 
Throne Speech that people were kind of like, Oh, my 
goodness what is this? And I am talking about on 
page 9 and page 10 and we are talking under the Min-
istry of Home Affairs. And I quote from page 9, Mad-
am Deputy Speaker, “The Ministry, working with the 
Home Affairs Ministry, will move forward with pro-
posals to improve property market conditions.” Okay, 
because as I always say, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that I think the only people in this country who believe 
housing is too cheap is the One Bermuda Alliance.  
 “Issues with holding, acquiring and conveying 
land will be clarified and streamlined through amend-
ments to the Companies Act 1981 and consequential 
amendments to the Bermuda Immigration and Protec-
tion Act 1956. The amendments should prove benefi-
cial to both commercial and residential markets, 
providing confidence and certainty. In addition, they 
will build on the initiative behind the recently passed 
Incentives for Job Makers Act”—I should say recently 
amended because the PLP passed the Incentives for 
Job Makers Act—“to deepen the bond with existing 
companies and ensure their continuing presence and 
employment of Bermudians.” 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, as there are 
other speakers that spoke before, that is not saying a 
whole lot of much. That is saying a lot of different stuff 
that it can be left up to someone’s imagination what it 
means. So I am going to use my imagination and say 
what I think it means. I believe that the One Bermuda 
Alliance is contemplating extending the property rights 
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of companies that are incorporated here to hold resi-
dential land and increase their holding power of com-
mercial land.  

I would hope that one of them could clarify 
and say, No. Because once again we have a situa-
tion—in Bermuda—where the residential properties 
are not too cheap. And so it baffles me when I hear 
these continuous things about improved property 
market conditions. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, improved property 
market conditions means you want the price to go up! 
That is what it means, Madam Deputy Speaker. Do 
you want to improve the conditions? You want the 
price to go up. You want there to be more transactions 
which means the price goes up—natural supply and 
demand. Why does the One Bermuda Alliance believe 
that housing prices in this country need to go up? I do 
not get it because I still have very many constituents, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, that cannot afford property 
now. I do not believe that is a right move and I do not 
believe that we need to get into a point where we are 
trying to raise housing prices, Madam Deputy Speak-
er. 
 But then I move on. I move on to . . . and if we 
are giving companies the right to hold land or different 
things, they are then going to hold the land and they 
are not going to rent apartments which are held by our 
constituents, Madam Deputy Speaker. So I wait to see 
what this means. I wait with bated breath. It was very 
vague here but I hope it does not mean that they are 
going down that road. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, we go to 
page 10 and it says, “In order to conform to human 
rights obligations under the European Convention on 
Human Rights, the Government will move forward 
with amendments to the Bermuda Immigration and 
Protection Act 1956 to provide pathways to Bermuda 
status for persons born in Bermuda.” Wow! I was like, 
okay. Because I remember . . . I remember clear as 
day when it came during the One Bermuda Alliance 
election campaign—they said they were not going to 
discuss status grants, that was not on the cards, the 
PLP is scaremongering. They are saying that we are 
going to give status to people. We are not going to do 
that. And then what do you have in the Throne 
Speech 10 months after the election—11 months? 
Oh, yes, we were just telling a fib. The PLP were right 
but we would not tell you that then. We are going to 
start extending status to people. 

That is what we get, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
That is what we get. So before it is this, now it is that. 
The Independent Member of Parliament said it best—
the One Bermuda Alliance better tread very, very 
carefully on this issue because it is not an issue that is 
something that is taken easily by a lot of Bermudians. 
It is something that is flatly rejected by our Leader on 
this side of the House. And I think that the One Ber-
muda Alliance needs to tread carefully especially . . . 
especially when before the election they said it is not 

something that they would consider, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That is it! Ten and a half months 
we change our mind. We are doing something differ-
ent. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, let me move on 
to page 11 and it says “The Department of Airport 
Operations, in conjunction with the aerospace compa-
ny Boeing-Jeppessen, will carry out a feasibility study 
for Bermuda to become a certified Air Navigation Ser-
vice Provider. This would enable Bermuda-based Air 
Traffic Controllers to provide air traffic management 
services to aircraft arriving or departing here — a ser-
vice currently provided by the US Federal Aviation 
Authority (FAA).” 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, it sounds familiar. It 
sounds very, very familiar. But do you know what I 
think is the most amusing thing about this, Madam 
Deputy Speaker? When the Progressive Labour Party 
brought this thing up, it was ridiculed as pie in the sky 
from the then-Opposition.  

But here we have it in the Throne Speech. 
Here it is in the Throne Speech! It is our idea and it is 
a great thing. When the PLP said it a year and half 
ago—pie in the sky! It will not work. Do not do that . . . 
throwing numbers out in the air. And now we have 
this? Okay. We understand. We see where it is . . . 
but it is a pattern, it is a pattern. It was the same thing 
with Islamic finance. All of a sudden now it is the 
greatest thing. This is what we are going to do. You 
know, the Premier representing the country (as he 
should) on stage with leaders (as he should). But be-
fore it was kind of like, Oh, I don’t think we want to go 
there. Now it is a good thing. All right, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Now let me move to page 12 because 
page 12 is . . . page 12 is quite— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: —quite interesting. And page 12 
is, “The Bermuda Police Service has spared no effort 
to meet the challenge of the rise of guns, gangs, 
drugs and violence in Bermuda.” It then goes on to 
say . . . basically it talks and says, “Having achieved 
this parity, the Government will engage the Bermuda 
Police Association in a constructive dialogue to review 
and revise the Conditions of Service Order to better 
reflect a modern benefits structure and to take ac-
count of these economic times.” It is very wonderful, 
vague, flowery language, but it means that they want 
to take benefits away from serving police officers, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. And I wish the Government 
the best in their luck when they do that. 
 
[Laughter] 
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Mr. E. David Burt: I wish them the best of the luck 
when they do that! But that is what it means and I 
think that people may have missed that when they 
heard the Throne Speech. They are going to go after 
police officers to take away some of the benefits that 
police officers have. So we will see what the results of 
that are, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, I will go up to 
page 13 and we are talking about the Government 
promise “to implement a ‘cash back for communities’ 
programme whereby the proceeds of crime were put 
back into communities most affected by violence and 
anti-social behaviour.” Wonderful! Okay that is what it 
is supposed to do. But it then goes on to say that the 
“funds realised from seizures made to date and funds 
designated for the Confiscated Assets Fund in the 
next six months, the Government will allocate funding 
to”—get this, Madam Deputy Speaker—Team Street 
Safe, Focus Counselling, the Family Centre, and gang 
mediation. 
 Now Madam Deputy Speaker, forgive me that 
I believe that cash back [for] communities most affect-
ed means you give money into the communities, not 
to government agencies—I am not saying that Focus 
and the Family Centre are—but I am saying to gov-
ernment agencies. So if the whole guise was we want 
to put money back into the communities most affect-
ed, how does that work in your giving money to a 
government agency?  

I mean . . . it is okay. I am guessing they could 
not find the money for the Street Safe initiative some-
where else so now they are going to say instead of 
cash back [for] communities . . . no we are going to 
give cash back to government agencies. Madam 
Deputy Speaker, I would hope that they would recon-
sider that move and I would hope that they would give 
the cash back to the communities that require . . . the 
promises of which they made, they should keep their 
promises. 

Now we go— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That’s one of my constituents. It 
does not matter about that, she is one of my constitu-
ents. I sit up here representing her.  

When we go to page 13 and we get to con-
scription (the favourite topic of mine, Madam Deputy 
Speaker) because it says, “During this legislative ses-
sion, the Government will introduce amendments to 
the Defence Act 1965 to eliminate conscription.”Well, 
we saw what the Government thought about conscrip-
tion last week and how they . . . What was it? They 
objected to the tabling of a Bill. Madam Deputy 
Speaker, and I will ask anyone, how often in parlia-
mentary practise are first readings to Bills objected to? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Never! 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: How often?  

Unprecedented! A first reading of a Bill . . . 
and I know the Deputy Premier said he read the Bill 
but I am quite certain that the 19 Members on that 
side that voted to not even allow a first reading of a 
Bill did not read the Bill.  

I can understand that they did it, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, but the fact of the matter is that when 
you talk collaboration, when you talk about increasing 
transparency and making a democracy function bet-
ter, if a majority in Parliament will block a First Read-
ing of a Bill—a right that every Member of this House 
should have and in Parliamentary democracies 
worldwide every Member has—it is something that is 
just never done, what does that say about openness? 
What does that say about transparency? What does 
that say about collaboration? What does that say 
about the vibrancy of our democracy?  

It does not bode well, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. And I do believe that on this side of the 
House more Bills will come. I sincerely hope that the 
Government does not resort to the measures of which 
they employed and reject to a First Reading of a Bill. It 
is just something that is absolutely unprecedented to 
happen inside a parliamentary system in democracy. 
 So, now— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: What I will say is, when we go to 
page 14, it says, “The time has come for leadership in 
the public debate on marijuana. Therefore, in this 
Session, the Government will produce a public consul-
tation paper on the decriminalization of marijuana and 
an examination of its wider uses.” Well, we know that 
the Government is in possession of a lot of research 
from the Department for National Drug Control 
(DNDC), and I think that the Minister said that he is 
going to provide this research. But what I would say is 
that I support strongly what was said in our Throne 
Speech Reply insofar as drug policy reform. And it is 
my view that as a country we need to move quickly 
and we need not to be caught into moral arguments 
and we need to focus on science and we need to fo-
cus on finance.  

Why do I say science and why do I say fi-
nance? I say it because we have two choices. We can 
look at additional sources of revenue, or we could be 
faced with cuts that Members of the Government al-
ready tried to distance themselves from. Understand, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, those are the choices we 
face. Governance is about choices. And we can 
choose to regulate and tax a current legal market or 
we can choose to cut funding which will make a legal 
market more . . . more . . . how do I say it? More at-
tractive, because people need work and people need 
to eat. Those are the choices of which we face.  
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 I would much prefer for the constituents of 
mine, and the constituents everywhere in this House 
who happen to sell drugs, to at least sell them in a 
legal form where the government is collecting money 
on tax and people are paying payroll, pension, and 
saving for retirement, and not becoming drains on the 
system in the future. That is my view, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. My view is that when we talk about markets 
and we talk about market base, if there is a demand 
then  supply will come and Governments know from 
history that prohibition does not work. So I sincerely 
hope that the consultation paper that the Government 
produces will be a lot wider than just looking at de-
criminalisation so we can have a real debate with no 
holds barred and get a real consensus of where we 
stand inside this House as Parliament so we can 
move forward.  

It is not new. It is not novel. We have seen in 
many jurisdictions around the world people have 
changed their drug policies and they are having better 
results than we are having here in this country. 
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, because I 
have . . . how much time do you have Madam Deputy 
Speaker? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much. I am on 
time. I am going to go there. I am going to go there. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, that was what 
was in the speech. So I have covered the stuff that 
was in the speech, but it is amazing to see the stuff 
that was missing. Once again, we got talking shop 
about energy prices. But nothing substantive at all, 
just more promises when it comes to reduction of en-
ergy prices. That is it. So we know that the cost of liv-
ing is a problem but nothing when it comes to energy 
prices. So I would suggest that the One Bermuda Alli-
ance take a look at our Throne Speech Reply where 
we have practical answers on things to do with regard 
to energy prices. And that means reductions, yes, on 
fuel. But if you reduce the taxes on fuel then you can 
increase the tax in other places because taxes on fuel 
are throughout the country and they will make an im-
mediate impact on the fuel adjustment rates which 
make business uncompetitive, which make food 
prices more expensive when you have to talk about 
refrigeration inside of the supermarkets and also in 
people’s homes.  
 Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, do you know 
what else was missing from the Throne Speech? To 
big applause in February, the One Bermuda Alliance 
spoke about the indigent clinic. Where is it? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. E. David Burt: Because we know that the prom-
ises that they did not do in the first time were in the 
Throne Speech again—such as conscription, such as 

talk about, you know, cracking down on taxes and all 
the rest—but nothing about the indigent clinic—
nothing about Lamb Foggo either, but nothing about 
the Indigent Clinic. Could it be that the One Bermuda 
Alliance, in their haste for probably another politically 
charged Throne Speech that they had in February, 
found out that, Oh, we do not have the money that it 
requires to open an indigent clinic. Maybe that is what 
happened because it is completely missing and I do 
not believe that the Minister spoke on it. So— 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of Order, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: What is the point of order? 

 
POINT OF ORDER 

[Misleading] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. The clinic does not 
require legislation— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And, as such, it is 
not necessary to have it included in the Throne 
Speech because the legislative agenda is what is out-
lined in the Throne Speech.  

It does not require legislation, and— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: What the— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin:— it is already up 
and running. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Member? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much. 
 But, Madam Deputy Speaker, let me go on 
because I know my time is short. 
 Now, what is important and what is required is 
more revenue—new sources of revenue, diversifica-
tions out of our economy. And there is nothing inside 
of the Government's Throne Speech that speaks to 
that. Nothing at all. Now, what I would say, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, is that we will have choices to make 
in the near future. Choices of whether or not we are 
going to embrace the things that are put down in the 
Government’s SAGE Committee report or we can look 
at a new way of doing things.  

I think, Madam Deputy Speaker, that we need 
to be bold and we need to look at things. The things 
that will help is . . . we need competition inside of our 
banking sector that will bring more loans, lower inter-
est rates and provide better products for the people in 
Bermuda. We need innovation in our monetary policy. 
Yes, Madam Deputy Speaker, I said innovation in our 
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monetary policy, which has aided the recovery in the 
United States, in Europe and around the world. And 
we need a permanent reduction in the cost of living. 
And that means to rebalance the economy not just 
one day in some—not all—supermarkets.  

I think that we need to focus on that because I 
do not wish the Premier to have to figure out which of 
the five Ministers he is going to fire to get down to the 
SAGE requirement of eight. We need to be able to 
have choices. We need to be able to have flexibility. 
And I do believe that one thing that was called for in-
side of our Reply is the need for a Revenue Commis-
sion because what we need is to focus on new 
sources of revenue and clawing some revenue back. 
It cannot all be cut; it has to be revenue as well. 
 So what I will say is that we need a balanced 
approach and the Government’s Throne Speech does 
not provide that. It does not speak to jobs, save for a 
few temporary jobs at the golf course and a recycled 
PLP idea about air traffic control. If the people want a 
party with a vision they need to look no further than 
the comprehensive document done by the Progres-
sive Labour Party.  

If they want growth, if they want diversity, they 
need to take a look at this document, and if they want 
a progressive agenda that helps Bermudians the 
PLP’s Throne Speech Reply is the place to look. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Minister of Finance 
from Devonshire East constituency number 11, the 
Honourable Everard T. (Bob) Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member woke me up, so— 
 
An Hon. Member: Literally! 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Literally, yes! Literally, he 
woke me up. 
 I have listened with interest to remarks of the 
Honourable Members today about the Throne Speech 
and the Throne Speech Reply. As it relates to the Re-
ply given by the Honourable Opposition Leader, I was 
somewhat perplexed because on the one hand the 
Opposition calls for collaboration. And then, very 
shortly after that, in fact I think on page 3, almost in 
the same breath, the Opposition calls the Govern-
ment, and I quote, “cynical,” engaging in “modern day 
wickedness,” “vile” and “deceptive.” Now, is it Dr. 
Jekyll, that talks about collaboration, or Mr. Hyde, who 
calls people they are going to collaborate with “cyni-

cal,” “engaging in wickedness,” “vile” and “deceptive”? 
What sensible person will collaborate with such a per-
son? Or, who is that person? Who is that person with 
a split personality? At one point—at any point in time 
we do not know whether the Opposition is Dr. Jekyll or 
Mr. Hyde. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Deputy Speaker: Member, I would like to just 
point out that we need to treat each individual with 
respect and, while you have not mentioned anyone—  
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: No, I have not mentioned 
anyone. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: I would just like to . . . and I 
know it is in the Throne Speech [Reply] and I am just 
pointing that out. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you. 
 These remarks are addressed to the Reply 
itself. 
 Now, Madam Deputy, yes, the Chair has spo-
ken. 
 I am just going to reflect on some remarks 
given by Honourable Members during the day. I can-
not remember which Honourable Member this was. I 
think it was Honourable Member Mr. Brown (I might 
be wrong, though, Mr. Brown, so if you did not say this 
forgive me), that [said] our Throne Speech did not ad-
dress any issues affecting working people.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: To me, the primary issue 
of jobs is the primary issue in this country. And I would 
say that that issue affects working people, because 
many working people are not working. So I do not 
know how our Throne Speech missed the principal 
issue because the principal issue of our Throne 
Speech was and is jobs. So that criticism clearly holds 
no water. 
 We know where these jobs come from. And 
some of the speeches that we have had today seem 
to indicate that some of the Honourable Members on 
the other side either do not know where jobs come 
from, or have forgotten where jobs come from. So I 
will remind them where jobs come from. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: They do not come from 
the tooth fairy. They come from this very boring thing 
called foreign exchange. That is where jobs come 
from in Bermuda.  

You know, you can have all the increase en-
trepreneurship you like. And I am all for entrepreneur-
ship for our Bermudians; I have done that for 25 years 
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myself. I am all for it. But all of us can go out—all of us 
who want to—and start our own businesses, you 
know, whatever it is . . . making ice cream, you know, 
have a shop, whatever it is. You can do all that. But if 
this Island does not earn enough foreign exchange 
those businesses will inevitably fail. Quite frankly, they 
will not last six months because we have to use that 
foreign exchange to bring everything onto this Island 
and without it we are done.  

If we are going to create jobs in this country 
we have to increase the fuel that creates the jobs. En-
trepreneurship among Bermudians feeds off foreign 
exchange. But if we do not have enough of it we can-
not win. This Government is focused on increasing 
foreign exchange into this Island. That foreign ex-
change is spent multiple times in our community. It is 
called a multiplier effect. Every time it is multiplied it 
goes into the hands and pockets of Bermudians. That 
is how this machine works. That is how it works.  

It does not matter who the Government is so 
long as this one thing continues, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. And that one thing is so long as we are an 
Island in the middle of the Atlantic it is about earning 
foreign exchange. I reckon that that is not going to 
change.  

We have heard all kinds of rhetoric on the 
other side about all kinds of things, but we have not 
heard anything about that. I reckon that on this side 
we know about foreign exchange. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I do not like interrupting peo-
ple when they are in the flow but it would be remiss of 
me not to remind the Honourable Member that that 
point is a contradiction when you look at the Wharf 
and the foreign exchange that went out of the country 
to ship in equipment. And the rent of the equipment 
was not paid in Bermuda dollars. It was paid in foreign 
exchange. You cannot have it both ways! And every 
piece of equipment was right here with the expertise 
and the experience of several people. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Point of order, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: The Member is misleading the 
House. What he is saying is absolutely untrue. Those 
pieces of equipment were not here at all. 
 

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: In any case, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, even if that was not so, the im-
provement of Heritage Wharf had to be made. And we 
had to import things to bring it up to code so that we 
could earn a stream of foreign exchange into the fu-
ture. It is an investment so we can have a stream of 
foreign exchange in the future.  

So, I do not know what point the Honourable 
Member is trying to make but that is clarifying that par-
ticular situation. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, there is another 
point that I would like to make that seems to be 
missed in the debate so far. And that is the issue of 
competitiveness. I spoke to the tripartite conference 
the other day about it. Bermuda has become uncom-
petitive. If you want any proof of that there is this one 
thing that easily proves it. I do not know any other 
country that has had four consecutive years of eco-
nomic contraction. I do not know of anyone. If some-
one in this room knows of another country that has 
had four years of economic contraction I would be 
very happy to be informed. But I do not know any 
country that has had it other than us.  
 
An Hon. Member: Not even Greece. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Not even Greece. That is 
correct—not even Greece—of four consecutive years, 
maybe five. Who knows?  

The fact that we have had this extended re-
cession is proof positive that Bermuda has become 
uncompetitive. Certainly uncompetitive in tourism—we 
are working on that—and less competitive in interna-
tional business. We lost a lot of international business 
over those four years. The thing that this Government 
is trying to do is to rebuild our competitiveness, and it 
is really critical for us to rebuild our competitiveness.  

Part of that lack of competitiveness has to do 
with the performance of the former Government. They 
do not like to hear this. I know they don’t like to hear 
this, but these are the facts. They not only allowed, 
but aided and abetted, the overheating of the econ-
omy in 2003/04.  

When I took over the Ministry of Finance there 
were a lot of things that I found out over a long period 
of time, over the last 10 months. One of the things that 
I discovered, I guess it was during the summer, was 
that there was a Memorandum of Understanding 
signed by the then Government in 2003 with the new 
owners of Bank of Bermuda. Now, people have to 
cast their minds back to what was going on in 2003. 
But it was a fairly long Memorandum of Understand-
ing.  

The thing that jumped out of that Memoran-
dum of Understanding to me was that the Minister of 
the day required the bank to increase credit for credit 
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cards significantly, increase loans and mortgages by 
$300 million or $400 million, and then also to do a 
whole set of retail banking that they were doing any-
way. But the significance of that is that the economy 
was already running in red line at that point.  

When the bank complied with the request of 
the Government to increase credit, that was when you 
started to see these 100 per cent mortgages start to 
happen. You know what the result was? The result 
was that the next year the GDP of Bermuda increased 
by 12 per cent in a year—12 per cent! And the year 
after that it was 9 per cent. Really out of control. Phe-
nomenal. So there was an aiding of and an abetting of 
this overheating. 
 I have been talking about this for years—
those of us who have been up here with me know 
this—I have been talking about it on the floor down at 
the Senate. I have been talking about this for ages. 
But there I had in front of me the proof of what I had 
been saying for years—this MOU with HSBC. They 
have been responsible for this erosion of competitive-
ness that we have in this country and we are still try-
ing to get out of it.  
 I will move on to something else, and one of 
my favourite hobby horses. I know I have a disagree-
ment with the Honourable Member Mr. Brown on this, 
but there is another reason that we have this ex-
tended recession. Somebody has already asked the 
question, How come this is happening to us and no-
body else? One of the reasons is the decline in the 
population of this country.  

One of the things that we did when we were 
on the road show promoting the bond issue in finan-
cial capital this summer was that we kept talking (par-
ticularly me) about this thing called the Delta Formula  
which is a very simple thing. It has been in the local 
newspapers by one of the economic commentators. It 
is a very simple thing. It says the change in GDP of a 
country equals the change of population plus change 
in productivity. It is pretty simple. If you have a signifi-
cant decline in your population it is almost impossible 
to have a positive change in GDP.  

Bermuda has had a significant decline in its 
population. The Honourable Member was making the 
case from Bermuda Government statistics, but I will 
be the first person to tell you that those statistics are 
not right. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: They are not right under 
our Government. They were not right under their Gov-
ernment. They are not right! The only thing I can say 
is that under my Ministry I am going to work to make 
them right! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am going to make sure 
they get right. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am making sure that 
they get right. But right now they are not right because 
everybody knows— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards:—everybody knows that 
there has been significant decline in the population of 
Bermuda. It is obvious. It is obvious.  

Why have rents gone down in Bermuda? Be-
cause there are fewer tenants. The private schools 
are all half empty because the expat children have 
gone back. Why is the traffic not so bad in the morn-
ings like it was six or seven years ago? Because there 
are fewer cars on the road. We actually have lower 
payrolls in the Tax Commissioner’s office.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The evidence is clear. So 
for the Honourable Member to get up here and try to 
live in an alternate universe . . . maybe it is a nice in-
tellectual exercise, but it is not helping us do anything. 
Right? It is not helping us to do anything. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Point of Clarification. Is the Minis-
ter saying that you do not believe the statistics— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: One minute. Excuse me. 
 Minister would you accept that point of clarifi-
cation? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am not going to yield for 
a point of clarification. If it were a point of order . . . 
No.  

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, we need more 
people in Bermuda. We need more people in Ber-
muda. Where are these people going to come from? 
Are we going to generate them biologically? Well, we 
might do that but it is going to take another 30 years 
to do that.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: It will take another 30 
years to do that.  

So how are we going to get these people? In 
the Delta Formula, how are we going to get these 
people? The only way we are going to get these peo-
ple is to get them from someplace else. We are not 
going to materialise them. They have to come from 
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abroad. That is the only way we are going to get the 
population up to help our economy to grow.  

We have heard this extreme of anti-foreign 
rhetoric here today from the opposition. Extreme anti-
foreign rhetoric! 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Point of order. Point of order. 
Point of order. 
 The comments that are being made on this 
side are not anti-foreigners. It is trying to put Bermudi-
ans first. That is the message—putting Bermudians 
first. If we put Bermudians first then Bermuda does 
well for everybody; everybody will benefit. But put 
Bermudians first. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. 
 Minister. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is not what I heard. 
That is not what I heard, and that is not what Ber-
mudians heard. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is not what Ber-
mudians heard. 
 
An Hon. Member: You were sleeping! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: You know, you can put 
Bermudians first—that is fine. But if you do not have 
jobs to put Bermudians in first, second, or third, it 
does not make any difference! I am talking about 
creation of jobs and the only way, Honourable Mem-
ber, that jobs are going to be created in this country is 
we have to get more non-Bermudians in this country! 
That is the only way. That is the only way. Bermudi-
ans are not going to be able to create jobs for Ber-
mudians. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is one hypothesis. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is not a hypothesis. 
That is a fact. 
 
[General uproar] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The way this machine 
works, Madam . . . You know, the Opposition was in 
Government for 14 years and never figured out how 
this machine works. They just never figured it out. 

They still do not know how it works. It does 
not take a genius. They still do not know how it works.  

The Honourable Member Dr. Gibbons said it 
earlier, the two to one ratio. You bring in a foreigner, 
in particular in international business, and it creates 
two jobs for Bermudians. You have to bring in these 
people to create jobs for Bermudians.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: These are the facts. That 
is the way the machine works. You can take all kinds 
of political rhetoric and try to make it look like you are 
being concerned about people. But if you do not know 
how the machine works and you do not work it the 
way it is supposed to work then you are not going to 
get the results.  
This is one of the reasons we are in a four year reces-
sion because we had a Government that did not know 
how the machine worked. You know, geez. so . . . 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Speaker, Madam 
Speaker, a point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The Member is misleading 
the House.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: How? 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Certainly under the previ-
ous Government you have the doubling of the GDP 
and you also had a significant rise in foreign workers 
coming into the country which puts— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong:—by his analysis it is saying 
that is the way the machine was working. The PLP 
Government obviously was working the machine the 
right way. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Deputy Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that Honourable Member was not listening to my 
story, unfortunately. That was when the PLP was 
overheating the economy when— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That was when you were 
overheating the economy. But now— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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The Deputy Speaker: Is this a point or order? 

Member? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Again, the Member is mis-
leading the House. I also said that we had a signifi-
cant rise in the number of foreign workers coming into 
the country during that period. Ipso facto. Based on 
his view on how the machine works, the PLP was in 
concert with that view.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Like I said, that was when 
they were overheating the economy.  
 On to my next point, with the Honourable 
Member Mr. Brown. Now, he was saying that he un-
derstood the way the machine worked because the 
machine works on foreign exchange. He actually said 
that. He said that we need that capital. But what he 
forgot was that the people come with the capital. You 
do not separate—and you cannot separate—the peo-
ple from the capital. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Point of order. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: The Honourable Member is 
clearly misleading the House. I said that I do appreci-
ate and understand the importance of foreign capital 
and that while some capital can come in the form of 
international business, other foreign earnings can 
come in the form of tourism.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, yes you did. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is exactly what he said. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am talking about inter-
national business here. The people come with the 
capital. And they come with the capital of tourism, too. 
Same thing, I mean, the same rule applies. So I do 
not know what your point of order is.  

The people come with the capital. You cannot 
get their money without them. And somehow the PLP 
got some notion that you can separate the two. We 
want your money, but we do not want you!  

I am sorry, it does not work that way. It does 
not work that way. You cannot engage—as they did 
as a Government—in anti-foreign rhetoric and expect 
the people to stay and expect their money to stay. It 
does not work that way. If you carry on . . . and we 
had some of it today—anti-foreigner rhetoric, as a 
Government when they were doing that they— 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Point of order.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
the Member again is misleading the House. The PLP 
never indulged—Government or party—in anti-
foreigner rhetoric. 

There is a distinction to be made between 
anti-foreigner rhetoric and pro-Bermudian rhetoric! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I stand by my anti-
foreigner rhetoric. I stand by that, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. Some of it is reflected in here. A lot of it is 
reflected in what we heard today.  

A ton of it was reflected when they were on 
this side of the House. And that is when they did 
damage. They are not going to do much damage now. 
They are not going to do much damage now. But they 
did a heck of a lot of damage when they were over 
here, on that anti-foreigner rhetoric.  

The sad thing is that they do not seem to have 
learned [from] their mistakes. They have not learned 
[from] their mistakes. They are still on the same bad 
track that they had been on over here. They would like 
to distance themselves from their record. We heard 
that. They are saying that there is a new leadership 
and all that sort of stuff. But you know, when I look 
over there I only see actually one Member there who 
was not in some sort of political action before. The 
rest of them are kind of familiar faces.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Not you. You were a Jun-
ior Minister. So you were inside, yes. So we have . . . 
how much time do I have left? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you. 
 Time really flies when you are having fun, yes. 
 
[Laughter] 
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Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: They are not that new. 
But at the same time, they do not seem to have 
learned from their mistakes because we are hearing 
the same thing as when they were over here and 
when they messed up the economy.  
 I want to say one or two more things. There 
was another thing the Honourable Member [said] (un-
fortunately, the Learned Member is not here) which 
caught my ear (the Honourable Member Mr. Michael 
Scott). He said that international business is capable 
of looking after itself. He did say that. That caught my 
attention. I have to say that that is not true. It cannot 
look after itself. That is another one of the reasons 
that we are in this four-year extended recession be-
cause the Government was not looking after interna-
tional business. It has to be looked after. A case in 
point: Right now what we are having to do in my Min-
istry about the fact that France has blacklisted Ber-
muda.  

France has blacklisted Bermuda. And it is 
costing international business a lot of money. In the 
short time that that blacklist was announced this 
summer between (I think) August and now, over $44 
million of reinsurance contracts that were coming to 
Bermudian companies have been cancelled.  

My point is that the Ministry of Finance has 
been working day and night to try and get us off that 
blacklist. So international business cannot take care of 
itself. We live in a hostile world. As an offshore terri-
tory we live in a hostile world, and it requires the Gov-
ernment of the day to go to bat and to nurture interna-
tional business as much as it has to nurture tourism. 
We have to nurture our businesses for them to suc-
ceed, and that is the role of Government.  

For the Opposition to say these things will 
take care of themselves—they do not. And, quite 
frankly, I think this is kind of the whole notion of how 
they got elected. People thought that business would 
take care of itself and they would just divvy up the pie 
in a different way from what it was before, and of 
course we now know that the pie actually shrunk. We 
have to continue to grow that part. 
 Just a brief statement on some of the num-
bers that we released the other day: We saw that 
Government revenues were up. We did not increase 
taxes materially and the fact that the Government 
revenue is up these first six months is a good signal 
for Bermuda, because that means that there is more 
business activity going on. Unfortunately, our ex-
penses were up as well. And the Honourable Member 
Mr. Lister (who is not here anymore) made hay on that 
one. But there are two reasons for that, two broad 
reasons for that.  

The first reason is that the costs for last year 
were understated because the PLP Government did 
not spend money on civil servants’ pensions. So there 
was a significant underpayment, which is an artificially 
low number compared to an artificially low number. 

The second one is, as the Honourable Member Mr. 
Lister said, inertia in Government. And that is why we 
got the SAGE Commission to look at and we are go-
ing to look at all of those recommendations and we 
are going to do our very best to follow them. I can say 
that the likelihood of us following all of them slavishly 
is zero. We are a Government, you know. We are not 
taking orders; we are taking recommendations. So 
that is that particular one.  
 I know my time is running low so I am going to 
start getting through these things quickly. How much 
time do I have? One minute. 
 I am going to skip over the comments that the 
Honourable Member made about new Bermudian 
hires. You know, Madam Deputy Speaker, they did 
not create any jobs when they were Government in 
the last four years. We created some jobs. They do 
not like it so they are picking at it. But those folks who 
got new jobs because of our policy are happy. And 
because they are happy, I am happy. So I will just 
move on from that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I want to make my last 
point on the property market, because this is impor-
tant. The Honourable Member was talking about the 
property market.  

What we have in Bermuda is very important 
with the property market. The property market in Ber-
muda needs to be buoyant. It does not need to be 
running out of control like it was, you know, eight 
years ago, but it needs to be buoyant. We cannot 
have our property prices in Bermuda going down. The 
banks will not lend money using property as collateral 
if they think that the price of the property is going to go 
down. It is one of the reasons that the banks are not 
lending money in Bermuda. It is because of weak 
property prices. They already have loans that are un-
derwater because of weak property prices, so the col-
lateral aspect of property is critical.  

We have to take measures in this country to 
firm up property prices so that those folks that the 
Honourable Member says cannot afford to buy a 
house can at least be able to get financing, because 
right now he cannot get any kind of financing for any-
thing. Those small businesses who want financing to 
start up cannot get money from the banks, because 
the likely collateral they will have will be real estate. 
So they will not be able to get property. It is very im-
portant for us to firm up our property prices so that we 
can release some of the credit in this economy so that 
we can help kick-start the Bermudian economy.  
 I am out of time. I will sit down. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members? 
 Thank you. 
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 The Chair recognises the Deputy Premier and 
Minister of Public Safety from Smith’s North, constitu-
ency number 10, the Honourable Michael H. Dunkley. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
thank you. 
 The hour is late, but in this important debate it 
certainly is, I think, valuable to spend some time and 
to say a few things about the Throne Speech. 
 Let me first start out by saying as my col-
leagues have that I am proud to be part of the One 
Bermuda Alliance Government and of the speech 
from the Throne that was delivered by His Excellency 
and presented by the Honourable Premier to His Ex-
cellency the Governor last Friday. In spite of some of 
the words I have heard from Honourable Members on 
that side shortly after the speech was presented—that 
they were shocked and they were disturbed and it was 
lacking of substance—this is a very comprehensive 
document that one of the Honourable Members on 
that side, the Independent Member said that if they 
implement this document it will go a long way to turn-
ing Bermuda around. Those were the Honourable 
Member’s words.  
 In this document there are over 40 pieces of 
legislation that we viciously will tackle. So this is a 
very comprehensive document. 
 Now, on the other hand, in the Reply to the 
Throne Speech for the first page and a half, as I fol-
lowed the Honourable Opposition Leader, I was quite 
excited by the tone of the document. It started out 
very promising talking about some of the things that 
they could support that were in the Throne Speech 
itself. But then it totally changed. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The tone of the language 
changed. We started to see words like “wickedness,” 
“cannot keep their story straight,” “stifled voices of 
criticism,” “political sorcery,” “intimidation tactics,” 
“embraces One Bermuda while everyone else is 
shoved underneath the bus,” “newly re-arisen oligar-
chic spirit,” “hatred and jealousy,” “massive job 
cuts.”  Madam Deputy Speaker, that type of language 
in the Throne Speech or a Reply to a Throne Speech 
certainly does not set the table, in my opinion, for a 
very successful session going forward.  

To piggyback on that at 7:30 this morning 
many of the honourable colleagues in this Honourable 
Chamber went to the Parliamentary Prayer Breakfast 
where we heard a message about working together; 
where we heard a message about mutual understand-
ing, respect and tolerance. And shortly after that it is 
blown all out of the water. So I was disturbed by the 
tone through the document.  

But then, as I read through the document, it 
struck me that I had heard a lot of what the Opposition 

had said in there before. So I looked at the February 
15th [Reply to the] Throne Speech—the first one—as 
the PLP has been back in Opposition, 10 months from 
today. The majority of what they said in that February 
15th document is rewritten verbatim in this November 
15th document. Cut and paste. Cut and paste. Page 
after page after page.  

So, I started to wonder. If this is a new vision 
they just tried to recast it in a different way. But it cer-
tainly did not fool . . . I do not think it is going to fool 
too many people as they move forward. 
 Here is an Opposition that did not end con-
scription but now all of a sudden they say they will. 
Fourteen years. They talk about the stop lists, but they 
never addressed marijuana reform and all of a sudden 
they will. They talk about free-up—but the former 
Government tied up Bermudians and created unem-
ployment throughout the Island. They did not touch 
the sexual offenders registry, and now all of a sudden 
they have the clarity of vision to do it.  

They say they are going to develop a cruise 
ship port in St. George's but they killed the one we 
had in Hamilton and St. George's. Amazing!  

They want a revision of the 2008 Bermuda 
Plan which I think they passed in 2010/11, but it is a 
plan they produced. They want to revise it, when it 
was late. They talk about streamlining the planning 
process and the objective process when all we saw 
was planning ministers get fired in political interfer-
ence.  
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: They say let us dismantle 
the failed middle school system. But in 14 years what 
did they accomplish? It goes on and on and on.  

They say Bermudians are the victims of the 
global economic crisis that has devastated communi-
ties across the globe, and yet they fail to acknowledge 
the challenges that they created in Bermuda.  

They say that they will develop the Bermuda 
College into a fully endowed university. But in 14 
years, what did they do? Honourable Member Jeanne 
Atherden spoke eloquently to why that would not 
work. But it is amazing that they just keep repeating 
from February 15th to November 15th the same argu-
ment, that is just not going to wash.  

They say they will work with local banks on 
solutions to keep struggling Bermudians in their 
homes. Well, wait a second. The recession did not 
start this week, this month or this year. So what were 
they doing in the last four or five years in power when 
the recession started to turn on Bermudians? All of a 
sudden they want to start to work with the banks when 
they are in Opposition. Hmmm.  

They criticise the 10 per cent discount in 
stores and say stores are making out like bandits. Yet, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, they are the ones who gave 
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the payroll tax rebate to the bandits. The comments 
came from that side. Very, very interesting. 
 Then they say—this really made me in-
trigued—on the bottom of page 15, “Critics and those 
with a genuine concern for the future of our people 
and our island home will naturally have two questions; 
Why didn’t you do any of these things when you were 
government and how will you pay for it?”  

It goes over to page 16 and it says, “To the 
first question our answer is simple . . . with new lead-
ership comes a new vision . . .”  

I thought, That is interesting. With new lead-
ership comes a new vision. But look at the benches 
there. Honourable Member Blakeney, former Cabinet 
Minister; former Member Scott, former Cabinet Minis-
ter; Honourable Member Bean, former Cabinet Minis-
ter; Honourable Member Burgess, former Cabinet 
Minister; Honourable Member Wilson, former Cabinet 
Minister; Honourable Member Weeks, former Cabinet 
Minister; Honourable Member De Silva, former Cabi-
net Minister; Honourable Member Roban, former 
Cabinet Minister; Honourable Member Lister I think 
was in the Cabinet and Honourable Member Furbert—
he has been all over the place and has been in the 
Cabinet.  

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is not new 
leadership because the Cabinet is the leadership of 
this Island. That is not new leadership.  

And they talk about a vision? I know it is night-
time, but I am telling you, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that is not a vision; it is a fantasy. It is hallucination. It 
is just trickery of words. That is all it is.  

That is why the Opposition needs to under-
stand that it is not even a year. And if they think they 
can convince members of the public that the One 
Bermuda Alliance is not on the right track and we are 
moving this Island forward, they are dreaming. It is 
almost 2:00 in the morning, but they are dreaming. 
That is not new vision. It is the same old vision across 
the floor and now they are going to try to convince 
people it is something different.  

Now, really, all of a sudden they will tackle 
these important issues— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order. He is mislead-
ing the House.  
 
The Deputy Speaker: Please clarify. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The Opposition is not trying 
to convince the people. The people are being con-
vinced by the OBA. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: That is not a point of or-
der. That is his opinion, and he has already had a 
chance to speak a couple of hours ago. 

 A year ago two of the major issues were our 
economy, and a lot is wrapped up in that (job creation 
and things like that), and crime. In the Reply to the 
Throne Speech I asked Honourable Members to find 
the word “crime” in this document. Anywhere! Find the 
word “crime.” Did it slip off the map? You have forgot-
ten about it already? You are not concerned about 
crime on the Island? Anywhere, find the word “crime.”  

Now I can sit here, and my colleagues and I 
would take it as a pat on the back that we are doing a 
tremendous job. But we know we still have a mountain 
to climb. We have made some great progress, but we 
still have a mountain to climb. These guys have for-
gotten about one of the important issues—making our 
community safer. That is the foundation of how we 
turn our economy around. It is void. There is nothing 
in there. 
 What happened to the vision? Has crime 
slipped out of the vision? Have gangs slipped out of 
the vision? Have our young people slipped out of that 
vision? And yet they want to come with these tooth-
less attacks on some of the things that we have in our 
Throne Speech. Toothless attacks!  

I heard the Honourable Member, the Shadow 
Minister of Finance talk about, Good luck trying to ne-
gotiate conditions of service orders within the police. 
Let us know how you make out. Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I think the Honourable Member should know 
that if we say we are going to do something we are 
going to do it. We will report back to this Honourable 
Chamber on how we make forward.  

You know, I do not want anybody in this Hon-
ourable Chamber and throughout the Island to misun-
derstand when I say that I think the police do a tre-
mendous job and they have the support of this Gov-
ernment. We have shown it in the Budget last year. 
And the police have performed and done an admira-
ble job. But in these times you have to look at the 
conditions of service orders. Even the police are 
agreeable to talk on that.  

I do not know if Honourable Members on that 
side can remember, but the police have had their 
conditions of service increased drastically over the 
past 10 or 12 years. Now they have gotten ahead of 
what the rest of society is facing. And when that is the 
case, you have to look at it. Currently none of the po-
lice pay one penny of health insurance costs. This is 
something we need to discuss. I think it is fair that 
everybody carries a shared sacrifice.  

Now, if we cannot make some progress on 
that, then I think there is something wrong in this 
community. These are the types of things that we are 
talking about. We do not need to politicise those types 
of things. But these are difficult discussions. But I 
wanted to bring that up because the Honourable 
Member wants to make a mockery of these types of 
things.  

The other thing he wanted to try and make a 
mockery of was the 10 per cent discount days on 
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Wednesday. As I said in my press conference yester-
day, when the retailers came to the table it was not a 
question of if, it is how we are going to do it. Honour-
able Members on that side incessantly asked us 
[about] the progress that was being made. Time in 
and time out we saw parliamentary questions. We 
gave answers. They kept asking and we kept saying 
when we get some results we will report to you. We 
do not want to prejudice these negotiations. They are 
difficult negotiations.  

And I might say, [I] did not beat it. But I should 
have beat it more and I am going to beat it a little bit 
tonight. Those are the Honourable Members over 
there who formed a price commission, I think it was in 
July of 2011, and went all up and down the country 
and had meetings on it and talked about what they are 
going to do about food prices and everything. What 
happened?  
 
An Hon. Member: Nothing. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: No, no, no. Not zippo. 
There was a report.  

There was a report and the Honourable Mem-
ber, the Shadow Minister of Finance (who has left the 
Chamber now) . . . I remember sitting in the Senate, 
he talked about the report. Waxed eloquently about 
how great the work was and everything. But nothing 
happened. So the unmitigated gall of the Honourable 
Members to come to this Chamber and poo-poo— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: That is clean. Winnie the 
Pooh Pooh. How about that one? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
An Hon. Member: Winnie the Pooh! 
  
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Winnie the Pooh! Winnie 
the Pooh a 10 per cent rebate on discount days in the 
store.  

That is a slap in the face. That is a slap in the 
face to those business owners who understand that 
our people are hurting and will do something about it.  

What the Opposition is missing in their zeal to 
try and beat down progress and to try and beat back 
help is that we are trying to give to our people . . . 
what they are missing in their zeal is that this was the 
first step. We have said in public pronouncements it 
was a first step. Now, after we have this first step we 
are hearing some immediate and impactful relief. The 
retailers are going to look at that basket of food—the 
everyday items that people use—and see how we can 
get everyday low prices.  
 Now I am not going to get involved in the voo-
doo economics that I heard on that side, because it 
just does not work. You know, three month price set-

ting on certain items and then review. You cannot do 
that. Simple example, Madam Deputy Speaker, is 
eggs. They fluctuate up and down. And certainly 
around Easter, Thanksgiving and Christmas, I have 
seen the price of eggs in two weeks go up anywhere 
from $.75 to $1 per dozen. 
 
An Hon. Member: Because chickens do not under-
stand futures. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Chickens do not under-
stand futures. I know it is 2:00 in the morning but that 
is not even funny. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Because it is supply and 
demand. So when everybody is buying eggs at 
Easter, Thanksgiving and Christmas there are not 
enough eggs to go around so the price goes through 
the roof. So what happens in Bermuda if we set a 
price in October at $2.75 a dozen and, all of a sudden, 
the price that people who have to bring [the eggs in]  
shoots up over $3.00 to $3.50? Who is going to sell 
eggs at a loss? And then everybody is going to be 
hollering because we cannot get the eggs. Those 
voodoo economics do not work.  

If you are going to come up with a sugges-
tion—think it through. Go to the market, try to get an 
understanding. Do not try to put people out of busi-
ness and inconvenience people who do want to go 
into the stores and spend some money.  

We are genuine about trying to bring some 
help to our people. We took the first step. There will 
be more to come. Trust us. There will be more to 
come because we have that bit in between our teeth 
and we are not going to let that bit go, and the retail-
ers will work with us on this one because they under-
stand that we are all in this together. Do not forget! 
They have hurting people that work for them, their 
families—their brothers, sisters, their husbands, their 
wives are not working. They get it. They understand it.  

One of the Honourable Members said that fi-
nancial assistance vouchers will not be recognised for 
the 10 per cent discount. Nonsense! Nonsense! They 
will be. It is something we discussed. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: It will be taken care of. 
They will get the discount, so it will be taken care of.  

Do not come here and try to shoot down good 
sensible short-term solutions as we work towards a 
long-term solution. It is not going to work. We will con-
tinue to progress this thing so you guys should get on 
board and help us. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Now, the Honourable 
Member, the Shadow Finance Minister, also talked 
about using Cash Back for Communities to support 
Team Street Safe and Family Centre and FOCUS. I 
was appalled to see that the Honourable Member said 
that is not where the money is meant to go. Well, wait 
a second! It shows an acute lack of understanding of 
what Team Street Safe does!  

Those guys are at the pulse of where the 
challenges are in our community—trying to calm ten-
sions, trying to get in and deal with things before they 
inflame even more. They are highly trained overseas 
by the Boston StreetSafe, but are a Bermudian group 
that is working there. So why would we not fund them 
from Cash Back for Communities? Is that not helping 
to make our community better? Calming our commu-
nities? These guys have pulled young men from the 
hotbed of the gang life and started them back on to a 
path for a better life. I think that is a valuable invest-
ment that this Government is not afraid to make—in 
spite of the criticism from across this red carpet. 
 Now, Family Centre and FOCUS: They seem 
to have a division of opinion over there because some 
Members think that is a good support, but other Mem-
bers say we should not support FOCUS through Cash 
Back. FOCUS is helping [persons] who are addicted 
and have abuse problems. Does that not help get our 
people back—our communities back—on the right 
life? Family Centre is swamped with interventions in 
our family lifestyle now. Is that not the best place to 
put the money?  

This Government thinks long and hard before 
we make these types of decisions, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, and we will continue to make these deci-
sions, and it would be more helpful if the Opposition 
would support us moving forward. Because if they see 
that both sides of this House are working together we 
can make some progress in this. 
 In regard to the conscription Bill, I think I have 
discussed this subject enough where I do not need to 
beat it up at 2:00 [in the morning]. But the Honourable 
Member said that there has never been a Bill tabled 
by the Opposition that was not allowed to be tabled. 
That is not true. That is not true. Because I tried to 
bring a non-smoking Bill to this House about 2003/04 
and the Government would not allow it to be tabled.  

I worked with a well-known lawyer to draft the 
Bill. They would not allow it to be tabled. So we 
brought it back as a Motion, and then lo and behold 
after we debated the Motion this Government, in 
about a year, started to implement the legislation.  
 Now, I am not saying it was not right then it 
was not right now. But the reason, with this Conscrip-
tion Bill that was brought forward, is because it was in 
our Throne Speech, we are committed to doing it, and 
that Bill has some shortcomings that we will gladly 
work with the Opposition to overcome and get it for-
ward. We do not need to make this a political issue. 
We do not need to make this a political issue in any 

way. We are glad now that the Opposition is with us 
because we can move it forward at a better pace.  

And as we work through some of the chal-
lenges, which will inevitably take place with any legis-
lation, I think we can find common ground just as we 
can on the debate on marijuana. I am glad the Oppo-
sition—after 14 years of having the opportunity—has 
seen the way that it is something that we should do. It 
is interesting when, all of a sudden, the Government 
starts to talk about something and the community 
starts to think it is a good idea that the Opposition 
says, You know what? We better get on that train be-
fore it leaves the track without us.  

But you know, there is a lot of work that has to 
be done on this. And while I have read the Reply to 
the Throne Speech and looked at some of the things 
that the Opposition has said about what we should do 
with marijuana reform going forward, I do believe that 
we should allow the public to have their input as well. I 
think it could be very valuable in formulating the policy 
that will work because there are some changes that 
need to be made to that. 
 One other area I want to touch on is the man-
datory ID’s that was discussed by a number of col-
leagues in the debate here today. The suggestions 
made by Honourable colleagues on the other side I 
think are certainly fair. I think most colleagues know 
there are nine or ten different type of liquor licences 
and so we intend to focus in on the bars and night-
clubs for the mandatory ID's and the other licence will 
be a proof of age at that time.  

The occasional licence is something that we 
need to track, because that is where quite a lot of 
abuse can lie as we move forward and the places that 
convert from a restaurant to a nightclub after that, 
which we will take a look at when we bring the legisla-
tion. We are pleased that the Opposition is interested 
in this progressive move, and we will continue to keep 
the Opposition apprised of what we want to do as we 
make these changes.  

One thing is for sure. Just as we now debate 
marijuana reform, alcohol is a drug that too many 
Bermudians readily use and do not appreciate and 
understand the negative consequences it can have. 
And it has become a way of life; it has become a cul-
ture for too many of our young people. Unfortunately 
because they are young people they are growing, they 
are maturing, to abuse alcohol—to abuse any type of 
drug while you mature—certainly does not put you in 
a good position when you get older to be the best per-
son that you can be. I think we need to make sure that 
we have a stable framework which allows our young 
people to enjoy their lives but at least keeps them 
away from things that are not appropriate for that time. 
So I appreciate the opportunity for the Opposition to 
get involved with that. 
 I think I have covered much of what I wanted 
to say. I appreciate the opportunity to speak, and I am 
certainly pleased to have had the opportunity to work 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



158 15 November 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
with my Cabinet colleagues and the Premier and all of 
the Members in the back bench. I am certainly proud 
to have the second OBA Throne Speech delivered 
because this is a substantial piece of legislation 
agenda as we move forward. I know that with the work 
ethic that my colleagues and I have, when we come 
back again for the next Throne Speech we can say, 
Tick, done, promise delivered. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members 
that would like to speak? 
 There are no other Members. 
 The Chair recognises the Premier. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 I want to first just say thank you to everyone 
for the dialogue that we have had today. Albeit I know 
that we started out with the House basically asking if 
we could do this in two sessions and it was turned 
down by the Opposition, I am glad that we have had 
this time. It is now two o’clock — 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, the collaboration did 
not work.  

But, you know, this morning we started out 
with the opportunity of a Parliamentary Prayer Break-
fast. One of the things that I gleamed from that was, 
Why are we here? What drives us to be in the House 
of Assembly and to speak on behalf of the people of 
the country and our particular constituencies? What 
motivates us?  

I believe the overarching [goal] amongst all of 
us as we have debated is that we want a better Ber-
muda. I believe that all of us here in this House want a 
better Bermuda. Now we may debate back and forth 
as to how to get to that better Bermuda, but the over-
arching goal is a better Bermuda.  

Understanding the fact that Bermuda does not 
have any natural resources of its own—we are not 
able to sell gold or silver or the likes. We do not and 
cannot really sell our pink sand in any quantity that 
would affect our GDP. How do we get our economy 
moving for a better Bermuda? That is through invest-
ment. Investment in the shape of foreign direct in-
vestment, which would go towards money into infra-
structure and the likes, and through the financial sec-
tor of Bermuda.  

 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: But it is important, Mr. 
Speaker, that I spend a little time for our listeners to 

understand how this economy really works, the basics 
of it. There is no Bermuda dollar unless an investment 
dollar comes into this country. In other words, there 
are no jobs for Bermudians if no investment comes 
into the country.  

As you have just already heard from the Hon-
ourable Finance Minister, we have had four years of 
contraction—one of the only countries in the world 
that has experienced this. So we have to ask our-
selves the question, Why would an investor want to 
come to Bermuda? Why? We have these beautiful 
beaches. We believe we have a beautiful people here. 
Why would they come and invest in Bermuda?  

Well, after listening to the dialogue back and 
forth I can understand why there may be a challenge 
for some when they look at Bermuda to say, Why in-
vest? It is obvious, after listening to the dialogue, that 
some of us have crafted and perfected the art of 
throwing doubt over what is obvious. Bermudians driv-
ing into town . . . it is obvious. You can get a parking 
spot anywhere now. Our homes are not rented out like 
they used to be. And even after having lost many ho-
tels at different times, it is difficult to even fill them.  

This summer we had the opportunity of going 
to a tourism summit to try and understand from the 
world what is it that Bermuda needs to do. The over-
arching theme came back and the message was that 
we just were not in the game. We were not encourag-
ing the right incentives to get investment here. So if 
we want to get this country to where it needs to be, as 
I look at the four Members of the Opposition that are 
here now— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, they are here, I know. 
They are in other places, but . . .  

We need to get investment back into this 
country. To be cynical about those who invest or who 
give freely to help is a real concern of ours. It should 
be a concern! When grocers decide, Listen, this is just 
the beginning here of how we can help. Here is an 
opportunity; we are going to give 10 per cent and to 
be met with cynicism over something that was freely 
given—to help! And to have Members of the Opposi-
tion to come back and say, Well, we do not believe . . 
. there was no value proposition to this here . . . you 
must be getting something back for it and the liquor 
sales must be making up for this 10 per cent without 
looking at the reality that Lindo’s does not even open 
up on Sundays! This should be concerning to Ber-
muda that we would not do our homework, or even 
ask some basic questions so that it does not appear 
to the investors out there that we are a cynical people! 
And that when something good is done out of the 
goodness of the hearts of people there is some con-
spiracy involved. And that is why I go back to this 
comment as I have said already—throwing doubt over 
what is obvious.  
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We have to stop this. We talk about collabora-
tion, and for the most part I believe today there is a 
point in the right direction. I heard some really good 
stuff today. Because when I looked at the Reply to the 
Throne Speech I can agree that many of these that 
were proposed by the Opposition are good ideas for 
us to incorporate.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, we are doing much of 
it already. But to then back up some of the good work 
that you do with cynicism is ridiculous, and does us no 
favours whatsoever. None!  

People want action, I heard.  More people 
with steady income, I heard. And with the facts that 
are presented and given to Bermuda it is still met with 
cynicism. Revenues are up, and I heard the Honour-
able and Learned Member (he is not here), Brother 
Lister, from up Somerset say that, well, you know, he 
is trying to understand revenue is up by 7 per cent but 
expenditure is up by 10 per cent. Well, in 10 months 
no one—no accountant—would expect for Bermuda to 
have its revenue at a percentage higher than its ex-
penditure with the hole that we are in!  

You are not going to get out of the hole of this 
debt overnight, and certainly not out of the hole of the 
cynicism that exists. So if there really is to be some 
collaboration . . . and, of course, that was met with 
cynicism as well, over the OBA Government seeking 
out collaboration through the tripartite committee 
which is all about coming together and presenting 
ideas on how we move this country forward, how we 
move this country forward! A collective approach on 
how we get things moving. Because, quite frankly, 
yes, after looking under the hood the public of Ber-
muda wants to know how is it that we were able to 
negotiate deals that this country cannot afford. How 
was it that we were negotiating deals and giving bene-
fits that we financially could not afford as a country? 
Cannot afford it!  

And then to hear the cynicism, Oh, well you 
are going to be cutting jobs and you are going to be 
doing this and taking away benefits from the police 
and the like—the benefits should never have been 
given in the first place because we could not afford 
them! Where was the creativity then? An opportunity 
lost for honest dialogue and what is right for the coun-
try.  

I am not beating anyone up here. All I am say-
ing is that we have to move forward. And moving for-
ward means we need to have a real discussion about 
where we are.  

I heard the Honourable and Learned Member 
Blakeney say living in a— 

 
An Hon. Member: He is not a Learned Member. 
 

An Hon. Hon. L. Craig Cannonier:—living in a real, 
real world now. 
 
An Hon. Member: He is not Learned. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier:  I am not sure what a real, 
real world now is but I know that we are all living the 
reality of Bermuda right now. I do not need to repeat 
that reality because you are all living it.  

Many of us in here are having difficulty finan-
cially. That is the truth. But how do we get out of this? 
We ask the investor what is necessary for him to in-
vest in this country, and [then we] have a real dia-
logue about what they are suggesting, what we be-
lieve we are capable of and able to do to incentivise 
them for them to come here.  

I go through here and I heard comments, 
Governance is about choices. It really is about 
choices. And after looking under the hood and seeing 
the many recommendations over the years of the 
past, we did not make all the right choices. And, cer-
tainly, it is going to be difficult to get it all right in the 
future. But I have a real faith and belief in the people 
in this Honourable House—every one of the 36 of us. 
We have an opportunity. And I do not believe that it is 
by chance that any of us are here. You are here for a 
reason—to listen to the people who are saying come 
together and fix it for us.  

So what we need to do—and I am saying it to 
the Opposition and I am saying it to all of my Mem-
bers in the Government right now—you need to wake 
up and do some overtime! Nobody has the opportunity 
to slack right now because as the Premier of this 
country I do not have the luxury to play politics. I have 
to make some hard decisions based on the feedback 
that I get from you which is based on the feedback 
that you get from the people of this country. And now 
we have the SAGE Report with some real hard deci-
sions that have to be made.  
 It was this Government who said, for the first 
couple of months that we were here, that we need to 
have a SAGE Commission to bring something to-
gether while we are understanding what is going on to 
know what to do for the future. And it should be em-
braced by all of us.  

Then I have to read here in the Reply to the 
Throne Speech quotes that say “the trickle down is 
coming.” It is in quotes! No one on this side of the 
room has ever said trickle down is coming. That is 
irresponsible, misleading and playing politics with the 
lives of the people of this country. It is wrong! It is out-
right wrong.  

And do you know what? Out of all of this here 
I really did not get upset. You know, all of the lan-
guage that is in there—“vile” and “a leopard cannot 
change its colours.” No, a leopard is not going to 
change its colours. It is in here. Yes.  

I am looking at the Opposition. No, you are 
not going to change your colours. 
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[Laughter] 
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: But I am also looking here 
and saying, No, we are not going to change our col-
ours. Because we believe in something and we be-
lieve in the people of this country. And that is why we 
are targeting the investors, because without them 
there is no you; there is no me.  

If you take an example of what we have exist-
ing today—the number of people and the number of 
jobs and the lack of jobs, the number of organisations 
that are here—and we do not attract any more new 
business or anything like that, we cannot sustain our-
selves. There would be more poor; there will be more 
issues. How do you get new revenue into the country 
so that we do not experience that? Well, we get in-
vestment into the country. And you listen to what they 
say they believe will make them feel comfortable to 
come here.  

Yes, some things we are going to have to 
throw out. But there are many things that we are going 
to have to accept—like the rest of the world has to—
and get on with moving this country forward. After 400 
years we are still stuck with the same old arguments 
and the same old cynicism. And when given the truth 
you do not believe it. You do not believe it because 
you do not want to. You are not willing to accept the 
truth. That is a real problem for us, and the world is 
looking.  

And yes we are travelling and we are listen-
ing. I would love to tell all of Bermuda what I hear 
back. But you would not be happy, because there is a 
reflection on decisions that were made in the past. 
You have heard it. But what I was saying earlier was 
what bothered me most is that, you know, with our 
first Throne Speech I recall on the front (and I never 
really gave it any much thought) . . . I thought it was a 
wonderful cover. And I was asked, Do you like this? 
And I said, Oh yes, that is nice. It is a beautiful beach 
scene.  

But what I had not taken notice of was it was 
a beach scene of Tucker's Town on the cover. And we 
took all kinds of licks for having on the cover of our 
first Throne Speech, you know, a picture of Tucker's 
Town. And the debate in another place got really 
heated over the fact that we had a picture of Tucker's 
Town. Well, when I looked on to the cover of the Re-
ply to the Throne Speech, what do I see on the cover 
but a wonderful picture of Front Street.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: You know, we need to 
stop!  

We need to stop.  
Front Street!  
We just need to stop.  

 

[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: You took a picture of them. 
You put it on there. I did not do it. They do not exist.  

I did not say 40 Thieves. I said there was a 
picture of Front Street on here. That is what I said. 
And the Honourable Member that is speaking right 
now— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: If he would just simply lis-
ten to the basic logic that I am trying to bring out here, 
we need to stop with the cynicism. That is all I am 
saying. And in 10 months what I can say is this here: 
That with the positive direction and the facts that we 
see now, we are moving in the right direction.  

No one became wealthy or got out of debt 
overnight unless they won the lottery, or they wound 
up getting in trouble with the police a few months later 
for something that they did. This is going to take step 
by step, and practical steps, to ensure that the country 
gets on the right foot.  

It is imperative that we do that because every 
day all of us are running into people who are hurting. I 
believe that there are some good ideas that have 
come out of the Throne Speech and the Reply to the 
Throne Speech. So what I would like to do is to be 
able to merge all these ideas together and do away 
with the political bantering, and let us just get on with 
business. I believe that is what you want as well. I 
cannot believe that anyone in this room would deny 
that because that is what Bermuda wants. So we 
need to have the peoples’ backs and we need to get 
moving now.  

I want to thank all of you for your input—the 
good, the bad and the ugly, because, like Karen Car-
penter said, the wonderful path for us to get to, where 
we need to be, and the song says, It has only just be-
gun. It has only just begun.  

And so, at this time in the morning, Mr. 
Speaker, we have a lot of singers— 
 
An Hon. Member: Delirious!  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: But there is one other thing 
that I wanted to bring up: Not only is it that we want to 
have the investor coming to Bermuda, but we also 
want the expertise of Bermudians that are out there 
that I have had the liberty as Premier—a Premier has 
his cocktail party with those in Europe, students and 
those living abroad, to listen to suggestions and ideas 
that they have.  

We have some great things going on even in 
other countries. So we need to find a way to invigorate 
the market so that our people can come home and be 
creative and do the wonderful things that they have 
been doing abroad. But it will not happen until we can 
get the investor to depart with his wonderful money 
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into this beautiful country. They have got to invest. 
They have to invest through foreign direct investment 
and through our financial services that we have today. 
By starting here we can diversify into all of those other 
wonderful things as well. Some in parallel and some 
will take time.  

But we have a great opportunity as leaders of 
this wonderful place called Bermuda to get it right. We 
have no other choice. I, as a Premier, have no other 
choice but to do what is right because decisions we 
make today determine whether we remain this won-
derful place tomorrow. And that is what we want.  

So with that in mind I thank everyone for this 
opportunity that we have had. The input has been 
enlightening. Some of us have rubbed our heads over 
some comments, but it has been a good day—a good 
day—to be a Member of Parliament. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier and 
that brings to a close the debate on the Throne 
Speech and Reply. 
 The second Order of the day— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Oh, yes, sorry. Sorry, Honourable 
Member, the Motion. If the Honourable Premier— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier:  I move now, Mr. Speaker, 
that we adjourn until November the 22nd— 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Do you have the papers there? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier:  No I do not. 
 I move that we adjourn— 
 
The Speaker: Just move that the message from the 
Governor be approved. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I move now that the mes-
sage from the Governor be approved, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Message to be sent to the Governor. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, to be sent to the 
Governor. 
 
The Speaker: Right. We will get it right for you. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, sir. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you very much. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I appreciate that. 
 
The Speaker: We now move to the second Order of 
the Day. Carrying over Dr. Gibbons? 
 Dr. Gibbons is carrying it over. 
 What we will do though is the passage of the 
Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 
Amendment Bill 2013 and Mrs. Suzann Roberts-
Holshouser, you have the floor. 
 

PETITION 
 

BERMUDA MARITIME MUSEUM ASSOCIATION 
ACT 1978 AMENDMENT BILL 2013 

 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move the following petition together with the 
Report of the Joint Select Committee on Private Bills 
which was presented on Friday, May 31, 2013. The 
petition by Moniz and George Ltd. requesting the en-
actment of a Private Act as set out in the Bill entitled 
the “Bermuda Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 
Amendment Bill 2013” requesting that the Bermuda 
Maritime Museum Association be renamed the “Na-
tional Museum of Bermuda.” 
 

PRIVATE BILL 
 

FIRST READING 
 

BERMUDA MARITIME MUSEUM ASSOCIATION 
ACT 1978 AMENDMENT BILL 2013 

 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I move for leave 
to introduce and read for the first time by its title the 
following Private Bill: “Bermuda Maritime Museum 
Association Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013.” 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I move that the 
prayers of the petitioners be granted and, to give ef-
fect thereto, that without prejudice leave be granted to 
bring in the proposed Bill reprinted to accord with the 
recommendations of the Joint Select committee on 
Private Bills for the amendment thereof. 
 His Honour the Speaker stated that the nec-
essary certificates had been furnished. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
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SECOND READING 
 

BERMUDA MARITIME MUSEUM ASSOCIATION 
ACT 1978 AMENDMENT BILL 2013 

 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I move that un-
der the provisions of Standing Order 33(7) the remain-
ing stages of the said Private Bill be taken forthwith.  
 I move that the said Private Bill be read the 
second time in the House by its title only. "Bermuda 
Maritime Museum Association Act 1978 Amendment 
Bill 2013" 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I move that the 
Clauses and the Preambles of the said Private Bill be 
approved. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. 
 

THIRD READING 
 

BERMUDA MARITIME MUSEUM ASSOCIATION 
ACT 1978 AMENDMENT BILL 2013 

 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I move the said 
Private Bill be read the third time in the House by its 
title only and passed. 
 
The Speaker: And passed? Are there any objections 
to that? 
 There are none. 
 So this Private Bill is passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Bermuda Maritime Museum As-
sociation Act 1978 Amendment Bill 2013, read a third 
time and passed.] 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Good work, Honourable 
Deputy Speaker. 
 Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
move now that we adjourn until the 22nd of November. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 The House is now adjourned to Friday the 
22nd of November 2013. 
 

[Gavel] 
 
[At 2:29 am [16 November 2013] the House stood ad-
journed until 10:00 am, Friday, 22 November 2013.] 
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OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
22 NOVEMBER 2013 

10:03 AM 
Sitting Number 3 of the 2013/14 Session 

 
 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
8 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
The Speaker: Members, we have confirmation of the 
Minutes of 8th of November, and we are asking that 
the Minutes for the 15th of November be deferred. 
 Are there any objections to the Minutes of 
November 8th? 
 The Minutes are confirmed. 
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 8 November 2013 con-
firmed] 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
The Speaker: No announcements by the Speaker. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: No messages from the Senate. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: We have papers and communications, 
and I will recognise first the Honourable Minister of 
Public Safety, Minister Michael Dunkley. You have the 
floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

BERMUDA DRUG INFORMATION NETWORK  
ANNUAL REPORT  

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And good morning, col-
leagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of this Honourable House 
the Annual Report of the Bermuda Drug Information 
Network. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. That will be laid. 
 I will recognise again the Honourable Minister 
Dunkley.  

Minister Dunkley? 
 

SALE, PURCHASE AND LEASE AGREEMENTS 
BETWEEN CORPORATION OF CITY OF HAMIL-

TON AND PARTIES RELATING TO PORCH AT NO. 
68 NORTH STREET 

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of this Honourable House of 
Assembly the following leases, conveyance and 
agreements: The Sale and Purchase Agreement be-
tween the Corporation of the City of Hamilton and par-
ties relating to Porch at 68 North Street. 
 
The Speaker: You are going to do all of those leases, 
right? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: All at one time. 
 
The Speaker: So, Honourable Members, he is going 
to do all of them. 
 Okay. Carry on. 
 

GROUND LEASE FOR HAMILTON’S WATER 
FRONT BETWEEN CORPORATION OF HAMILTON 
AND ALLIED TRUST AND ALLIED DEVELOPMENT 

PARTNERS LTD 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes. 

The Ground Lease for Hamilton’s Water Front be-
tween the Corporation of Hamilton and the Allied Trust 
and Allied Development Partners Ltd. 
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CORPORATION AGREEMENT IN RESPECT OF 
DEVELOPMENT OF HAMILTON WATER FRONT 
BETWEEN CORPORATION OF HAMILTON AND 

ALLIED DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS LTD. 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Corporation Agree-
ment in respect of the development of the Hamilton 
Water Front between the Corporation of Hamilton and 
Allied Development Partners Ltd. 

 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND AGREEMENT 
FOR LEASE IN RESPECT OF REDEVELOPMENT 

OF PAR-LA-VILLE ROAD CAR PARK 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Development Agree-
ment and Agreement for Lease in respect of redevel-
opment of the Par-la-Ville Road Car Park, City of 
Hamilton, between the Corporation of Hamilton and 
Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 

 
GROUND LEASE BETWEEN THE CORPORATION 
OF HAMILTON AND PAR-LA-VILLE HOTEL AND 
RESIDENCE LTD. IN RESPECT OF THE PAR-LA-

VILLE HOTEL 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Ground Lease be-
tween the Corporation of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville 
Hotel and Residence Ltd. in respect of the Par-la-Ville 
Hotel, City of Hamilton.  

 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

CORPORATION OF HAMILTON, ALLIED TRUST 
AND ALLIED DEVELOPMENT PARTNERS LTD. IN 
RESPECT OF REDEVELOPMENT OF HAMILTON 

HARBOUR AND WATER FRONT 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Development Agree-
ment between the Corporation of Hamilton, the Allied 
Trust and Allied Development Partners Ltd. in respect 
of the redevelopment of the Hamilton Harbour and 
Water Front. 

All of those should be on the CD which Mem-
bers will find in their seats. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Any objections to those leases being laid? 
 There are none. 
 I will now recognise the Honourable Minister, 
Dr. E. G. Gibbons.  

Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

BERMUDA EDUCATORS COUNCIL (EXEMPTION) 
(2013 TO 2014 SCHOOL YEAR) AMENDMENTS 

(NO. 2, 3 AND 4) ORDER 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I have 
the honour to attach and submit for the information of 
this Honourable House the Bermuda Educators 
Council (Exemption) (2013/14 School Year) Amend-
ments (Nos. 2, 3 and 4) Order 2013, by command laid 
for the information of the House. 
 Mr. Speaker, I gather the online copies have 
been circulated. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Are there any objections to that being laid? 
 There are none. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are no petitions. 
  

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS  
AND JUNIOR MINITERS 

 
The Speaker: We move now to Statements by Minis-
ters. 

I will recognise first the Honourable Minister of 
Public Safety, Minister Dunkley.  

You have the floor. 
 

BERMUDA DRUG INFORMATION NETWORK—
RELEASE OF 2013 ANNUAL REPORT  

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
The first Statement is in connection with the release of 
the 2013 Annual Report of the Bermuda Drug Infor-
mation Network. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Public Safety, 
through the Department for National Drug Control, has 
completed the third Annual Report of the Bermuda 
Drug Information Network, or commonly known as 
BerDIN. This year’s Annual Report provides analysis 
of a two-year trend (2012 data in comparison with 
2011) based on the available data provided by agen-
cies to describe changes over this specified period. 
This publication represents the work of a broad spec-
trum of agencies and departments engaged in drug 
prevention, intervention, treatment, counselling, reha-
bilitation, enforcement, interdiction, health and policy.  
 Mr. Speaker, historically, drug use is a difficult 
and complex phenomenon to monitor. Therefore, this 
report serves the purpose of providing a comprehen-
sive overview of the current drug situation in Ber-
muda, using multiple sources and indicators, with the 
intent of providing insight into the different aspects of 
the drug problem. By and large, the BerDIN Annual 
Report monitors and accounts for local drug-related 
information from about 20 data sources, covering 
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some 35 drug control areas, and providing measures 
for over 100 indicators.  
 Mr. Speaker, the report indicates that, overall, 
the drug situation in Bermuda has remained stable. 
Alcohol, tobacco (namely, cigarettes) and marijuana 
are the most commonly used substances amongst the 
general adult population and youths, while heroin and 
cocaine remained the drugs of choice for problem 
drug users. As young people mature, they tend to ex-
periment with alcohol and other drugs. Recent sur-
veys showed that Bermuda’s youths may be experi-
menting with alcohol and inhalants as early as the age 
of seven, while binge drinking appears to be popular 
with school-age youths, including students of college 
age. 

Mr. Speaker, poly-drug use, especially the 
combination of prescription drugs and illicit sub-
stances, is a growing concern. The limited available 
data suggest that heroin and cocaine are being used, 
knowingly or unknowingly, in combination with certain 
prescription drugs.  
 Mr. Speaker, in looking at referrals to drug 
treatment and rehabilitation facilities, there were less 
adults seeking drug assessments between 2011 and 
2012; however, 35.2 per cent of those who were as-
sessed were classified as having substantial [to] se-
vere drug abuse problems. On the other hand, there 
were more youth referrals for behavioural or sub-
stance use assessments during the same period. 

The work of substance abuse prevention and 
treatment must be executed, Mr. Speaker, by qualified 
professionals, who are credentialed by the Bermuda 
Addiction Certification Board. As of 2012, there were 
34 persons certified as prevention specialists or 
treatment counsellors in Bermuda. Approximately 21 
of those are registered to practice as Addiction Coun-
sellors under the Professions Supplementary to Medi-
cine Act.  
 Mr. Speaker, the efforts to stem the harm 
caused by drug trafficking and drug misuse in this 
country would not be possible without the persistence 
of the interdiction and enforcement agencies. These 
agencies continued their efforts against illicit drug traf-
ficking by stopping drugs entering Bermuda; seizing 
guns, drugs, cash, and assets; and by arresting per-
sons who violate laws.  
 Mr. Speaker, the data indicate that alcohol 
has become engrained in the social culture— 
 
The Speaker: Just a moment.  
 I do not like looking at Members’ backs. Hon-
ourable Member? 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, the data in-
dicate that alcohol has become engrained in the social 

culture in Bermuda, as evidenced by not only the 
breath test failure rates, but also by the amount of al-
cohol in circulation in 2012; which stood at 7.6 million 
litres, valued at $28.9 million. This is coupled with the 
fact that 663 liquor licences were issued in 2012, an 
increase of 43.5 per cent over 2011. It is, therefore, no 
surprise that alcohol has remained the most used 
substance by residents in Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, although many residents failed 
the breathalyzer test during 2012, data indicates a 
small fraction of persons (39) enrolled in the DUI edu-
cation programme offered by the Bermuda Profes-
sional Counselling Services as a way to reduce their 
sentence. When we looked at the alternatives to in-
carceration, Mr. Speaker, there were four persons 
who completed Phase IV of the Drug Treatment Court 
programme in 2012. 

Mr. Speaker, we are making some inroads 
with the Training for Intervention Procedures pro-
gramme, commonly known as TIPS, for managers, 
supervisors, persons in charge of bars and servers of 
alcohol at on-premise licensed facilities. In 2012, Mr. 
Speaker, 25 TIPS training sessions were held with an 
average of 13 participants per session, totalling 146 
persons being trained in 2012. 
 Mr. Speaker, despite proven research of the 
harms associated with cigarette smoking, residents 
continue to smoke. Though we have amended poli-
cies to outlaw smoking in buildings and in open 
spaces, there were 29.7 million units of cigarettes in 
circulation domestically for consumption, valued at 
$1.9 million in 2012. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, surveillance activities 
among the incarcerated population showed that drug 
use patterns have not changed much over the past 
two years, with marijuana, cocaine and opiates indi-
cated in [the] highest prevalence at the time of recep-
tion into Westgate Correctional facility. Interestingly, a 
steady decline in poly-drug use was observed during 
the same two-year period.  
 Mr. Speaker, these are some of the findings 
presented in the BerDIN’s Annual Report. And I en-
courage Honourable Members to review this report for 
a more in-depth account. This comprehensive report 
is one of the first steps in making us more aware of 
the current drug situation in Bermuda. 

The Government is committed to a healthier 
and safer Bermuda and an interconnected rebalanc-
ing of drug control efforts. As global experience has 
shown, neither supply reduction nor demand reduc-
tion, on its own, is able to solve the drug problem. For 
this reason, Mr. Speaker, a more balanced approach 
in dealing with the pervasive drug problem is a neces-
sity. This includes more serious prevention and treat-
ment efforts, not only in terms of policy, but also in 
terms of funds dedicated to these purposes to ensure 
programming meets the needs of our community.  
 Mr. Speaker, drugs continue to jeopardise the 
health and welfare of people throughout the world, 
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and Bermuda is certainly no exception. Drugs repre-
sent a clear threat to the stability and security of Ber-
muda and to its economic and social development. 
Drugs have become a deeply ingrained part of our 
daily lives, and prevention cannot occur unless there 
is a change in our social attitudes toward alcohol and 
drug misuse.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, thank you, Hon-
ourable Minister. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Min-
ister Dunkley once more. 
 
ALCOHOL AND SUBSTANCE ABUSE EDUCATION 
TREATMENT PROGRAMMES—DEPARTMENT OF 

CORRECTIONS 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This Ministerial Statement is in connection with Alco-
hol and Substance Abuse Education Treatment Pro-
grammes—the Department of Corrections. 
 Mr. Speaker, the mission statement of the 
Department of Corrections is to administer sentences 
imposed by the Courts under conditions of safe cus-
tody and well-ordered community life so that convicted 
persons can lead good and useful lives on discharge, 
in addition to empowering inmates to be responsible 
and productive citizens. 
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members and the 
public will be well aware of the prevalence of alcohol 
and substance abuse within the Island’s prison popu-
lation and indeed throughout Bermuda. In many in-
stances, these issues are at the centre of the criminal 
conduct that has ended in a sentence of imprison-
ment. Therefore, one of the most important pro-
grammes within corrections is the framework which 
addresses the problem of alcohol and substance 
abuse. 
 Mr. Speaker, this programme discussed to-
day: 

• helps motivate offenders to take responsibility 
for their actions; 

• changes negative concepts; and 
• breaks patterns of substance abuse and 

criminal conduct through behavioural treat-
ment approaches. 
 
Mr. Speaker, the programme not only edu-

cates offenders about the destructive nature of drugs 
and alcohol, it also informs an inmate on how to avoid 
potentially dangerous situations where drugs or alco-
hol may be involved. The aim is to provide the neces-
sary skills for recognising and resisting social pres-
sures, and this, in, turn helps offenders develop skills 
in risk assessment, decision-making and conflict reso-
lution. 

Essentially, Mr. Speaker, the programme is a 
critical building block in the department’s mission to 

empower inmates to be responsible and productive 
citizens. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to advise this Hon-
ourable House that, on Tuesday of this week, five in-
mates of the Westgate Correctional Facility were rec-
ognised for the successful completion of the Alcohol 
and Substance Abuse Education Treatment Pro-
gramme. They are: 

• Kendrick Zuill; 
• Marico Bassett; 
• Dwayne Beach; 
• Kenneth Zuill; and 
• Randolph Simons. 

 
 Mr. Speaker, each of the three phases of the 
programme requires active participation on the part of 
the offenders, and the modules include a strong em-
phasis on lifestyle change. The phases are: 

1. Challenge to change—building knowledge 
and skills for responsible living; 

2. Commitment to change—strengthening skills 
for self-improvement, change and responsible 
living; and 

3. Taking ownership of change—lifestyle and 
healthy living. 
 

 Mr. Speaker, this programme is facilitated by 
Mr. Curtis Mitchell and forms an integral part of the 
management of inmates and those issues presented 
after being sentenced by the court.  
 Mr. Speaker, this programme is comple-
mented by the intensive residential facility located at 
the Co-Ed Prison, known to Honourable Members and 
the public as the Right Living House. This programme 
also [readies] inmates for a return to society, better 
equipped to deal with the challenges of drug and al-
cohol abuse. I can advise the Honourable Members of 
this [Honourable] House that I will be in a position 
shortly to provide an update on this programme and 
the progress made in positively impacting the lives of 
the inmate participants. 
 Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this opportunity to 
thank the Commissioner of Corrections, Colonel Ed-
ward Lamb, and Acting Assistant Commissioner of 
Corrections, Mr. Kenneth Cann, for their leadership in 
this area, which is bearing results of which our com-
munity can be proud. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will recognise again the Honourable 
Minister. Minister Michael Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 

MUNICIPAL LAND,  LEASE, CONVEYANCE AND 
DISPOSITION OF  

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you,  
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 Mr. Speaker, this Ministerial Statement is in 
connection with the Leases, Conveyance and Disposi-
tion of Municipal Land.   
 Mr. Speaker, today I rise to provide an update 
on the Lease, Conveyance and Disposition of Land 
provision in the Municipalities Amendment Act 2013 
that came into operation on the 15th of October of 
2013.  
 Mr. Speaker, Members will recall that section 
14(1) of the Act provides that any agreement entered 
into by the corporation on or after the 1st of January 
2012 and before the coming into operation of the sec-
tion on 15th of October 2013 must be submitted to the 
Minister responsible for Municipalities.  
 Mr. Speaker, those leases and agreements 
that the corporations were required to submit included 
those for (a) the sale of land which is the property of 
the Corporation; or (b) a lease, conveyance or other 
disposition of any interest in land which is the property 
of the Corporation, being a lease, disposition or con-
veyance expressed to be for a term exceeding 21 
years or for terms renewable exceeding, in the aggre-
gate, 21 years. Mr. Speaker, any such lease, and any 
related agreement, was required to be submitted to 
the Minister responsible for Municipalities within 14 
days after 15th of October 2013.  
 Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton has 
submitted to the Minister responsible for Municipali-
ties, pursuant to section 14(1), six leases and agree-
ments that have been tabled in this Honourable 
House today. The Corporation of St. George's has 
informed the Minister that it has not entered into any 
such agreements as are referred to in section 14(1) of 
the Act.  
 Mr. Speaker, in accordance with section 14(1) 
of the Act, the leases and agreements as submitted, 
that have been tabled today, are listed in Notice (GN 
938–2013) which was published in the official Gazette 
last Friday, inviting persons who have any interest in 
any such agreement that has not yet been submitted 
by the Corporations to do so by the 29th of November 
2013.  
 Mr. Speaker, in accordance with section 14(1) 
of the Act, any such agreement that is not listed in the 
notice and that has not been submitted to the Minister 
by the 29th of November, 2013 shall be void ab initio.  
 Mr. Speaker, such provisions aim to ensure 
that lands under the stewardship of the municipalities 
are dealt with in accordance with the governance 
measures enshrined in legislation.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Member, the Minister for Tourism, Minis-
ter Shawn Crockwell. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, and good 
morning, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

6TH WORLD MEDICAL TOURISM AND GLOBAL 
HEALTHCARE CONGRESS AND 4TH GLOBAL MIN-

ISTERIAL SUMMIT 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, I rise to re-
port on the 6th World Medical Tourism and Global 
Healthcare Congress and the 4th Global Ministerial 
Summit held at the Caesars Palace in Las Vegas, Ne-
vada, between November 2nd and November 6th of this 
year. There were 2,100 delegates in attendance, rep-
resenting countries from all around the world, includ-
ing our neighbours to the south, such as the Turks 
and Caicos Islands, Trinidad and Tobago, Jamaica, 
Barbados and Belize, just to name a few. 
 To my knowledge, Mr. Speaker, this was the 
first time that a Minister of Tourism from Bermuda at-
tended this Congress, and I was accompanied by the 
Minister of Health and Seniors, the Honourable 
Patricia Gordon-Pamplin. The Congress provided over 
80 informative sessions, which covered topics dealing 
with medical and wellness tourism, as well as an array 
of health care topics. In fact, the sessions were di-
vided into either tourism-related matters or health 
care-related matters, and I naturally attended those 
sessions with a tourism focus, whilst Minister Gordon-
Pamplin attended those sessions with a health-care 
focus. 

Minister Gordon-Pamplin presented during the 
session entitled International Health Improvement 
Strategy—Foreign Minister's Perspective on Improv-
ing Corporate Health, and acquitted herself extremely 
well. 
 Mr. Speaker, this was a well-organised and 
well executed Congress. The speakers who presented 
during the sessions were highly qualified and experi-
enced professionals in their chosen fields. I had the 
privilege of meeting the President of the Medical Tour-
ism Association, Mrs. Renee-Marie Stephano, and 
networked with other Tourism Ministers and numerous 
leaders and tourism professionals. I was immensely 
impressed with the overall quality of the Congress. 
 Mr. Speaker, the medical and health care 
travel industry is a rapidly growing industry which is 
attracting the attention of public and private investors 
to this sector. Health care travel has existed through-
out history. It is communication, technology, research 
and development, treatment methods, travel and mo-
bility, which have significantly progressed in the past 
decades and have made global exchange possible. 
People will continue travelling in search of reliable, 
unique and affordable treatments, some of which are 
also combined with vacation and leisure. 
 Medical tourism involves people who travel to 
a different place to receive treatment for a disease, 
ailment or condition, and who are seeking lower cost 
of care, higher quality of care, better access to care or 
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different care than what they could receive at home. 
This category also includes cross-border travel by 
persons seeking cosmetic enhancements. It involves 
conventional medical approaches performed by li-
censed medical professionals at medical facilities to 
solve problems. The consumer is either ill or seeking 
cosmetic and/or dental surgical procedures or en-
hancements. 
 Wellness tourism involves people who travel 
to a different place to proactively pursue activities that 
maintain or enhance their personal health and well-
being, and who are seeking unique, authentic or loca-
tion-based therapies not available at their home. 
These experiences may, but typically do not involve, 
medical doctors and facilities. The consumer is seek-
ing integrated wellness and prevention approaches to 
improve their health and quality of life. 
 Mr. Speaker, in 2011, medical tourism world-
wide generated approximately $50 billion in revenue, 
and wellness tourism generated approximately $106 
billion in revenue. The average medical tourist spent 
around $10,000 dollars and often had family members 
accompany them, who spent approximately $3,000. 
This is clearly an industry that Bermuda should ex-
plore, and the Government is looking into various 
niche models which can set us apart from the compe-
tition. 
 There is currently an exciting proposal on the 
table, which I am not at liberty at this stage to enlarge 
upon, but which has great potential for developing this 
industry here in Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are numerous factors 
which contribute to a traveller's selection of a destina-
tion for medical and wellness services. They are the 
popularity of a destination, accessibility, available 
technology, quality of care, quality of facilities, per-
sonalized care, and privacy. 

Certain countries experience specific chal-
lenges in the provision of health care which drives this 
industry. For example, Canada has long waiting times 
for medical treatment, the United States has very high 
health care costs, Africa has a lack of appropriate 
health care services, Russia has a fragmented health 
care system, and Europe has a complicated cross-
border health care system. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, let us allow the 
Ministerial Statement to be read without interruption, 
please. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Bermuda certainly has its own challenges with 
the cost of health care, but there are opportunities to 
create a niche service which combines medical pro-
cedures within a relaxing resort environment. A full 

9 per cent of medical tourists spend time relaxing in 
the destination after their procedure. In Barbados, 
there are hospital resorts wherein patients receive 
medical treatment on one part of the facility and then 
move to the resort-like part for convalescence. 
 Bermuda is certainly a destination that is ideal 
for tourists seeking wellness who wish to combine 
relaxation, sport, health, good food and contact with 
the environment. Wellness tourism is the new and 
trendy way to vacation, as tourists are focusing more 
on their health and looking for different ways to be 
rejuvenated and revitalised. 
 Mr. Speaker, medical and wellness travel 
have historically not been areas focused on for Ber-
muda tourism. Combined, these industries generate 
more than $150 billion a year in revenues. I believe 
that it is important for Bermuda to explore different 
opportunities to diversify our tourism product. This 
Congress was very useful to my understanding of 
these growing industries, and it is my intention to 
share what I have learned with the Bermuda Tourism 
Authority, with a view to develop a strategy so that we, 
as a destination, can benefit from this lucrative trend 
going forward. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. 
Crockwell, you have another Statement, so carry on. 
 

2014 CRUISE SHIP SCHEDULE 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
This Statement is in relation to the 2014 Cruise Ship 
Schedule. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to update this Hon-
ourable House on the 2014 cruise ship schedule that 
has now been finalised. Although we have not yet fin-
ished the 2013 cruise ship season, we had 292,533 
cruise visitor arrivals through the end of the third quar-
ter and are anticipating approximately 335,000 cruise 
ship visitors by the end of the season in December. 

The number of cruise calls for 2013 is antici-
pated to be 126. For 2014, we are anticipating a total 
of 132 cruise calls, bringing a total of 356,000 cruise 
ship visitors to Bermuda. We are also projecting that 
the cruise industry will contribute over $90 billion— 
 
The Speaker: Billion? Million, million. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Sorry. I wish it was $90 
billion, Mr. Speaker, very much so. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, yes.  
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Over $90 million to Ber-
muda's economy in 2014. This includes fees paid to 
Government; expenditures made by cruise visitors 
and crew members while on-Island; and shore excur-
sions booked by cruise visitors, including taxi and bus 
tours, walking tours and water sport excursions. Work-
ing with the cruise lines, we have developed an out-
standing blend of contemporary and luxury cruise 
brands for 2014. 

Mr. Speaker, returning to Bermuda in 2014 
will be Norwegian Cruise Line's Norwegian Break-
away, sailing from New York City with 22 calls. As you 
will recall, Norwegian Cruise Line deployed the 
Breakaway on her inaugural season in 2013, and by 
all accounts, it has been a successful season for 
them, as well as [for] Bermuda. The Breakaway alone 
brought 90,000 cruise ship visitors to the Island, mak-
ing an economic contribution of approximately $26 
million. 

Even though it was the largest ship to have 
docked in Bermuda, we accommodated the increased 
number of guests extremely well, with both public and 
private transportation services operating efficiently 
and reliably. We are proud of the collective contribu-
tions of those in the transportation sector, including 
the ferry service, the Department of Public Transpor-
tation, the taxi industry and the minibus owners and 
operators, in making the introduction of the Break-
away a success.  

Also returning to Bermuda in 2014 will be 
Norwegian Cruise Line’s Norwegian Dawn, sailing 
from Boston with 22 calls; Royal Caribbean’s Explorer 
of the Seas, sailing from Cape Liberty, New Jersey, 
with 27 calls; Royal Caribbean’s Grandeur of the 
Seas, sailing from Baltimore with 14 calls; and Celeb-
rity Cruises’ Summit, sailing from Cape Liberty with 19 
calls. These are termed our “regular callers” and rep-
resent the majority of our cruise calls.  

We are also pleased that, for 2014, we have 
three cruise calls from Charleston, South Carolina, on 
Royal Caribbean’s Vision of the Seas. We consider 
Charleston an important cruise market because 
cruises from there generally bring a different demo-
graphic to Bermuda, as compared to the traditional 
visitors from Boston and New York. Our experience 
has shown that cruise visitors originating from the 
Southeast United States have a better understanding 
of our unique culture and history, and often have more 
disposable income to spend whilst here. 

Princess Cruises will return to Bermuda with 
three different ships, the Ruby Princess, the Emerald 
Princess and the Ocean Princess, scheduled to make 
one cruise call each. Carnival Cruise Lines will make 
two calls in 2014, with the Carnival Spirit and [the] 
Carnival Splendour making one call each.  

Mr. Speaker, a major element of our cruise 
ship strategy is to attract premium and luxury cruise 
lines to make Bermuda a port of call. We are pleased 
to announce that, for 2014, we will see a number of 

luxury cruise ships docking in Bermuda, including Re-
gent Seven Seas Cruises’ Seven Seas Navigator; 
Oceania Cruises’ Riveria, Regatta and Insignia; Wind-
star Cruises’ Wind Star; Silversea Cruises’ Silver 
Whisper and Silver Spirit; Hapag-Lloyd Cruises’ Eu-
ropa 2; and, three cruises from the Aida Cruises’ Ai-
daLuna. 

Currently, the fastest-growing cruise market is 
Germany, and we have met with Aida to consider 
Bermuda on their limited itinerary in North America. 
This will be the third year that Aida has stopped in 
Bermuda. Many of these lines are luxury or premium 
brands, and we have worked hard to attract these 
lines to sail here. Bermuda is still considered a pre-
mium cruise destination, and we have developed a 
close relationship with the cruise lines to ensure that 
we continue to be an attractive destination for them. 
Many segments of our tourism industry rely on cruise 
ships for a majority of their annual revenues, and in 
difficult economic times we have an obligation to sup-
port those whose livelihood relies on [the] cruise ship 
segment of our overall tourism strategy.  

Mr. Speaker, we are excited about the 2014 
cruise ship schedule that we have worked hard to 
complete. In early 2014, I will be providing this Hon-
ourable House with a Statement on our transportation 
strategy, in preparation for the 2014 cruise ship sea-
son, so we can ensure that transportation services for 
residents and hotel visitors are effectively planned and 
implemented. The 2014 cruise ship schedule will be 
available on Monday, November 25th, at the Depart-
ment of Marine and Ports web page, 
www.seaexpress.bm. 

I am grateful. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Health and Seniors, Minister Patricia 
Gordon-Pamplin. You have the floor. 
 

BEYOND WELLNESS CLINIC 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, my first Statement is on the 
Beyond Wellness Clinic. 

Last week, I had the opportunity to share with 
the Members of this Honourable House news of the 
launch of STEPS to a Well Bermuda, the Island’s 
chronic disease risk factor survey. STEPS will provide 
us with factual information on important chronic dis-
ease risk factors in Bermuda and on the prevalence of 
specific chronic diseases such as diabetes and obe-
sity.  

Mr. Speaker, today I rise to provide the Mem-
bers of this Honourable House with an update on an-
other initiative within the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors, the Beyond Wellness Clinic at the Department of 
Health.  
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Improving the management of chronic dis-
eases to prevent costly and disabling consequences 
is essential. The Department of Health recognises 
chronic disease management as an urgent public 
health priority at this time, especially in our citizens 
who are uninsured or underinsured. 

 However, the Department also recognises 
that multiple factors determine the outcome of chronic 
diseases, and we understand that a multi-disciplinary 
approach must be applied to the problem. No entity 
within the health care system can single-handedly 
achieve the necessary improvements in this problem. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the Department of 
Health has begun to pilot a system of community col-
laboration to improve the quality of care for uninsured 
members of our community at risk for complications 
from their chronic disease.  

You may recall that in September, I an-
nounced the plans for the endeavour, and today I am 
pleased to announce that the Beyond Wellness Clinic 
began its pilot programme as of November [5th]. On 
that date, the Department of Health quietly welcomed 
referred clients to this pilot programme to improve the 
management of their chronic disease. 

The pilot programme will focus on five chronic 
diseases: diabetes, hypertension, heart disease, 
asthma and obesity. These particular diseases, which 
we have conveniently referred to as the “Big 5,” were 
selected due to their high prevalence on the Island, 
their significant impact on the health of our population 
and the cost to the health system due to complications 
requiring acute care.  

The pilot programme expects to work closely 
with the private health care community to support the 
needs of referred clients, all of whom will have early- 
to mid-stage disease processes whose outcome 
would be improved by primary care interventions.  

Mr. Speaker, the needs of the community's 
uninsured and underinsured citizens are admittedly 
great. Not all these individuals have chronic diseases 
that are at an early stage. Many uninsured individuals 
have been without adequate health care services for 
months or years. Some have advanced diseases and 
are already battling complications requiring hospitali-
sation and intensive management. The needs of these 
citizens weigh heavily on the conscience of all health 
care professionals, as well as on the hearts of all 
Bermudians.  

Comprehensive medical care, which provides 
multiple specialists and advanced medical support, is 
a recognised need for these individuals. These com-
plex health needs must ultimately be addressed by a 
continuum of community-based chronic disease care. 
Such a system of support for chronic disease must be 
established as soon as possible, and it will require 
input from all sectors of the health system.  

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors has a simple strategy for addressing the most 
pressing health problem in Bermuda. We have 

planned a phased approach to improving chronic dis-
ease management. The phases will be rolled out 
gradually over the next two years, but phase one be-
gan on November 6th as the Beyond Wellness Clinic.  

The pilot phase of the Beyond Wellness Clinic 
will continue through March 31st, 2014. This phase will 
necessarily limit the service to a manageable number 
of clients to ensure quality and to accurately docu-
ment the impact of the service. The pilot will accom-
modate approximately 75 uninsured adults with 
chronic disease.  

To achieve these goals of quality service with 
documentable outcomes, the Beyond Wellness Clinic 
will accept only uninsured or underinsured clients who 
have been referred by a health care professional for 
management of their early- to mid-stage chronic dis-
ease, one of the Big 5 noted previously.  

Close communication and collaboration will be 
maintained with the referring health care provider, and 
patients will agree to a health contract with the clinic 
confirming their willingness to take personal responsi-
bility for their health. Clients will be encouraged and 
supported to comply with treatment plans and to fol-
low up, as requested, for care.  

Mr. Speaker, this collaborative approach, in-
volving the patient and their private health care pro-
vider, optimises the management of chronic diseases 
and improves health outcomes. The meaningful health 
outcome measures we aim to achieve are a reduction 
in acute care visits (Emergency Department visits and 
hospital admissions) and improved clinical test results.  

As was shared in September with the Mem-
bers of this Honourable House, this new initiative does 
not purport to provide the entire solution— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 Honourable Member, if you would take your 
seat for one second. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I just wondered 
. . . We do not have a copy of this Ministerial State-
ment. I was wondering— 
 
The Speaker: It should have been. It is not the Minis-
ter’s fault. Yes. We will make sure that you get that. 
Thanks, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you. My 
apologies. 
 
The Speaker: We will make sure and get that to you. 
 Just one second, Minister, please, if you 
would. 
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[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: We can wait, or would you like for the 
Minister to carry on? We can wait while the copies are 
made and then handed to you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, Mr. Speaker. The Hon-
ourable Minister can continue. We will be okay. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, this collaborative approach, in-
volving the patient and their private health care pro-
vider, optimises the management of chronic diseases 
and improves health outcomes. The meaningful health 
outcome measures we aim to achieve are a reduction 
in acute care visits (ED visits and hospital admissions) 
and improved clinical test results. 

As was shared in September with the Mem-
bers of this Honourable House, this new initiative does 
not purport to provide the entire solution to the prob-
lem of chronic diseases management in Bermuda, nor 
can it fully address the multifaceted health needs of 
the financially underprivileged citizens.  

The Beyond Wellness Clinic is simply one 
step towards creating a continuum of care in the 
community for underinsured adults with chronic dis-
ease. We expect that it will help to bridge the gap of 
care for individuals who do not have adequate insur-
ance coverage to meet their chronic disease man-
agement needs. It seeks to provide support, in the 
form of primary care interventions, to improve the 
management of selected chronic diseases.  

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors looks forward to developing additional supports to 
the system of community-based chronic disease 
management over the coming months. The necessary 
shift in paradigm will be encouraged in the months 
ahead as we plan within the Ministry and with our 
health partners to make prevention and primary care 
interventions a top priority.  

Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Health and Sen-
iors supports the concept of a phased approach to this 
chronic disease management because we understand 
that these complex, often long-standing, conditions 
will not be managed without new approaches and 
creative solutions involving all stakeholders.  

Patients themselves are central to the 
changes we need to see: Our lifestyles will have to 
change; cooperation between the public and private 
health sectors will need to be taken to new heights; 
and health system financing will need to reflect the 
change in priorities from acute care to community-
based continuum of care for chronic diseases. Pre-
vention and early intervention will truly become our 
way of life. 

Planning and redesigning services, redistribut-
ing and re-allocating resources will take place in the 
year ahead. A phased plan of action will allow the es-
sential components to be assembled in our health 
care system to support the continuum of care required 
for chronic disease management. This continuum will 
ultimately link community-based resources to our cur-
rent Chronic Disease Management Centre and, when 
required, to specialist care and acute care services. 
The Beyond Wellness pilot is our start on this journey 
to creating a continuum of community care for vulner-
able citizens with chronic diseases. 

Mr. Speaker, the urgency of Bermuda’s 
chronic disease situation is acknowledged; and for 
this reason, it is a priority to support initiatives which 
aim to prevent chronic medical conditions and to pro-
vide access to early intervention when these condi-
tions arise. The collaborative approach of the Beyond 
Wellness Clinic will aim to enlist multiple sectors of the 
community health system to improve the support of 
our underinsured adults.  

Mr. Speaker, I am confident that my esteemed 
colleagues all agree that the health of our citizens is a 
fundamental prerequisite to the well-being and pros-
perity of our Island. This realisation will lead us to find-
ing ways to collaborate in a non-partisan fashion dur-
ing the economically challenging months ahead. In a 
spirit of cooperation, we can identify solutions to the 
chronic disease crisis facing us.  

Mr. Speaker, it is only through unifying and 
coordinating our efforts to improve the health of all our 
citizens can we achieve true prosperity. Indeed, as the 
World Health Organization Director-General, Dr. Mar-
garet Chan, notes, there is a “dynamic relationship 
between health and wealth.” Indeed, Mr. Speaker, 
health, our health, is our wealth. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Yes, go ahead. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just a second. 
 Minister, you have another Statement, so 
carry on. 
 

6TH  WORLD MEDICAL TOURISM AND GLOBAL 
HEALTHCARE CONGRESS, NOVEMBER 2–6, 2013 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to inform this Honourable 
House of my attendance at the 6th World Medical 
Tourism and Global Healthcare Congress and the 4th 
Global Ministerial Summit held in Las Vegas, Nevada, 
from November 2nd through November 6th, which I 
attended along with Minister Shawn Crockwell. 
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 As the conference focused on tourism and 
health care, I attended those sessions that were ap-
propriate for my area of responsibility. The cost of the 
registration was underwritten by the conference or-
ganisers in recognition and appreciation of the atten-
dance of the Permanent Secretary (PS) and the pre-
vious Minister in Miami, Florida, last year. 
 On November 3rd, following welcome and 
opening remarks by the President of the Medical 
Tourism Association [MTA], Ms. Renee-Marie 
Stephano, I attended the Second Caribbean and Is-
land Ministerial Summit, commencing with a session 
on Defining the Roles and Responsibilities of Minis-
tries and Other Government Agencies presented by 
Trinidad and Tobago, followed by Industry Standards 
for Spa and Wellness Entities presented by the Minis-
try of Foreign Trade, Belize. 
 The 4th Global Ministerial Summit commenced 
with a keynote presentation by Darko Lovric of the 
World Economic Forum, on the topic of Sustainable 
Health Systems: Visions, Strategies and Critical Un-
certainties, which focused on establishing health care 
systems that provide timely treatments, transparency 
and good health outcomes. 
 Some of the ensuing plenary sessions in-
cluded Regional Collaboration, an Analysis of the EU 
Directive on Cross-Border Health Care, Building Part-
nerships to Help African Patients, Manage and Cope 
with the Special Challenges That Cancer Presents. 
Each of the sessions allowed round-table discussions 
in smaller groups to determine opportunities, chal-
lenges and solutions. 
 One of the highlights of the conference was 
the amazing exhibition hall, which housed exhibits 
from every sphere of medical products, from snooze 
beds equipped for office environments, through to a 
bicycle that was capable of blending smoothies. And 
there were country exhibits from across the globe for 
those areas offering medical tourism products. 
 Each day started with a keynote presentation. 
And the highlight of day two was the presentation by 
the Chief Medical Officer and VP of Verizon Enter-
prise Solutions. The keynote speaker for day three, 
who was advertised as a culture evangelist, was John 
Wolske of the Zappos Corporation. While his identity 
did not sound appealing, upon listening to his presen-
tation on building a culture of service, the audience 
was treated to one of the most compelling presenta-
tions that I have heard. And he spoke of the attitude of 
excellence in the employees of Zappos and how their 
investment in service culture enhanced the corpora-
tion’s ability to experience exponential growth in sales. 
 I had the privilege of presenting, along with 
Wolf Kirsten, President and CEO, International Health 
Consulting, on the topic of International Health Im-
provement Strategy—Foreign Minister’s Perspective 
on Improving Corporate Health. Our presentations 
were well received, and I will make available to Mem-
bers the text of my speech, which focused on the 

challenges that we experience in a Bermuda context, 
and were followed by a good discussion and audience 
interaction. 
 One of the more interesting sessions focused 
on the roles and responsibilities of physicians in pa-
tients’ decision about unproven stem cell therapies. It 
was interesting to note that the idea of stem cell 
therapies is being spoken of as emerging procedures. 
However, the very stringent protocol around ethics 
was a hot topic of discussion. 
 Mr. Speaker, with the news of the imminent 
closure of the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Clinic [UCC], 
I took advantage of the opportunity to make contacts 
to look for alternative solutions for the UCC during the 
many plenary sessions. Some excellent ideas were 
advanced, and many contacts were made which en-
abled me to bring back information with which the 
BHB [Bermuda Hospitals Board] could work in order 
to enhance their ability to diversify Bermuda’s health 
care offerings, and to offer a different model for the 
UCC and a contact with providers of medical health 
record systems that will be the next major expenditure 
that we will have to undertake. 
 Mr. Speaker, the overall experience resulted 
in three full days of engagement, sharing of ideas and 
absorbing issues that were relevant to Bermuda. The 
final act of being invited to a Bermuda-specific meet-
ing with the President of the MTA, who had in fact 
been to Bermuda before, allowed us the ability to see 
how the MTA could replicate the conference on a 
smaller scale held here in Bermuda that would en-
hance our reputation in an area that has global impli-
cations. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. And you have one final Statement that you may 
go ahead. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, Mr. Speaker.
 Mr. Speaker, I rise— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of information, Mr. 
Speaker. Good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Can we pause, Mr. Speaker, 
until we get a copy of the upcoming Statement from 
the Minister, please? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. You do not have that yet? It 
should be handed out as the Member speaks. Yes, 
that is fine. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
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APOLOGY 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, while we are 
actually taking this little break, I would just like to an-
nounce that I did receive a correspondence from MP 
Blakeney that he would not be here today. He asked 
to be excused. 
 

HOUSE VISITOR 
 
The Speaker: And also, I would like to just ask that 
we welcome Tanecia Barnett, who is a Human Re-
source Manager from the Department of Human Re-
sources, who is here to observe this morning’s pro-
ceedings and to hear more about our Hansard proc-
ess. 

 
[Desk thumping] 
 
[Statements continuing] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I just 
beg your indulgence as copies are being made. I am 
not certain what has happened with the copy process 
here. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. We will wait until the copies come. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That is fine. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: All right, Honourable Minister. You may 
continue. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I do apologise. There seems to 
have been a mix-up in, I guess, communication in 
terms of ensuring that copies that were made avail-
able. But never mind. I will press on. 
 

LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I rise 
again this morning to update the Members on the re-
cent developments concerning the Lamb Foggo Ur-
gent Care Centre. You will recall that last week I re-
ported to this Honourable House of the decision of the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board to close the UCC. My 
Statement included a summary of the BHB’s financial 
analysis of the facility, which showed that the patient 
volume was not sufficient to cover its operating costs. 
Indeed, the UCC has sustained significant losses 
since its inception: 

• For fiscal 2009/10, the loss was $103,725; 
• For fiscal 2010/11, [the loss] was $350,000; 
• For fiscal 2011/12, [the loss] was $309,494 

(unaudited). 
 

 In fiscal year 2012/13, once all of the alloca-
tions relating to that cost centre have been applied, 
such as medical insurance, personnel costs and cov-
erage provided by emergency personnel covering 
staff leave, indications are that there will also be a 
loss.  
 Mr. Speaker, much has been said about the 
surplus for the UCC of $104,000 for the Financial 
Year 2012/13. I am tabling herewith the report on the 
business case supporting that number, which is not  
“secret.”  
 Mr. Speaker, the Financial Office at the BHB 
stands by the statement that it is expecting a deficit for 
2012/13, which is added to the deficits of the three 
previous years. This expectation cannot be verified 
until the 2011/12 accounts have been audited and 
provide a solid base from which 2012/13 results can 
be incorporated. Further, in fiscal 2013/14, it can be 
clearly seen that few services are being provided. 

Hence, the overhead relating to personnel 
costs have been severely curtailed, and overhead 
costs relating to discontinued services have skewed 
the result. In other words, the surplus arises from ex-
tremely limited services being offered. You will note 
that direct medical staff costs for the current year are 
$56,000, compared with $699,000 the prior full year. 

By way of analogy, Mr. Speaker, if one gets a 
paycheque, they have money in the bank. However, 
when rent, electricity and food have been paid out of 
that money, there is far less left, and one may even 
have to borrow to make ends meet. That is the condi-
tion of the “surplus.” There has also been a misunder-
standing that the BHB indicated that the UCC was 
operating at a $250,000 annual loss. What was in-
deed said is that if the UCC was closed, there would 
be a $250,000 saving, which is an entirely different 
matter from an operating loss. 

Notwithstanding these financial challenges, 
East End residents made clear their need for a medi-
cal facility, particularly in the event of a natural disas-
ter cutting off their access to medical and hospital-
based resources.  
 Mr. Speaker, we have listened to the many 
concerns expressed about the BHB’s decision to 
close the clinic, and after further consultation with my 
colleagues, I have instructed the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board to keep the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 
open until an alternative plan is worked out that meets 
the needs of the people of the East End.  
 Mr. Speaker, this decision will severely chal-
lenge the BHB, which is labouring to meet the costs of 
the new Acute Care Wing, the hospital and MWI [Mid-
Atlantic Wellness Institute]. But I am confident a solu-
tion can be found that will enable us to meet the 
medical needs of East End residents over the long 
term, while enabling the BHB to get on with the job of 
providing the people of Bermuda with safe, high-
quality, people-centred care every day. In my State-
ment last week, we committed to finding a solution, 
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with or without BHB participation. We are working on 
that solution, which will be done in tandem with the 
continuance of existing service until a new model is 
achieved.  

In the interim, Mr. Speaker, there is some very 
important information that must be imparted for users 
of the UCC: If you have a life-threatening emergency, 
DO NOT GO TO THE UCC. Valuable time can be lost, 
and we are encouraging people in such a situation to 
go directly to KEMH [King Edward VII Memorial Hospi-
tal]. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: This Honourable 
House will be kept up to date as this challenge is con-
fronted. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 Honourable Members, we will have order in 
this House! Everybody is going to have plenty of 
chances to ask questions. So, think about your ques-
tions. 
 Honourable Members, the Opposition has 
asked that we ask questions first on the Statement 
which was just made. And I certainly would give them 
that opportunity. So we will go first to the Ministerial 
Statement that you just made. 
 
[Pause] 
 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: There are no Reports of Committees. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker:   So now we go to Question Period. 
 The first Statement that questions will be 
asked on is the Statement by Minister Patricia 
Gordon-Pamplin on the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care 
Centre. 
 The Chair first will recognise the Honourable 
Shadow Minister of Health. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Excuse me. Excuse me. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Excuse me. As is normal, I would ask 
the Shadow Minister. But in this case, this Honourable 
Member also has particular interest in the area. She is 
a representative in the area. And we like to ask people 
who have pertinent questions first. 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: And I am going to ask very few 
questions, Mr. Speaker, because I know so many oth-
ers wish to ask questions.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Well, just ask the good questions, that 
is all. 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 First up, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
Honourable Member why we have not heard from the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board [BHB], specifically the 
Chairman, Mr. Brewin, in relation to yesterday’s an-
nouncement, given that your original Statement was 
that the closure was a BHB decision? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The BHB will give whatever comments they 
give when they give them. I cannot force them to give 
a press statement. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Do you have another question? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Question two, yes. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes.  

Minister, given the closure of the diagnostic 
section of the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, why 
would such a move be made to close this revenue-
earning stream? And will that be restored to offset 
other costs? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The indications were that it was not a lucrative 
proposition. And the hospital, the BHB will have to 
determine how they will manage it going forward. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? You have a supplementary on 
that? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Mr. Roban? 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of the answer by the 
Honourable Minister, can the Honourable Minister say 
that there will be an effort by the BHB to properly align 
diagnostic services that perhaps can be tailored to the 
needs of the East End and essential clients like sen-
iors, going forward, to make it a more viable option at 
the centre? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think the BHB 
would have to present the review and what their intent 
is for going forward. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. You have— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: The next questions are going to come 
from the Shadow Minister, after this Honourable 
Member finishes her questions.  

Do you have a supplemental on that? 
 The Honourable Member, Rolfe Commis-
siong, has the floor. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, to the Minis-
ter, if the Minister can compel the BHB to keep the 
facility open, as she has done at least in the interim, 
does it not stand to reason that she can also ask the 
BHB board to come to the public domain to offer some 
explanation and rationale for some of their decisions, 
to the general public? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes, go ahead. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said, the BHB will give their 
press conference in due course. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. I think she said that in the answer 
before. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Supplemental, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: A supplementary, yes? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: On my second question. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, go ahead. 

 
SUPPLEMENTARY 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes. It has been pointed out in 
previous reports that the lab facility of the Urgent Care 
Centre helped to alleviate the burden of King Edward 
Memorial Hospital in terms of its lab work that they 
provide. And this was seen as an asset. 
 So, again, I would like to know if there is any-
thing underway to ensure that that portion of the Ur-
gent Care Centre will be restored, as it is a beneficial 
asset to King Edward? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The BHB have looked at their cost/benefits. 
And I think they would have to determine if they can 
realign them in order to accommodate the Whip’s 
comments. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Minis-
ter. 
 All right, finished your questions? Thank you, 
Whip. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Shadow 
Minister for Health, MP Zane De Silva. What is your 
first question? 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Minister has stated that . . . 
And I will quote: “But we are more concerned about 
the people and health care of the people in the East 
End, rather than the long-term deficit of the BHB.”  
 I would like to ask the Minister, based on that 
statement (and I hope she listened carefully), why is 
the Minister going to leave the people, particularly in 
the East End, in limbo for the next six months if she 
believes her own statement? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me be clear that I indicated 
that the BHB may or may not be able to carry on the 
facilities there. They may or may not. A solution may 
be BHB included; or it may not be BHB included. So 
when the BHB has their finances to deal with, then we 
have to make sure that they carry on as they carry on. 
 If another entity is able to provide effective 
services to take care of the needs of the people of the 
East End, then that is a model that has to be exam-
ined. The BHB have indicated they cannot afford the 
facility. But I have instructed them to keep it going. 
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The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Honourable Member, you have a— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: A supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: A supplementary, okay. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of the Minister’s com-
ment just now that there may be alternative entitles to 
run the facility or that the BHB will look at that, does 
the Minister currently have any knowledge of any in-
terest by alternative entities to consider running the 
Urgent Care Centre? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The only interest 
that I have been made aware of thus far is the con-
tacts that I have actually made with foreign entities. 
And the proviso was that if anybody considered com-
ing in, that there would have to be a local component 
with access. That is the only interest that I have been 
aware of. 
 
The Speaker: Your second supplementary on that? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Is the Minister prepared to in-
form this House actually who the foreign entities [are 
that] the Honourable Minister has been in contact with 
about this possible involvement with the future of the 
Urgent Care Centre to this House? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: As I mentioned in 
my Statement on the Medical Tourism, I spoke with 
people relating to the American Cancer Society, who 
are looking at possibly utilising Bermuda as a venue. 
We have looked at many types of offerings that have 
come from the various people with whom I have spo-
ken. And nothing has been defined. Nothing has been 
confirmed. There has been no RFP. So all of that will 
have to be considered, and that will be taken into ac-
count. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you. 
 Honourable Member from Hamilton East, MP 
Wayne Furbert, you have a supplementary? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary. Carry on. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, the Minister 
continues to refer to the Bermuda Hospitals Board. 
What is not clear is, where does the Government 
stand on this position as far as not closing down the— 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. You have to be specific 
in terms of the question that was asked. The question 
was asked. You are asking a supplementary on that 
question, not a new question. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary, yes. I will 
wait for a new question. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 The Honourable Member from Sandys North, 
MP Michael Scott, the Learned Member. 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the Honourable Minister of Health ac-
knowledge that, in light of the acknowledged mandate 
of the Urgent Care Centre for the people of the East 
End, and for all of its purposes that it has been re-
cently described in the public— 
 
The Speaker: Is this a supplementary to the question 
that she is asked? Or do you have— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Will the Minister acknowledge 
and accept that reference, contact with cancer provid-
ers, will not provide the mandated function that this 
country or the people of the East End are asking the 
Government to provide? 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thanks, MP Scott. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. As I said, 
there has been no RFP. These are expressions of 
interest. And one thing that has always been said is 
that we have to look for a solution that enables access 
by people of the East End. And the access that they 
would have would be that which they need. 
 So, while we have . . . You know, we will look 
at many options. The BHB will look at many options. 
But, in response to the Honourable Member’s ques-
tion, the model will develop. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member, Rolfe 
Commissiong. You have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
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SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, will the Minis-
ter shed some light on the following: If the Govern-
ment fails to find an alternative model and/or service 
providers to take over the facility within the next six 
months, are they prepared to keep the facility in ques-
tion open beyond that period? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, that 
question is conjecture. And I would prefer to be spe-
cific to try to open the possibilities, to discuss what 
needs to be done. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. That is fair. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And the answer 
is, I do not know what is going to come out of it. 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is fair. 
 Honourable Member, did you have a supple-
mentary? 
 Did you want to continue on with your sup-
plementary first? 
 Let this Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, you will note 
that the Premier has stated that failure to find a viable 
option will result in the facility continuing as is. Is the 
Government now, in the form of the Minister, backing 
away from that position? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: If the Premier 
would be willing to verify what you just said, because I 
have not heard that comment. I am afraid I do not 
know. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable In-
dependent Member from Sandys. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: You have a supplementary on this? 
Oh, all right. Yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Leader of the Opposition. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, in the Honour-
able Minister’s response to the substantial question, 
she mentioned that the BHB cannot afford to continue 
to run the Urgent Care Centre, as it is taking a loss (to 
paraphrase). 
 But in her Ministerial Statement, Mr. Speaker, 
the Honourable Minister says, “There has also been a 
misunderstanding that the BHB indicated that the 
UCC was operating at a $250,000 annual loss. What 
was indeed said was that if the UCC was closed, 
there would be a $250,000 saving, which is entirely 
different from an operating loss.” 
 My supplementary question, Mr. Speaker, the 
Honourable Minister says this was a misunderstand-
ing. At no time over the last week have we seen this 
to be a misunderstanding. Would the Minister admit 
that it was actually misleading to the public? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. It is impor-
tant to clarify that. 
 
The Speaker: Just answer the question. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The answer is no, 
it is not misleading to the public. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thanks. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: But the $250,000 
that has been touted to say that the hospital was mak-
ing a $250,000 annual loss—that was not what was 
said! What was said was, if the unit closed, there 
would be $250,000 of savings. It did not say that they 
were [experiencing] an operating loss of $250,000. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Do you have another supplementary? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, we will get clar-
ity in a brief second. But again, I have to ask the Hon-
ourable Minister, because all week, not just from the 
Statement, but all week it has been touted that the 
rationale for the closure was a $250,000 loss. Now we 
hear in a Statement today that it was a misunder-
standing. 
 The supplementary question then is, Who 
created the misunderstanding, and why, if it was not 
misleading the public, is it a misunderstanding? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think those peo-
ple who heard the Statement were the ones who mis-
understood. Because I thought the Statement was 
very clear. The $250,000, it says that if you do not 
operate the unit, you could save $250,000. That sav-
ings would be, they would not have to pay medical 
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malpractice. They would not have to pay various 
overheads. There were things that they would not 
have to pay if it closed. 
 That had nothing to do with revenue coming in 
from patients or expenditure relating to provision of 
medical services. This would purely be facilities cost, 
though if it was not operating, you would not have cer-
tain costs. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary on that? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I do. I do, sir. 
 
The Speaker: The Learned Member, MP Scott. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: The first question, Mr. 
Speaker: Will the— 
 
The Speaker: Sorry? First question? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: First question. 
 
The Speaker: No. Sorry, then. Honourable Member, 
please take your seat. I am looking for a supplemen-
tary. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: It is supplemental. I beg your 
pardon. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you only have one left because 
you have already had one. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Okay, fine. 
 Mr. Speaker, can the Minister of Health con-
firm to this House that the content of the report, the 
strategic assessment business case, was within her 
knowledge when she made her Ministerial Statement 
to this House last Friday? 
 
The Speaker: That is the report she mentioned ear-
lier? Yes. All right. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Member, you have no further 
questions. You already had two supplementaries. 
 I do recognise . . . You have a supplementary, 
MP Bean, Leader of the Opposition? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Speaker: Yes, you have another one. 
 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, thank you. Sup-
plement to the last supplementary. 
 
An Hon. Member: And the first supplementary. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And the first supplementary. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister says, I 
quote, in her recent Statement, “I am tabling herewith 
the report on the business case supporting that num-
ber, which is not [in quotes] ‘secret.’” 
 As a supplementary, can the Honourable Min-
ister, seeing that she was aware of that report when 
she made the Statement—question: Why did she not 
table that report last week when she made the State-
ment? 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Statement had included the substantive 
information from the— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. 
 The Statement that I made last week included 
the substantive information relating to the operating 
losses. As a matter of fact, the Shadow Minister asked 
for the Statement, which I was unable to give to him at 
the time, which he knew when he came over. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 No, you have had [your limit]. 
 I am recognising the Honourable Member 
from . . . Wait, is this a supplementary? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: No. Then, I recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister, with a 
question. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Just a supplementary to that, 
Mr. Speaker. I can say that I was very pleased to see 
the Minister say that the report would be tabled this 
morning. But when I look at the Statement, I would 
like her to just explain paragraphs 2 and 3 on page 2, 
where, if you give me permission, for the benefit of 
those listening, just to read what I am getting at, Mr. 
Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, okay. Read it quickly, please. 
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: I will. It says, “. . . much has 
been said about the surplus for the UCC of $104,000 
for the Financial Year 2012/13. I am tabling herewith 
the report” supporting that number. 
 Whereas in the next paragraph, the Minister 
says, “The Financial Office at the BHB stands by its 
statement that it is expecting a deficit for 2012/13, 
which is added to the deficits of the previous three 
years.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, these things are in conflict. 
They are clearly in conflict. 
 
The Speaker: What is the question? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I would like the Minister to set 
me at ease by explaining how these two statements 
can be true, as undoubtedly she wishes to show. 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if one has sight of the State-
ment, not included in the 2013 results are things such 
as (and I mentioned them in my Statement) medical 
insurance, personnel costs and coverage provided by 
emergency personnel covering staff leave. And there 
is no medical mal. There is no administrative. There is 
a person dedicated to the admin, and none of those 
costs have come into this as yet. 
 So, when those numbers are included—these 
are the excluded costs. When those numbers are in-
cluded, the BHB have indicated that they are antici-
pating a loss. In addition to the cost of the medical 
malpractice insurance that they are required, when all 
of those costs are allocated, they are anticipating that 
there would be a loss. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much. 
 You have a supplementary, another? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is one of those rare occa-
sions where we get two people who speak the same 
language. I struggle when I talk to the lawyers up 
here, but I have no problem with the accountants. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That being the case, why would 
the report producing the $104,000 surplus not include 
the accruals to give us the right number? Why would 
you accept a report that did not include the accruals 
on a topic so important as this? It is only sensible that 
you would do that. 
 
[Desk thumping]] 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you. 
 The report is presented . . . This is a man-
agement report, which is presented according to what 
the systems allow. The audited accounting report 
would be something entirely different, which includes 
accruals. This report does not include that, and I have 
gotten that confirmation from the BHB. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just wait your 
turn! Wait until that Honourable Member sits down. 
When another Member sits down, then I will give you 
your turn. I know you want to speak. Now I will recog-
nise you. Yes. 
 The Honourable Member from Pembroke 
[West Central], MP David Burt, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: You have a question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: This is a supplementary question. 
 
The Speaker: A supplementary on— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: MP De Silva’s first question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Okay. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The Minister just stated, and fol-
lowing up from what MP Terry Lister just said, that 
these were management reports. When Cabinet took 
a view to agree with the closing of the Lamb Foggo 
Care Centre, which the Minister expressed last week 
in her Statement, was Cabinet aware of these reports, 
which stated that the surplus was $104,000 in 
2012/13, and thus far this year, $950,000? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: There is nothing 
about $950,000. 
 
The Speaker: Was Cabinet aware, was the question. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Apologies—$95,000. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you. 

Yes, but Cabinet also made the decision 
based on the . . . well, I made the decision based on 
the fact that the Statement showed the things that 
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were not included as charges against the cost centre. 
So, I recognised that that money was going to be very 
easily and very soon eaten up. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Minister. 
 You have another supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, the same supplementary. 
 In the Minister saying that Cabinet was aware 
of the surpluses reported, can I ask why the Minister 
did not inform this Honourable House as to the 
amount of the surpluses which were recorded in the 
figures, even though she gave the losses as reported 
in the previous years? Why did she not inform the 
House and the public as to the surpluses? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. Honourable Member, 
take your seat, please. Because we seem to have 
conversations going across the floor here that are in-
appropriate for the proper running of this House. And 
if we are going to be able to delve and get deep into 
the matters that are before us, it is really necessary 
for us to concentrate and give respect to those who 
are trying to answer and those who are asking ques-
tions. I think that is important. 
 Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as has borne out, when people 
get confused by the numbers that are presented, and 
you know that there is something else to be added . . . 
if [for example] you say that somebody is making, like 
this year, $94,000 of surplus, and you know that there 
is an awful lot missing from those numbers, it is irre-
sponsible to hang your hat on a number that cannot 
be supported. 
 So I did not include the number. I did include 
the result of what the BHB advised that would happen. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member from 
Warwick [South East], who has been trying to get my 
attention. 
 MP Lawrence Scott, you have a supplemen-
tary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, supplementary. 
 Honourable Minister, you said that rent was 
not included in the final costs. What is the cost to rent 
Lamb Foggo? 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The rent of Lamb 
Foggo is actually on a lease basis. They only pay one 
dollar a year. But I am talking about the overheads 
relating to the capacity. If I said rent, then I do apolo-
gise. That is incorrect. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Learned Mem-
ber from Sandys [South Central], MP Kim Wilson. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is a supplemental to the question that 
was asked originally by MP Burt. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Would the Honourable Minister 
please indicate to this House and the public whether 
she informed the Cabinet at that Tuesday’s meeting, 
or any time before or after, about the report of August 
2013 that spoke about the expenses and the revenue 
that was generated concerning Lamb Foggo which 
allowed them to make a decision to support you in 
closing? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Second question? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: This is my first, Mr. Speaker. 
I have not spoken yet. I have not spoken to this yet. I 
have not spoken yet, Mr. Speaker. I thought about it, 
but I have not asked a question yet. I have not spoken 
to this topic yet, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: I see. Honourable Member, right. That 
is right. I went to the Whip first. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: MP Foggo, yes, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. The Shadow Minister Zane 
De Silva, you have the floor. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my question for the Honourable 
Minister is, she gave a very detailed explanation be-
tween a $250,000 loss and a $250,000 savings. And 
the Minister said that she did not say “loss.” She said 
it was a misunderstanding, and that it was a 
$250,000— 
 
The Speaker: Is this a new question? 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, this is my first question. 
 
The Speaker: It seems like people were asking it. 
You are leading up to the question? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Let me read what the 
Honourable Minister said in her Statement this morn-
ing: “There has also been a misunderstanding that the 
BHB indicated that the UCC was operating at a 
$250,000 annual loss. What was indeed said is that if 
the [UCC] was closed, there would be a $250,000 
saving, which is an entirely different matter from an 
operating loss.” 
 And my colleagues on this side questioned 
that. And she said she never said— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Let’s have . . . What is your ques-
tion? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, the Honourable Minis-
ter said she never said “a loss.” 
 
The Speaker: Right. So, ask the question regarding 
that. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My question to the Honour-
able Minister is, in her press conference on Octo-
ber 31st with the Chairman of the Board, did she not 
say, Mr. Speaker—and I will quote. Did she or her 
chairman not say, “The BHB made a loss of about 
$250,000 a year on the delivery of Urgent Care Ser-
vices in Bermuda”  
 
The Speaker: Did who not say? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Minister or her chair-
man— 
 
The Speaker: There is only one question you can 
ask. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —because it was a joint con-
ference. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not remember 
that conference. But I will be happy to go back and 
look at it for you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I just read it. 
And that is the Minister’s press conference right here, 
dated October 31st. 
 
The Speaker: What are you reading from? 
 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: This is the Minister’s press 
conference statement read to the public at eleven 
o’clock, Thursday, the 31st of October 2013, where 
she said that it was a $250,000 loss. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, let us put that to bed. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Please. 
 

QUESTION 3: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, Mr. Speaker, my sec-
ond question . . . my second question is . . . the Minis-
ter has said, and the Premier has said, that the Lamb 
Foggo Centre will not close or we will have alterna-
tives. So it will not close. 
 My question to the Speaker is, based on that 
statement from her and the Premier— 
 
The Speaker: The Speaker is not going to answer it. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: But the Minister might. Do not put me 
in this. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: But my question to the Min-
ister, Mr. Speaker, is, Why, if they have decided not to 
close it, whether it be they continue to operate it 
themselves or give it to a private entity, why not make 
the public statement right here today that Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre will not close? Make that state-
ment! If that is true! 
 
The Speaker: So, the question is, Why not make the 
statement? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Why not make the statement 
if that is true? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I 
have said, and I do not know how to say it more 
clearly, that an alternative is being looked at in case 
the BHB cannot do it, somebody will. That is all I can 
say. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary, yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, the Minister is saying, for 
the record, that the Urgent Care Centre will not ever 
close? 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That is not what I 
said. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Second supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, will the Minister then 
agree that there is a possibility the Urgent Care Cen-
tre will close in the future? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I knew what tomorrow would 
bring, I would be a rich woman. 
 
The Speaker: That is a hypothetical question, yes. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Supplementary? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members! There are no 
stupid questions in this House! So indeed, I would like 
that Honourable Member to withdraw that statement. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, can Mr. Grant 
Gibbons withdraw that statement? 
 
The Speaker: Please! I have the floor! 
 Honourable Member Gibbons, please with-
draw that statement. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I withdraw that 
statement. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 I now recognise the supplementary from MP 
Lister, from Sandys [South]. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In light of the last series of comments just 
made by the Shadow Minister, and the Minister in re-
sponse, can the Minister indicate whether or not the 
conversations that she had indicated previously had 
taken place with private concerns are still taking 
place? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: What I said is that 
I have made contacts, and that information will go to 
the BHB for them to consider. It would be still under 
. . . I guess they would be still having those conversa-
tions. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Clarification in regard to that, 
Mr. Speaker. One minute it seems that the decision— 
 
The Speaker: Question, question. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: The question that I would like 
clarified is that one minute it seems like it is the Minis-
ter’s decision, and on another hand it seems like it is 
the BHB’s decision. The Minister had previously indi-
cated that she was involved with private concerns who 
were having discussions about—my word—maybe 
even privatising the facility. 
 
The Speaker: We are not making a speech now, 
Honourable Member. Get to the question. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Is the Minister still continuing 
those conversations? 
 
The Speaker: All right.  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: What the Minister 
has done is to make initial contacts, to pass the infor-
mation on to the BHB. It is not the Minister’s delibera-
tion. It is the BHB’s responsibility. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Minis-
ter. 
 All right. MP De Silva, do you want to ask your 
second question, is it? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Yes, please, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

QUESTION 4: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I would like to ask the Minis-
ter, Mr. Speaker, in light of the misinformation that has 
been given to the public over the past four weeks by 
the Chairman and the Minister, will she be replacing 
him or resigning herself, based on that misinforma-
tion? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: If the Honourable 
Member can tell me to what misinformation [he is re-
ferring to], then I will be able to answer his question. 
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The Speaker: All you need to do is say you cannot 
answer the question. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Then you are free not to an-
swer the question as well. Yes. 
 Honourable Member, you have a supplemen-
tary to that? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, because, Mr. Speaker, 
if I had to give the misinformation, we would take up 
the rest of the time. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do have a supplementary to 
that, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: And the Minister has stated 
in her remarks that the cost of an Urgent Care Centre 
visit at Lamb Foggo is $422. And she also stated that 
this is considerably higher, even though it is only— 
 
The Speaker: This seems like a new question. This 
seems like a new question. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: It is supplementary on the 
finances, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, but it is a new question, I think. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay, we can get a new 
question. That is okay, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Agreed. Agreed. 
 
The Speaker: Otherwise, we could have a supple-
mentary all through the entire session. So I think we 
moved slightly. 
 

QUESTION 5: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My question to the Minister is this: Based on 
the statement that the cost of an Urgent Care Centre 
visit to Lamb Foggo is $422, compared to a visit at 
King Edward, which is $270, but what . . . The ques-
tion I had for the Minister is, as stated in her state-
ment,  that the cost of a visit to King Edward Emer-
gency Department for a minor condition . . .  
 Now, my question to the Minister is, because 
this is stated as a minor condition . . . Mr. Speaker, 
you know, we have a Member, Mr. Moniz, who is ob-
viously guiding the Minister. That is okay. But— 
 

The Speaker: I am listening. I will address anything 
that I hear. So, Honourable Member, you want to be 
asking your question. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker. So, my 
question, Mr. Speaker, is this: If the $270 fee for King 
Edward that is mentioned here with a minor condition, 
are we comparing apples to apples? In other words, 
they do not say that for the $422 charge at Lamb 
Foggo. Can the Honourable Minister explain that, 
please? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: If the Shadow 
Minister could just point out to me where, what he is 
referring to, to make sure that I have it in proper con-
text? Because I am not following him. Where in my 
Statement? 
 
The Speaker: Can you help that way? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, that was in the State-
ment, previous Statement last week, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Which ties into this topic—  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, am I 
answering last week? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Very important for the public 
to know. 
  
The Speaker: No, no, no. Yes, but just trying to help 
the Honourable Member to get to exactly where you 
are coming from. That is all. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. The question is, Mr. 
Speaker, What is the . . . Are those two numbers . . . 
Because, remember. We are talking about the cost of 
$250,000 loss that the Minister said that the Urgent 
Care Centre accumulates every year. So, my question 
is, when you do a comparative analysis based on her 
numbers, the $422, she says, is more expensive than 
the $270 visit at King Edward. But the footnote on the 
$270 is that that is for minor—for minor conditions. 
 Are we talking about the same procedure, the 
same service at both facilities? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Okay. Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I got the question. 
 Yes, we are talking about the same proce-
dure. The reason why they were specific to the minor 
conditions relating to King Edward was because, in 
King Edward, there would be average costs for other 
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things that the Lamb Foggo Centre is not capable of 
handling. So that is the reason. 
 In other words, a minor condition at Lamb 
Foggo was $422. A similar minor condition at KEMH 
was the $260—whatever the number is. And the King 
Edward would have some costs, you know, some 
emergency costs that would be higher, based on a 
different set of diagnoses. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. You have a ques-
tion, supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, why would receiving five stitches 
at the Urgent Care Centre and five stitches at the King 
Edward be a different price? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not operate 
the Urgent Care. I do not operate the Emergency De-
partment. So I do not know the answer. The BHB per-
haps could respond to that. I do not know. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have a question or a supplementary? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: A question. 
 
The Speaker: Question? Okay. All right. I will recog-
nise MP Furbert. 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, so Parliament 
is aware and understands where the Minister is com-
ing from, the Minister says that there is a $250,000 
loss and then there is $250,000 savings. Can the Min-
ister explain to this Honourable House basically where 
this $250,000 savings comes from? And what report is 
the Minister referring to? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I already spoke to 
where the savings would come from. If the facility 
closed, they would not have to pay medical mal; there 
were things that they would not have to pay. And that 
is the $250,000 savings that would have been made if 
the facility closed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 

 
SUPPLEMENTARIES 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Has the Minister given the 
Cabinet a breakdown as to where this $250,000 sav-
ings comes from? I do not want to be picking these 
numbers out of the air.  
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I can tell you that 
the numbers came from the hospital, from the office of 
the Chief Financial Officer. And I have been instructed 
that deliberations in Cabinet are not open for discus-
sion, but that is the answer. The $250,000 came from 
the CFO at the hospital. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Will the Minister lay before 
this Honourable House that $250,000 breakdown of 
the savings? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will be happy to 
do that when I get it. I will request it. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 All right. You have a supplementary? 
 Let me recognise the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. You have a question, right? 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is a question of accountabil-
ity. Mr. Speaker, over the last week, the Minister has 
said in one breath that it is the BHB’s decision. Then 
we just found out today that it was a Cabinet decision. 
And we also heard earlier this week that the Minister 
received a Cabinet paper from BHB to bring to Cabi-
net on Monday. It was debated on Tuesday. And it 
was made public on Wednesday through a press 
statement. 
 Mr. Speaker, my question is, Was the Hon-
ourable Premier, who stood up yesterday and made a 
decision to keep it open, was he aware of the decision 
made by Cabinet two or three weeks ago? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I take your guid-
ance, Mr. Speaker, but I think we are still going down 
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the path of what was or was not discussed in Cabinet. 
So I just do not know. 
 
The Speaker: No. Just, I think that it is a question of 
whether—the Premier is the Leader of the country, so 
whether he knew something was happening. I think 
that is a fair enough question. Yes.  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Well, what I can 
say is that there is a distinct difference between an 
information paper and a decision paper. So I did not 
want to know that we are blurring the lines. 
 
The Speaker: No. You do not have to give that infor-
mation. But the question was just whether—it is just 
like whether you informed Cabinet. That is a similar 
type of question: Did you inform Cabinet? And you 
say yes or no. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
  
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Minister. Minister, 
Minister. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
  
The Speaker: Honourable Minister. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Could he just re-
ask the question so that I can make sure that I am 
answering exactly correctly? 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: This is a travesty. 

Mr. Speaker, was the Honourable Premier 
aware? When that Cabinet paper was brought to his 
Cabinet, was he aware of the Cabinet paper and the 
decision to be made at the Cabinet level? 

 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Let me make it— 
 
The Speaker: And that is not asking for any informa-
tion about Cabinet. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, none whatsoever, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: No, no. I understand that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Premier was 
not in attendance at that meeting on the day that that 
thing was discussed. But in the realm of collective re-
sponsibility, we all have to take responsibility for it. 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is good enough, Honour-
able Member. 

 I recognise now the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Sandys [North], MP Michael Scott. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, would the Honourable Minister 
of Health confirm to this House— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: I cannot hear you. Ask your colleagues 
to be quiet so I can hear you. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you. 
 Colleagues. 
 Would the Honourable Minister of Health con-
firm to this Honourable House that the omission of the 
two operational surpluses, which to her knowledge 
were contained in the report, could not have been 
omitted inadvertently but could only have been omit-
ted knowingly by you? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I beg your pardon. 
Just repeat the question. Just repeat the two what? 
The two what? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Would you confirm to this 
House that the information of the two operational sur-
pluses, of $104,000 and $95,000, respectively, known 
to yourself, could not have been omitted inadvertently 
but only omitted from your Statement last week know-
ingly? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: They were know-
ingly omitted because I did not wish to create confu-
sion. We were comparing apples with oranges. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Do you have a supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I have a supplementary on that, 
Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: And Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Minister has said that the figures for 2011/12 were not 
audited as well. Therefore, the full extent was not re-
flected. 
 However, she reported those statements to 
the House. So I will follow up with a question to say, if 
the Honourable Minister will please clarify as to why 
she included some figures which were not audited and 
excluded other figures which were not audited? 
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The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: [Financial year] 
2011 was audited. 2012 was not, and 2013. I specifi-
cally said in the Statement that 2012 was not audited. 
And that is the reason. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member! You are not go-
ing to get to speak if you continue that! Just wait your 
turn. 
 Are you finished, Minister? 
 Yes, MP Burt? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The supplementary is, Mr. 
Speaker, and the Minister just confirmed that the fig-
ures from 2011 and 2012 were not audited. However, 
she still included them in her Statement. The question 
is, Why did she include unaudited figures in her 
statement, and then gave the reason that she did not 
include the other unaudited figures, which showed a 
surplus, is that they were unaudited? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member did not listen, Mr. Speaker. I said 2011 was 
audited. 
 
The Speaker: You cannot claim that he did not listen. 
I think you . . . maybe he did not— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Well, he misun-
derstood. He misunderstood. 
 [Financial year] 2011 was audited. 2012 was 
not. When you have something that is not audited, 
you do not build on that. And that is the reason why it 
was excluded. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I included the 
overview, which included the number, and explained 
it. But that is as much as I was able to do. I would not 
tell him on 2014 or 2013— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Because they 
would be based on something that was not audited. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 MP De Silva, do you have a supplementary 
on that? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I am having 
great difficulty with the statement that the Minister just 
made. She said three or four times that the 2012 ac-
counts were not audited. But they were in the state-
ment showing a $350,000 loss. 
 Therefore, why did the Honourable Minister 
not include 2013 and the first four months of this 
year? Why were they not included in the same report? 
And they—they were returned, a surplus return? 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: May I, Mr. 
Speaker, by reference? The 2014 period shows, as 
against 2013 unaudited—2013 direct medical staff 
costs were $699,000. [For] 2014, direct medical costs 
were $55,000.  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker! 
Point of order, Mr. Speaker! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am explaining— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: This has nothing to do with 
that question! 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, if you will just 
wait until I— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Nothing at all, Mr. Speaker! 
 
The Speaker: Just a second. 
 Honourable Minister, just answer as succinctly 
as you can, please. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And that is what I 
am trying to do, Mr. Speaker. 
 You cannot take a snapshot of something that 
has no relevance to the comparatives and to utilise 
that as the basis for making any extrapolations. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Do you have a question? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My final supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: If the Honourable Minister 
just said she cannot take a snapshot of 2012 or 2013, 
why did she take a snapshot of 2012, which is not au-
dited? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
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[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: [Financial year] 
2011/12 is the first year in this continuum that was not 
audited. From an accounting perspective, when you 
have something that is not audited, that becomes your 
defining point. You are not going to do a next year 
based on the fact that your previous years are not 
completed. I do not know what else to say. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Members, has anyone got a question that has 
not been asked? Because we are going round and 
around the bush now. So, let me see how good you 
are at asking a question that has not been asked. 
 I will recognise the Honourable MP from 
Pembroke East, MP Roban. You have the floor. 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the last page of the State-
ment made today by the Honourable Minister, the 
Honourable Minister says, and I will quote if you per-
mit me. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: “If you have a life-threatening 
emergency, [and in bold] DO NOT GO TO THE UCC.” 
 Does the Minister not agree that even sug-
gesting not go to the UCC will in itself send an inap-
propriate message to persons that is counterproduc-
tive to the efforts that might assist the UCC in a genu-
ine recovery of its position over the next six months? 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I do not agree 
with that assertion. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Lister. You have a supplementary on 
that? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
have a supplementary on that. 
 I was concerned by that statement as well that 
the Honourable Member Roban just read out. My con-
cern is this, Mr. Speaker. You would make a state-
ment like that based on the fact that there has been a 
track record of people going there inappropriately, 
meaning they went there for life-saving events. 
 

The Speaker: Honourable Member, no speech. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: My question is, Can the Minis-
ter verify that statement by saying, Yes, in the past we 
have had people who went with life-threatening events 
and almost lost their life because they went there 
rather than to King Edward? That would justify her 
making that statement. Without that, there is no justifi-
cation for that statement, if no one has gone down 
there inappropriately in the past. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, Honourable Member. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The answer is 
yes. The answer is yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 I recognise . . . Do you have a supplemen-
tary? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: It is a new question. 
 
The Speaker: A new question? Okay. Before you give 
that, I think the Honourable MP Roban—MP Roban, 
yes? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I actually have a supplemen-
tary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of what the Minister has 
said, would the Minister at least agree that, since the 
UCC has a record of treating, on average, about 
5,000–6,000 persons a year, that it can play a role 
with at least stabilising persons in urgent care situa-
tions, upon which they can then be sent to the King 
Edward [Memorial Hospital] for proper treatment and 
can [receive treatment] continuously, despite any 
changes that might be made? 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That is possible. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Did you have a question? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: A question. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I am not finished [with] my 
question, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: You are not finished [with] your ques-
tion? 
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Mr. Walter H. Roban: No. 
 
The Speaker: Well, just hold on a second. We are 
doing supplementaries. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
The Speaker: You have a new question? All right. Let 
us let more Members have an opportunity. Is it a 
question or a supplementary? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: One more question? All right. 

We will come back to you, MP Roban. 
 MP Furbert, your question. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, in light of the 
Statement made by the Minister last week, and in light 
of the Minister’s statement in the press last evening, 
and in Parliament today, that it was premature for the 
Minister to agree with the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
on closing down the Lamb Foggo building next Friday, 
on the 29th— 
 
The Speaker: Question? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Was it premature? Would 
the Minister agree that it was premature, in light of all 
this information that has now come forward, to close 
down the Lamb Foggo building? 
 
The Speaker: Okay. All right. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I did not believe 
that the decision was premature. But I will say that 
listening to public concern, we responded, and this is 
why the decision has been delayed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair will recognise the learned Member, 
MP Scott, first. 
 

QUESTION 3: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, the question to 
the Honourable Minister is, In light of the answer to 
my question that the Minister knowingly omitted the 
surplus information, is the Minister aware that this was 
tantamount to knowingly making a statement that was 
misleading the Parliament— 
 
The Speaker: What is the question? I am sorry. I 
missed that, Member. 

 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Sorry. In light of the answer 
that the Honourable Minister of Health gave to my 
question that she knowingly omitted the financial in-
formation, is the Minister aware that that is tantamount 
to knowingly misleading this Parliament, or under the 
Ministerial Code of Conduct, which requires a Minister 
in those circumstances to offer their resignation? 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Yes.  
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The answer is no. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you. 
 I am going to recognise the Honourable MP 
Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: My last question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. You have been waiting for a long 
time. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: MP Burt, you will get your chance, 
hopefully. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. They will get their chance, 
I am sure. 
 Mr. Speaker, in light of the assurances that 
have been given by the Minister—and I will quote: “I 
have instructed the Bermuda Hospitals Board to keep 
the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre open until an 
alternative plan is worked out that meets the needs of 
the people of the East End.”  

Can we in this House, and the community, get 
a confirmation from the Minister that the Government 
and the BHB will work to have a substantive and 
comprehensive promotion/campaign of whatever ser-
vices will be available to the servers of the community 
at the Lamb Foggo clinic for the duration of its review 
period? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The BHB will un-
dertake that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 

And I will recognise the MP from Pembroke 
[West Central], MP David Burt, the Shadow Minister of 
Finance. MP Burt. 
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Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, on page 3 of the Minister’s 
Statement, the Minister says, and I quote: “We have 
listened to the many concerns expressed about the 
BHB’s decision to close the clinic and, after further 
consultation with my colleagues, I have instructed the 
Bermuda Hospitals Board to keep the Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre open until an alternative plan is 
worked out that meets the needs of the people of the 
East End.” 
 My question is, Mr. Speaker, in the initial de-
cision which was taken by Cabinet—of which we 
found out today that the Premier was excluded from—
can the Minister confirm that she discounted the effect 
that this decision would have on the quality of care to 
the residents of the East End? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. I can only go 
by that information which I have. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thanks. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary, yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I will try to put this again, because 
I think it is a relatively simple question. 
 
The Speaker: Go ahead. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Did the Minister, when making her 
original recommendation to Cabinet, discount the ef-
fect that the closure of the Urgent Care Centre would 
have on the quality of health care for residents in the 
East End? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No. I did not dis-
count that. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The question is, if the Minister 
then did not discount that, why has she come about to 
change her decision at this point in time? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, it is 
very clear that the level of community concern re-
quired a relook. And that is what we have done. 

 
The Speaker: Yes. Question two. 
 

QUESTION 2: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as the Honourable 
Minister has just said that the level of public concern 
was there, does the Minister agree that, if this plan 
was communicated in advance or consultation would 
have taken place, the Government would have found 
out the level of public concern in advance? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I agree with that. 
If I had the information in advanced time I would have 
. . . You know, it could have been done, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: MP Derrick Burgess from Hamilton 
East. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, will the 
Honourable Minister, whatever decision is made, in-
form the people of the East End and the area MPs 
before any decision is made?  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. All right. Thank you. 
 I have another supplementary from MP Lister, 
from Sandys North [Central]. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Mr. Speaker, based on the 
last statement by the Minister in regard to the fact that 
the decision took a rethink because of the concern of 
the residents in the East End, and it is that concern 
that has got us to this rethink, Mr. Speaker . . . Minis-
ter, I do not think that concern is going to go away. 
They are going to always be concerned about prop-
er— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are not here 
to give a speech. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Oh, yes, I will get to my ques-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are giving a 
speech— 
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Hon. Dennis P. Lister: The concern . . . If the rethink 
was based on a concern, the concern will always be 
there for proper health care in the East End. So, how 
can we be here having a discussion about that this is 
only for a period of time? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I have to ask you 
to get to a question. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: What should have been said, 
Mr. Speaker, based on a rethink coming from con-
cern— 
 
The Speaker: Now, Honourable Member, you— 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: —was that it was open per-
manently, not a short-term fix. 
 
The Speaker: Now, Honourable Member! Honourable 
Member! I am sorry. If you are not going to ask a 
question, you will have to take your seat! 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: I will put it in a question. I will 
put it in a question. I will put it in a question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes! Well, put your question. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Based on concerns, will that 
concern lead to this being a permanent fix and not a 
short-term fix? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have answered 
that, I do not know how many ways. 
 
The Speaker: All right, Member. You made a good 
speech. You got away with a speech. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]  
 
The Speaker: MP David Burt. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

My supplementary to the response that the 
Minister originally gave to my question, the Minister 
said that if she was aware. The Minister has clearly 
said that the decision went to Cabinet. And when Cab-
inet approved on a Tuesday, it was announced on a 
Wednesday. 

If she was aware previously and if she had 
concerns, can the Minister, please, then confirm to 
this House that she could have stopped the an-
nouncement from being made if she had reserva-
tions? 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I had no reserva-
tions with the decision because I recognised that the 
hospital could not afford the money that it was costing 
them. So I had no reservations with respect to the de-
cision. 
 In respect of consultation, yes, things would 
have been done differently had I had further ad-
vancement. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 You have another supplementary, or question 
three? 
 

QUESTION 3: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, [question] three. 

Mr. Speaker, now that the Minister has over-
ruled the Chairman of and the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board, can the Minister tell this House how she can 
continue to have confidence in their ability to make 
decisions that meet the health care needs of the Ber-
mudian public? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I have to allow the 
process to work its way through. And that is as much 
as I am prepared to say. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, you have a supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The question is . . . and I do not believe the 
Minister answered it. I understand her answer. But I 
will ask this way: Does she still have confidence in the 
Chairman and the Bermuda Hospitals Board? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. I do. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary or a question? 
You have a question, yes. 

MP Rolfe Commissiong. 
 

QUESTION 1: LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE 
CENTRE 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, with respect 
to the $250,000 in savings highlighted in the Minister’s 
Statement, is that also reflective of savings that, or—  
 
The Speaker: Is your microphone on? 
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, with respect to the $250,000 in 
savings that she mentioned in her Statement— 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: That is it. That is it. Time. I am sorry 
about that, Honourable Member, but on 60 minutes, it 
stops. 
 That concludes our Question Period. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: We now move to Congratulatory and/or 
Obituary Speeches. 
 The Chair will recognise first the Honourable 
Premier. 

Honourable Premier, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The past week, unfortunately, I had two cous-
ins who had passed away. Many of you would know 
Norwood Edwards, better known as “Chuckie.” He 
was in his wheelchair many times leaving the hospital 
on East Broadway, coming into town. For those Mem-
bers who may not know the name, you will know his 
auntie, and that is Gwendolyn Robinson. Certainly you 
know Cooley Robinson. This is his first cousin. 
Chuckie passed away past weekend, gone. And so 
this Honourable House—do you want to be associat-
ed? Yes, I [associate] the Opposition Leader, the 
Deputy Opposition Leader, as well, Minister Wayne, 
Shadow. Thank you very much. 
 Mr. Speaker, also, the other cousin who 
passed away, and all part of the exact same family, 
was Latifah Maybury, wife of Kemar. They own the 
lunch wagon on Front Street, the large maroon-red 
one. She originally was from Kuwait, only 28 years 
old, and succumbed to cancer, leaving behind a hus-
band and a 10-month-old baby. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Sorry? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, yes, yes. We will as-
sociate the whole House to this one here. Just a tragic 
loss for to such a young life to be taken. So, the Rob-
inson family, the Furbert family, the Lowe family, 
Cannoniers, all at a loss with this one here—two lives, 
two relatives, young, being lost. So, thank you very 
much, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: The Chair now recognises MP Zane 
De Silva. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like this Honourable 
House to send a letter to the OBA Government of 
Bermuda. And that is for keeping the Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre open. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: I am sorry. I did not even hear that. 
Would you like to repeat that for me? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Sure, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like this Honourable 
House to congratulate the One Bermuda Alliance 
Government of Bermuda for keeping the Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre open. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 And I would like to associate all Members on 
this side of the House, Mr. Speaker. In fact, I think I 
have . . . No, just from all of us to all of them, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [West]. MP Jeff Sousa, you 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker, and 
honourable colleagues and those in the listening au-
dience. 
 I rise this afternoon to ask the House to send 
congratulations to Caron Bermuda for their 5th Annual 
Community Service Awards Breakfast, which myself, 
and I would like to associate colleagues that attended 
on Tuesday morning of this past week, at Fairmont 
Hamilton Princess. The Deputy Premier, Michael 
Dunkley, Minister Shawn Crockwell, MP Jeanne 
Atherden and MP Susan Jackson. 
 We all know the impact of substance abuse 
remains one of the greatest challenges that Bermuda 
faces, has ever faced. [The] effects of this problem on 
the health and safety of the community and the econ-
omy have been, and continue to be, of great concern 
to the people of Bermuda. 
 It was very inspiring to attend on Tuesday 
morning, as we saw how many caring people there 
were in Bermuda. The room was packed. And as the 
guest speaker from overseas said, to see a room that 
filled in Pennsylvania would be awesome. But to see a 
room that filled in Bermuda showed how caring the 
people of Bermuda are. So I would like to, once again, 
salute the Caron Bermuda for the fantastic work they 
do in Bermuda. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
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 The Chair will now recognise the Leader of 
the Opposition, Mr. Marc Bean. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I ask this Honourable House to send a letter 
of condolences to the family of the late Mr. Blair Rich-
ardson, who is my constituent, as we head into Smith 
Avenue, going towards Jones Village. 
 
The Speaker: A former student of mine, yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: A former student of yours, 
and the Honourable Minister of Community and Cul-
tural Affairs, Minister Scott, would also like to be as-
sociated. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister from Warwick [North Central]. Minister Wayne 
Scott, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Yes, definitely, I thank the Opposition Leader, 
for being associated with Blair, who actually was 
someone who grew up just down the street from me. 
And I know him and his wife, Juliette, very well, and 
just my heart goes out for them. 
 But today, it looks like it is football day, Mr. 
Speaker, which I am sure you will be pleased with. 
And there are a few people that I would like to con-
gratulate. Nahki Wells—I will leave the Cougars to my 
friend across there. But I would like to associate the 
whole House with this. I mean, Nahki Wells, of course, 
just got a hat-trick, which is amazing out there. It has 
been awhile. He has been injured and just coming 
back like old form, and of course, 12 goals so far this 
season. 
 Djair Parfitt-Williams actually, who led his un-
der-18 West Ham to a victory against Reading and 
also executed a hat-trick. So that is pretty good as 
well. 
 I think we have Ryan Parris, who is the co-
captain of the Bigside Soccer Team, where he is 
studying at Trinity College. Based on his football abil-
ity, he was just awarded the MVP for the [Bigside] 
Soccer Team, and that is a great distinction for him. 
 And also Khano Smith, he was just named 
fifth in the top five major league soccer players of all 
time from smaller Caribbean nations. And again, our 
Bermudians are continuing to perform very well. 

I associate my cousin, and I can call the Hon-
ourable Member my cousin, Mr. Speaker, because he 
is. 

I would just also like to mention the cricket 
team out there in Dubai. They also defeated Denmark 
at the ICC World Twenty20, and I would like to 
acknowledge that as well. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much. 

 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [East]. MP Walter Roban, 
you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to, unfortunately, ask the House to 
send a note of condolences to the family of Rev. Allen 
Robert Walker, Sr.  
 
The Speaker: That was done last week. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I would like to be associated 
with that. I did not realise it had been done. Thank you 
very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Member from Devonshire [North West]. MP Glen 
Smith, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This afternoon I rise to send congratulations 
to the organisers of the World Rugby Classic that was 
recently held the week of November 9th through the 
16th. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Glen Smith: I would like to associate the Minister. 
I will associate the whole side of this House, then. I 
would also like to particularly congratulate Mr. John 
Kane, who has organised this event for the last 25 
years, along with five individuals. According to Mr. 
Kane, they never met as a committee. Each one was 
given their role to do and made it happen. Once 
again, this is their 25th year. According to speaking 
with Mr. Kane, he reckons that they have over 25,000 
spectators over the seven days of the event, with 
eight international teams and being represented by 11 
countries. Also, close to 1,200 overseas visitors visit-
ed this Island, which obviously, assists the hotels and 
the airlines. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would also like to thank the 
sponsors who have made this event successful. I 
would also like to thank the Department of Tourism. 
And I would also like to thank my constituents, who 
tolerated the noise, and [for their] patience during the 
disruption during this week. And the World Rugby 
Classic gave the neighbourhood of schools through-
out Prospect tickets for them to attend the event. So 
once again, Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank them. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. You 
have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
send condolences to the family of Ms. Barbara Butter-
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field. Ms. Butterfield was a constituent of mine, also a 
former constituent of the Honourable Member Derrick 
Burgess. She was a gentle, quiet, but also a very 
tough lady. And you knew exactly where she stood. 
 I would also like to associate my friend, the 
Honourable Minister of Tourism, Mr. Shawn 
Crockwell, as his family has a very close relationship 
with Ms. Barbara Butterfield. She was a member of 
the Salvation Army. She has been a member of the 
Redkiln Road Christian Fellowship, and she has been 
a member of another church which I cannot remember 
at the moment. But this lady here has always been . . . 
During my many canvassing throughout the years, I 
have always had to stop and talk to Ms. Butterfield. 
She would not allow me to go by her house unless I 
stopped by and talked to her. 

To be honest with you, she was one of the 
young ladies I spoke to when I crossed over from 
Egypt to the other side to decide which side I should 
go on. And she made it very clear. She said, Wayne, I 
will support you wherever you go. And so I am very 
happy to know that Ms. Butterfield had an exciting life, 
90 years old. And hopefully, one of these days I will 
reach that golden opportunity to be 90. 
 I would also like to be associated with the re-
marks coming from the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Smith, regarding the rugby. Yes, this provides an op-
portunity for Bermuda, particularly in tourism. We 
have many people who come here, players them-
selves, and also people who come here to enjoy the 
facilities that we have. So we like to encourage other 
participants. I know that there were other people that 
were speaking to the Ministry during the time outside 
of rugby, to provide other events here on the Island, 
particularly in sports tourism. So again, I would like to 
thank the service of Mr. Kane for 25 years for his ups 
and downs for that period—rain and cold and whatev-
er—we appreciate his service. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West], MP Jeanne 
Atherden. I saw you today, MP Atherden. You do not 
even have on red. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: And I have green on. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: This is the spirit of collabo-
ration, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask that congratulations 
should be sent to the— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 I rise to ask this House to send congratula-
tions to the organisers and the PTA of the T. N. Tatum 
[Middle] School. On the weekend, they had their fair, 
which I went to, and there were lots of other Members. 
I think the Deputy Premier was there, as well as MP 
Jeff Sousa. 
 The reason I wanted to make sure that con-
gratulations go out to them is because I was really 
struck by the involvement of the students there. The 
adults were there, but the students were helping to 
organise the games. And lots of those games were 
what we used to do in the olden days, which is the 
pitching the bean ball, the hula hoops. Those things, 
getting back to basics, reminded me that you do not 
have to do what I call the high-tech activities in order 
to be successful. You just have to have things that 
people want to get involved in. 
 In talking to some of the organisers, there 
were some of the carpenters that helped to create the 
stalls, and everything was much more basic. If we get 
back to basics, we can still deliver on fundraising and 
have fun. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East [Central], MP Weeks. 
You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
Good afternoon, colleagues, and those in the listening 
audience. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like a letter of congratu-
lations to be sent to the Department of Corrections. I 
heard Minister Dunkley mention it briefly in his Minis-
terial Statement, but I was invited to the graduation 
ceremony up at Westgate Correctional Facility for 
those that have graduated from the Alcohol and Sub-
stance Abuse Programme. 
 Mr. Speaker, from what I saw and what I was 
made to understand, a lot of these young men who 
have been taking this programme have really been 
put on the right track. So, as they extend the pro-
gramme to other inmates and other treatment facili-
ties, I can see nothing but good things for them. So, 
hats off to Lieutenant Colonel Edward Lamb, his As-
sistant Commissioner, Kenneth Cann, the programme 
facilitator, Curtis Mitchell, and all other staff that partic-
ipated in this fine programme up at Westgate.  

Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of the Environment. Minister Sylvan Richards, 
you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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 I would like for this Honourable House to send 
condolences to the family of the late Hazel Elizabeth 
Richardson. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: Yes, yes, that was done. 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes. I would like to be 
associated with those comments. Formerly known as 
Cousin Hazel, mother of Weldon, Joey, Norma-Jean 
Richardson and also Loreen Emery. Joey Richardson 
was the well-known powerboat racer and motocross 
enthusiast back in the ’70s. The celebration of her life 
was held at Bright Temple AME Church of Spring Hill, 
and three pastors spoke at her homegoing service. 
They all were children who either grew up in the 
neighbourhood with Mrs. Richardson, or were friends 
of the family. And they all spoke to her discipline, her 
counsel and the example that she set for all of the 
young people who came into her life. So she was 
loved and will be sorely missed.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises MP David Burt. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was not able to be in attend-
ance at the congratulations and obituary [speeches] 
last week because I was out at another function. 
 However, I would like to be associated with 
two things that were given last week. First, the con-
gratulations that were given by the Minister of Eco-
nomic Development to the ILS conference, which was 
held here. The organisers did a fantastic job. I was 
fortunate to be in attendance, and I enjoyed every 
single minute of it. I think it is important that Members 
of the Opposition are in attendance at these events to 
make sure that the investor community and the inter-
national community knows that both sides of the 
House are supportive of efforts to bring, and continue 
to bring, business to Bermuda. 
 In addition, I would like to associate myself 
with the congratulations which I know were given by 
my fellow MP on this side, of the congratulations to 
the Western Stars Sports Club on their victory over my 
Devonshire Cougars in the Dudley Eve finals. 
 The reason why I missed the session last 
week, Mr. Speaker, for a small while, is because I was 
at my aunt’s funeral. My Aunt May Burt was 
funeralised last week, Friday. I would like to ask the 
House please send a letter of condolence to her fami-
ly. Her loving spirit was a pleasure to all those that 
knew her. If I could, Mr. Speaker, I would like to share 
with the House a tribute that I had read at her funeral. 
 My tribute was this, Mr. Speaker: “My favour-
ite memory of Aunt May will be the first time she met 
my wife. We went to Cherry Dale to visit her, and up-

on seeing her for the first time, my Aunt May looked 
my then-fiancée up and down, and in her own unique 
way said (and in this accent), ‘She have nice shape.’”  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: “Of course, we all burst out laugh-
ing. That is how we will remember our dear Aunt 
May.” 
 If I could, Mr. Speaker, on one final topic of a 
new congratulations—and I thank the Minister of Sport 
for deferring this to me—I would like to ask the House 
to send congratulations to five young men who were 
honoured yesterday at the Bermuda Football Associa-
tion prize-giving. All of the five young men, of course, 
were players from the triple crown winning Devonshire 
Cougars. 
 We will start with: 

• Darius Cox, who was named Defender of the 
Year; 

• Mr. Chae Brangman, who was named as the 
Young Player of the Year. And he is currently 
overseas in England plying his trade; 

• Kioshi Trott, who won Goalkeeper of the Year 
and is a very young man, at the age of 18, 
(someone you know, Mr. Speaker, I am sure); 

• Mr. Dennis Brown was also voted Coach of 
the Year; and finally, 

• a letter of congratulations to be sent to my 
good friend, Mr. Domico Coddington, who not 
only was awarded the MVP for the Devon-
shire Cougars last week, but also the MVP for 
the entire season. 
 
It is always a good thing to support our young 

men when they are doing positive things, Mr. Speak-
er. And I would ask this House to send congratula-
tions to them.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. 
 Honourable Member, now it is 12:30. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: So, we can . . . yes, we can . . . let’s go 
for lunch. Because we want to . . . yes, let’s go for 
lunch. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I move that we now ad-
journ for lunch. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 The House is now adjourned until 2:00 pm. 
 
[Gavel]  
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:27 pm 
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 Proceedings resumed at 2:01 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Speaker: Members, we were in the Congratula-
tions and Condolences section of the meeting and we 
will continue there. 
 
CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY 

SPEECHES 
 
[Continuation of] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Premier, Minister Michael Dunkley. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good afternoon. I hope everybody enjoyed their 
lunch. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask that this Honourable Chamber send congratula-
tions to Bethel AME Church on celebration of their 
125-year anniversary. Myself and the Deputy Opposi-
tion Leader and Member of the Opposition, Mr. 
Wayne Furbert, had the opportunity to celebrate the 
service with them a couple of weeks ago; to listen to 
Reverend Dr. Michael Bell, Sr. speak. And, certainly, I 
think it is appropriate to congratulate one of the foun-
dations of our religious community in Bermuda for the 
great work that they do. 
 I would also like to send congratulations to the 
Bermuda Gymnastics Association for the holding of 
the Third Annual International Gymnastics Challenge. 
And the Member from constituency 3— 
 
An Hon. Member: Four. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Four, sorry. 

Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser would like 
to be associated as well. I had the pleasure of attend-
ing with the Honourable Member, Mr. Weeks, early 
last Saturday morning and I continue to be impressed 
by the work of our young gymnasts and their coaches, 
and also impressed by the talent that came in from 
overseas. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would ask also that congratula-
tions be sent to Ms. Marilyn Steede for recently com-
pleting her 24-hour walk, raising money for charity. 
And this year Marilyn walked on behalf of Meals on 
Wheels. I had the privilege of walking with her in pre-
vious years and I certainly give her a great deal of 
credit for not only doing the walk but raising money for 
needy charities throughout the community. And I think 
it is appropriate that this Honourable Chamber recog-
nise Ms. Steede for her work. 

 Mr. Speaker, on a sadder note, I ask this 
Honourable Chamber to send condolences to the fam-
ily of Frederick Sims who passed away a couple of 
weeks ago. I think, Mr. Speaker, you probably know 
that Mr. Sims is the father of Bruce and Wayne Sims. 
Bruce is the former tennis professional and golf pro-
fessional. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And the Honourable 
Members Gibbons, Sousa, everybody in the House 
would like to be associated with these condolences. 
He was a fine man, he raised a fine family, and he will 
certainly be missed by his family. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask that this Chamber send 
condolences to the family of Mr. Alvin Chapman, a 
constituent of mine who passed away just a couple of 
weeks ago. I remember in my times canvassing I 
could never believe how old Mr. Chapman said he 
was, because when I went around canvassing he was 
always hanging a door or painting a house or some-
thing, even at his age he kept active. So sadly he 
leaves behind a loving and large family. 
 And the last condolence I would like to send, 
Mr. Speaker, is a condolence to the family of Jer-
maine Michael Minors who passed away a couple of 
weeks ago. Mr. Minors was an employee at the De-
partment of Customs. He passed away after a very 
sudden and brief illness. The Honourable Minister 
Richards would like to be associated as well. He 
leaves behind his loving mother and father and other 
family members. He will certainly be missed not only 
by his family but by Customs as a whole—I attended 
the funeral I know he was well-loved by his fellow 
workers as well. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable Dr. 
Grant Gibbons, Minister for Economic Development. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise on a sad note this after-
noon to ask that condolences be sent to the family of 
the late Sara Marquardt—her three children, Alan, 
Barry and Carla. And the Honourable Members Mr. 
Dunkley and Mr. Sousa would like to be associated 
with those. For those who knew her, Sara Marquardt 
had an extraordinary ability with plants. She had a 
green thumb. She grew bonsai. She grew orchids. 
She grew cactus. And I think for a while there—she 
was 87 when she passed—but I think for a while there 
at just about every Ag show she had not just one or 
two, she had a list of awards as a consequence of her 
horticultural exploits. So she was obviously involved in 
a number of other environmental issues and the 
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SPCA as well. I think she will be sadly missed, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 While I am on my feet, I would also like to be 
associated with the congratulations to John Kane for 
the continuing efforts in the Rugby Classic. Every year 
it seems to get bigger and better. It has become al-
most a large calendar event for a lot of people who 
invite people here to participate in it. And I think the 
last week there were very few if any hotel rooms that 
were left on the Island, possibly as a consequence of 
that and some other events as well. 
 I would also like to be associated with the 
congratulations to Marilyn Steede as well for her con-
tinuing charitable efforts. 
 And finally, Mr. Speaker, I think it is certainly 
worth noting and perhaps congratulations should be 
sent as well, but the BMA [Bermuda Monetary Au-
thority] had what I thought was a very well attended 
programme—it was their International Regulatory Fo-
rum. It was on Tuesday. Hopefully next year they will 
not do it on Tuesday so more Cabinet Members can 
attend. But they had an extremely distinguished panel 
of speakers: Sir Andrew Large, a former Deputy Gov-
ernor of the Bank of England; William [Murden], who 
is a Director in the US Department of the Treasury; 
Dame Amelia Fawcett, who is the Chairman of the 
Hedge Funds Standards Board; a member of ESMA 
[European Securities and Markets Authority]; and they 
also had participating a couple of other distinguished 
people. I think particularly of James Donelon who is 
the President of NAIC which is the National Associa-
tion of Insurance Commissioners. So it was quite a 
good presentation for those who were invited and 
those who were here. And I would ask that congratu-
lations be sent to the CEO, Mr. Cox. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Government 
Whip, MP Cole Simons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to continue where 
my colleague just left off. I attended that seminar that 
the BMA hosted and I want to say it was world class. 
In addition to the esteemed guests that we had from 
overseas, we also had fine Bermudians on each pan-
el, and they held their own with the international play-
ers and I am very, very proud of their performance in 
that we as Bermudians underestimate our ability and 
our contribution to international business—be it insur-
ance, banking, or asset management. And I want to 
commend every Bermudian that was on that panel for 
a job well done in addressing the global issues that 
impact their industry. 
 I would like to also send congratulatory re-
marks to Oliver Tucker. He is a young Bermudian, 23 
years old, and last night he hosted an art exhibition at 

the Project Space which is a small gallery located at 
Wellbottom [Road] in Southampton. And the theme of 
Mr. Tucker’s exhibition is “Bermuda—Face to Face.” 
He says it is a series of portraits in which he incorpo-
rates his identity as a Bermudian and his examination 
of some of the Island’s unique characters. If you went 
to that exhibit you would see these portraits are differ-
ent in that Mr. Tucker actually looks into the eyes of 
these subjects and captures their spirit through their 
eyes. And it is amazing how well he has done in this 
realm. And so I commend him. I wish him all the very 
best because he is just starting out as a 23-year-old 
young Bermudian, and it goes to show that our 
youngsters are following their own paths and they are 
not necessarily following the traditional paths, but we 
have to give them support wherever and whenever 
they need it. 
 I would like to also be associated with the 
comments made in regard to the Rugby Classic. It 
was another world-class event. Everyone enjoyed 
themselves and I think it is good for Bermuda’s tour-
ism and it is good for Bermuda’s sporting community. 
 I would like to also associate myself with the 
comments made in regards to Marilyn Steede and 
Alvin Chapman. I went to Mr. Chapman’s funeral. I 
have been to many, many funerals as a politician and 
as an individual and I want to say that this funeral was 
a true depiction of Bermuda. It was like—black, white, 
Portuguese, mixed, and everybody there—and guess 
what Mr. Speaker? They were all related. They were 
all related . . . I am saying . . . because he was . . . it 
was amazing. And so at the wake they were talking 
about this diverse family. I mean, there were people 
from Canada, there were people from St. Kitts, there 
were people from Azores, and it was a true melting 
pot and a true reflection of Bermuda and how we are 
today. So, again, I would like to send condolences to 
the family of Mr. Alvin Chapman. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Minister for 
Tourism, Learned Member, Minister Crockwell. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated 
with the words of condolence given by the Honourable 
Wayne Furbert to the family of Mrs. Barbara Butter-
field. It would be remiss of me if I did not say a few 
words because Mrs. Butterfield and my grandmother, 
Lydia Furbert, were like sisters. They were always 
together.  

I can recall many family functions—Christmas 
time, the many times I went to my granny’s church (at 
the time) to hear her preach—Aunt Barbara was al-
ways there. And when I heard of her passing my reac-
tion was very similar to when I heard of my grand-
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mother’s passing, and that is how close the families 
were. And you know I can recall . . . it is funny, we 
heard during the service yesterday (and the Honoura-
ble Member, Mr. Burgess, was there as well) every-
one talked about how stern she was and it was inter-
esting, I remember . . . Honourable Members may 
remember my grandmother ran a little cafe which was 
. . . I do not know if it is still Fat Man’s Cafe, but where 
Fat Man’s Cafe used to be (I believe) on Parsons 
Road.  She used to sell beef pies.  

I can recall my Aunt Barbara coming over 
there all the time to help her set up. And on one occa-
sion she mopped the floor and my brother and I, in our 
desire to go and watch Sesame Street, walked on that 
wet floor! And Aunt Barbara was not happy and our 
punishment was we could not watch Sesame Street, 
and you would have thought she beat us to death be-
cause we cried and cried because we could not watch 
Sesame Street.  

When my granny came to hear us upset and 
we told her what happened, my granny overruled my 
Aunt Barbara because we were her grandsons. So we 
got to watch Sesame Street. But my Aunt Barbara 
gave me a look that I will never forget. She was not 
happy that she was overturned. But she was firm but 
she was also a very loving woman. And as I grew old-
er when I would see her I would get the best hugs, the 
best kisses, the greatest smiles. And so it is really . . . 
it was wonderful to see so many people come out and 
give tribute to her life of service to various church 
communities and to Bermuda. 
 I would also like to be associated with the re-
marks of congratulations to Caron Bermuda. I would 
like to associate myself with the comments made. And 
I also attended the breakfast. I believe it is the third 
time I have attended. It gets larger and larger every 
year. It is a testament to the support that the commu-
nity provides this very wonderful and worthwhile or-
ganisation.  

You know, to hear of the lives, Mr. Speaker, 
that have been turned around and transformed as a 
result of the support that is given to this organisation 
is very touching. I think it is important just to recognise 
those awardees: Miss Rickeesha Binns got the Alumni 
Award; Tokio Millennium got the Community Leader-
ship Award; Lauren Trott received the Caron Assan 
Addiction Professional Award; Dr. Judith Bartley the 
Educational Excellence Award; the Spirituality Award 
went to Dr. Ernest Peets, Jr.; Human Services Award 
went to the Bermuda Public Services Union; Unsung 
Hero Award went to George Pavy; and the David Gos-
ling Award went to Gryneth Robinson. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable and Learned 
Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Attorney General. 
 

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I may [take] something of a 
novel approach today, if you would indulge me briefly. 
It is the 50th anniversary—a sober reflection in the 
United States—of the assassination of the US Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy, which has highlighted the 
news.  With the leave and support of the House, I 
wanted to pass on, at least to the US Consulate when 
I see him next, that the House had paused even for a 
moment to reflect on that tragic day.  

It is a day that continues quite clearly to haunt 
the American people, even those of us that were not 
born [yet] on that tragic day some 50 years ago, the 
assassination of President Kennedy. Often we quote 
President Kennedy in this House. And Mr. Speaker, 
just briefly today I came across a matter which is per-
haps fitting for all of the discussion that went on this 
morning, it was John F. Kennedy that said, “Too often 
we enjoy the comfort of opinion without the discomfort 
of [thought].”  

I just thought that it was perhaps important to-
day that I was able to pass on to Mr. Settje that this 
House had paused to reflect of the 50 years of pass-
ing since the assassination of President Kennedy. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member? The 
Chair now recognises the Honourable Member from 
Sandys [South], MP T. E. Lister. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to start by offering con-
gratulations to 17-year-old Kidd Clazzic, (christened 
Jahroy Richards) and KeyKey, (christened Chiante 
Roberts). These two young people are managed by 
PlayList Management who saw fit to help them to 
make their first album for a single called Fly Away. 
Just last night in Hollywood at the Hollywood Music in 
Media Awards they won the Hip Hop category—won 
first place—which is pretty outstanding. And they ac-
tually represented Bermuda well at this red carpet 
event. So I would like congratulations to be sent out to 
them. And as we always like to say, not all of our 
young people aren’t performing—some of them are 
performing quite well. 
 Secondly, I would like to have congratulations 
sent to Ms. Dionne Greene, who on the 9th of Novem-
ber was appointed an Itinerant Preacher at a service 
and ceremony at the Mount Zion AME Church. I am 
going to associate the Honourable Member, Zane 
DeSilva, (the Shadow Minister of Health). Dionne is a 
wonderful young lady who works with youth. And if 
you ever had the opportunity to see her in action you 
would be very, very impressed. And so, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like congratulations to be sent to her. 
 Then thirdly, I would like congratulations to be 
sent to a person in my constituency where it boils 
down to simply caring—caring about those around us. 
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Mr. Speaker, you may recall that at the bottom of 
Woodlawn Road there is a sort of a sink-hole soak-
away where all the rain should run into off of Wood-
lawn hill. Now the dirt gets in that and it gets clogged 
up and it floods. And this sort of thing happens from 
time to time.  

My friends in Works and Engineering are sup-
posed to clear it. They do not clear it as often as they 
should. And so Craig “Bubbles” Darrell (better known 
for his entertainment work) comes off the hill where he 
lives, comes down there and cleans it away every 
month or so, by himself, he cleans it away. And no 
one has asked him to do this. It is for the good of the 
whole community. And I would like for congratulations 
to be sent to Mr. Darrell for his big-heartedness and 
caring about the community in which he lives. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member, MP Kenneth Bascome. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Very briefly, I would 
like to have a letter of congratulations sent to the Esso 
Refueling Team who just won an international award 
for refueling all of the airlines that come into Bermuda. 
I believe that the House itself should be associated to 
congratulate these young men for the outstanding job 
that they do on behalf of Bermuda. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Honourable Members that care to 
speak? 
 There are no Members who care to speak. 
 That completes our Congratulatory and Obi-
tuary Speeches. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
 
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 recognise the Honourable Minister 
Dunkley. 
 

FIRST READING 
 

NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following 
Bill for its first reading so that it may be placed on the 
Order Paper for the next day of meeting, the National 
Drug Control Act 2013. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 That will be placed on the Order Paper. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: I first recognise the Honourable Mem-
ber T. E. Lister. 
 
REGISTRY GENERAL ANNUAL REPORT FOR THE 

YEAR ENDED 31 DECEMBER 2012 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I give notice that at the next day 
of meeting I propose to move the following motion: 
That this Honourable House takes note of the Annual 
Report of the Registry General for the year ended 31 
December 2012, which was laid on 8 November 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. That 
motion will be placed on the Order Paper at the next 
meeting. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member, MP Zane DeSilva. 
 

OPPOSE THE BHB DECISION TO CLOSE THE 
LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 

[Withdrawn] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, under Standing Order 22, I 
would like to dispense with the motion: That this Hon-
ourable House opposes the decision by the BHB to 
close the facility known as the Lamb Foggo Urgent 
Care Centre and that the facility should remain open 
to care especially for those individuals living in the 
East End. 
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The Speaker: All right, thank you Honourable Mem-
ber for the dispensing of that motion. 
 Any objections to that? 
 No objections. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: That brings us to the Orders of the 
Day. The first motion is . . . I will just wait. 
 
[Pause] 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

U.S.A.–BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION 
AMENDMENT ACT 2013 

[Withdrawn] 
 
The Speaker: The first Order of the Day is the second 
reading of the U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Convention 
Amendment Act 2013 in the name of the Attorney 
General, Minister of Legal Affairs, the Learned Mem-
ber, Minister Pettingill. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, I am obliged. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have just been having a side 
bar with my honourable and learned friend, the Shad-
ow Attorney General. You would be aware, Mr. 
Speaker, of the position and the approach with regard 
to this today, to ask that the amended Bills be tabled 
in the fashion as set forward in accordance with the 
Standing Order 48, as they related to our international 
treaty position. 
 I appreciate and fully accept that despite my 
requests, and what was intended to happen, my hon-
ourable and learned friend has only recently received 
the copies of the new proposed amendments, and it 
places her in some difficulty. The Government is also 
placed in difficulty because . . . just to be clear, it is 
not the fault of anyone. These amendments have had 
to flow from a Court of Appeal decision in our Court of 
Appeal in relation to one of these cases, [and] it was 
only laid down on Tuesday of this week, and also in 
relation to current legal issues that we are having to 
face with some of our colleagues in other jurisdictions 
as they relate to Tax Information Exchange Agree-
ments [TIEA]. Consequently, that is the reason that 
we are on the back foot with endeavouring to get the-
se through the House as soon as possible. 

It had been my intention, in seeking your 
leave, Mr. Speaker, to deal with this today and hope-
fully I do not see any issue with us having the full 
agreement of the House. My learned friend had obvi-
ously been given notice that we intended to do this, 
but I appreciate that she has not had the opportunity 

at this stage because she has not received the sug-
gested amendments to address those.  

So that leaves me in the position, Mr. Speak-
er, because I have to seek leave in order to do it this 
way, and if my honourable and learned friend is not in 
a position to agree to that course we would very re-
gretfully have to move this over to next week. I would 
almost implore the position that the fairly long explan-
atory note to give in relation to it that that would afford 
my friend the opportunity to . . . and she had been in 
this position for some time as Attorney General to ap-
preciate the nature of these types of tax exchange 
agreements and of the law as it relates to them. 

It is certainly something that I feel that we 
would . . . this is not a political … between the parties. 
That is for sure. These are legal treaties that impact 
on our international arrangements, our international 
standings. They have to be done and this is one of the 
prime examples of where they are slotted in this posi-
tion of where you cannot help but address them in this 
manner. You know, where you have a Court of Appeal 
decision and you have moving targets (as it were) be-
cause of applications that have been made to the 
court. 

That is the position I am in, Mr. Speaker, my 
application would, with respect, remain the same that 
under the provisions of Standing Order 48, I would 
move to withdraw the Bill entitled the U.S.A.–Bermuda 
Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013 and move that 
Standing Order 14 and 28 be suspended to enable 
me to move the Second Reading of the Bill under the 
provision of Standing Order 29. 
 

SPEAKER’S RULING 
 
The Speaker: Just before we actually address that, I 
just want to say that I certainly have had the . . .  

The Honourable and Learned Member has 
been to see me to discuss the matter, and I asked the 
Honourable and Learned Member to speak with the 
Opposition. I had agreed that we would carry on with 
this once the Opposition agreed. And, certainly I am 
not happy to know that the amendments did not reach 
the Opposition until 12:15 today.  

I think that is really not a good situation, and I 
am not prepared to allow this to go forward at this 
time. And I would ask respectfully that the Honourable 
and Learned Attorney General bring it back to this 
House next week. 
 Thank you, Honourable Member. You will 
know and certainly the Member will know that I was 
very much on side and appreciate the situation. But 
the fact that the information has not been passed on 
until just now, it is really not good enough. 
 Yes, Honourable Member? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, may I add some-
thing?  
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The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I do appreciate to a certain extent the position 
the Government finds themselves in with respect to 
this amendment. I also fully understand the im-
portance of this legislation insofar as improving our 
regime in terms of exchange of information and the 
like. And the Opposition did agree a few days ago to 
take up these motions on short order—under 7 days, 
as opposed to the customary 14. However, as you 
have indicated, Mr. Speaker, and I thank you . . . at 
12:15 . . . I would certainly like and the Government 
would like to be in a position to accede to addressing 
these matters today but it is just . . . I think it is— 
 
The Speaker: And I appreciate it. You notice the point 
that I have made. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 That means that Order No. 1 and Order No. 2 
will be carried over because [Order No.] 2 is a similar 
situation. 
 Order No. 3, is that carried over as well? 
 So, Order No. 3 is carried over. 
 Order No. 4, is that carried over, Dr. Gibbons? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes, sir. 
 
The Speaker: All right. And Order No. 5, Minister 
Richards, is that carried over?  

Minister Richards, is Order No. 5 carried 
over? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Okay. 
 Honourable Premier? 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we adjourn until the 29th of 
November. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Pembroke [Central], MP Walton Brown. 
 

GOVERNMENT’S REVERSAL ON CLOSURE OF 
LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, the events that have transpired 
over the past few days should be instructive for all of 
us who serve in this Honourable House. We have 

been elected to this Honourable Chamber to pass leg-
islation that we consider to be in the best interests of 
the country. The Government have the responsibility 
to adopt policy that they consider to be in the best in-
terests of the country. And as the Honourable Premier 
said earlier today, there are a number of very difficult 
choices that have to be made. Everyone in this Par-
liament appreciates that there are and will be a range 
of difficult choices to be made. 

But, Mr. Speaker, one thing I think we can all 
learn from, based on the events over the past few 
days, is that we should never neglect the interests of 
the people and we should never ignore the voice of 
the people. Governments have a responsibility to 
adopt policy and to pass legislation but I firmly be-
lieve, Mr. Speaker, that effective governments—
governments that are responsive—will always listen to 
the people. 

One of the constant comments that I have 
made about the OBA Government, Mr. Speaker, is 
that they seem to—not seem to, they demonstrate a 
tremendous willingness to listen to, to understand and 
to engage the business community in their (what I 
consider to be) very sincere efforts to revitalise and to 
grow the economy. And I would encourage the Gov-
ernment to adopt a similar level of enthusiasm about 
consulting the public at large when there are matters 
that relate to the everyday experiences of the people. 

The decision regarding the closure of the 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, Mr. Speaker, is the 
example that I, of course, speak to. And the issue may 
have been decided by a board that looked very coldly 
at financial data, Mr. Speaker. But for the residents in 
the East End the issue of having available to them a 
Centre to provide medical care goes way beyond the 
mere financials on a balance sheet. And the Govern-
ment had an obligation to listen. They did listen and 
they have made what many of us now consider to be 
the appropriate decision by ensuring that the Centre 
will remain open at least for the next six months. 

But Mr. Speaker, I would just say going for-
ward, in order to ensure that we have a greater level 
of harmony—which all of us want—in order to have a 
smoother transition towards some of the more difficult 
decisions that need to be made, it is imperative that 
the Government listen actively to the people who are 
going to be affected by decisions and not listen in a 
purely perfunctory manner. Listen with a view toward 
understanding the nature of their concerns and the 
extent to which their concerns are very serious and 
grave for the people affected. 

Next week (I know I cannot anticipate a de-
bate), Mr. Speaker, I am sure there will be a very wide 
range of discussions about a number of other related 
issues. And I would just encourage the Government to 
keep a view toward listening to what people have to 
say, understanding it, and having that be reflected in 
policy. It cannot be a one-sided conversation where 
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you are listening to only one statement of the commu-
nity—the business community. 

Now for those who may characterise my 
comments in negative ways, I think it is fundamentally 
important to listen to the business community. It is 
important to understand what their concerns are and it 
is important to identify policies that will help revitalise 
this economy. But it cannot be done in a one-sided 
way. Just as you listen to the business community, we 
need to listen to the people who do not work on Par-
la-Ville Road, who do not have offices on Pitts Bay 
Road. And that is what you call responsible govern-
ment. 

And there are some who would smirk at that, 
Mr. Speaker, but if we want to have a level of tranquil-
lity as we address these issues, then that has to be 
the way forward. We have not had that in this matter, 
and we need to do so in the weeks and months to 
come. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and good 
afternoon to you. 
 Of course, today is a short session and I am 
sure that Members may have some things to get to 
but I did not want the session to end without speaking 
on the topic at hand. And the topic at hand is, of 
course, the Government’s reversal on the Lamb 
Foggo Urgent Care Centre. 
 For those of us who have been vocal on this 
matter it is certainly something that we welcome on 
this side of the House. What I think though, Mr. 
Speaker, which is most instructive, is that this speaks 
to a larger issue. And the larger issue is how to deliver 
health care in the best way possible and in an afford-
able way possible for the country going forward. 
 One of the things that I think is very important 
to note, with this reversal that the Government has 
made, is that, yes, the reversal is made, yes, it may 
be temporary, but what exactly is the long-term view 
and the long-term vision? And recognising, Mr. 
Speaker, especially the fact that the new Acute Care 
Facility, which is being built and is an extension to the 
King Edward Memorial Hospital, has an Emergency 
Department that has 24 per cent less beds than is in 
the existing Emergency Department. Now it is my view 
that the reduction of beds in the planning was based 
upon the BHB’s plan that there was going to be an 
Urgent Care Centre in the East End of the Island and 
the West End of the Island. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, you know that we do not 
have an Urgent Care Centre in the West End of the 
Island. But we do have an Urgent Care Centre in the 

East End of the Island. And the view was for these 
Urgent Care Centres to take off some of the burden 
from the Emergency Department and provide more 
readily accessible health care for the individuals who 
would have minor issues that they did not necessarily 
have to clog emergency departments. 
 Now, what I think was very interesting also, 
Mr. Speaker, is that in the report which was released 
by the Minister of Health yesterday (and I believe she 
tabled it during the debate last Friday) the case study 
or the business case which was made in 2007, it 
spoke about Urgent Care Centres in the East End of 
the Island and the West End of the Island would de-
crease waiting time and take stress and pressure off 
of the Emergency Department. 

I think when we are talking about the health 
care in totality; we must make sure that we have a 
plan to address how we are going to move forward in 
health care. And why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? I say 
that because in last year’s session (or the session 
earlier this year) when we were talking about the Na-
tional Health Plan, the Minister of Health said that it is 
currently on pause and it is under review. We did not 
hear anything about the National Health Plan in the 
Throne Speech. We have not heard anything about 
the National Health Plan coming forward from the Min-
ister of Health, and now we are seeing these haphaz-
ard chops and changes insofar as . . . okay, the Ber-
muda . . . we have seen funding withdrawn from the 
Continuing Care Unit, we have seen all of a sudden 
that we are going to close Lamb Foggo, now we are 
going to keep it open. And I think what we want to find 
out is what is the overall plan and what is the overall 
approach to health care in Bermuda?  

It is my view, Mr. Speaker, that having an Ur-
gent Care Centre on the East End of the Island and 
on the West End of the Island is where we as a coun-
try want to go. That is my view, Mr. Speaker. And I 
take that view from reading the documentation which 
was tabled by the Minister which said that it reduces 
wait times and it provides better outcomes. And it said 
that we should have an Urgent Care Centre in the 
East and the West with ambulance facilities in both 
places so that ambulances can reach members of the 
community who may be closer to those centres. And 
when it reached the people in the community, if they 
are of urgent nature, they can be transported to the 
main hospital facility and the new Acute Care Wing. 
So those are the things that are spelled out, Mr. 
Speaker.  

I believe that we should be following through 
with that mandate. Yes, times are tough. Yes, there is 
a funding challenge. But I think the long-term view 
should be to move towards that direction. 

It is all of our hope, Mr. Speaker, that we will 
return to economic growth in the near future. And re-
turning to economic growth and returning to popula-
tion growth means that we need to plan for the future. 
It is my view that the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 
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was a forward-looking vision. It is my view that the 
2007 business case laid out by the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board and the Health Ministry at that time was a for-
ward-looking view. And I think that we should continue 
to move forward on that path. 

Now, getting to the politics of the matter, Mr. 
Speaker, I was . . . I cannot say I was surprised, but I 
was . . . it was good to see the East End MPs surface 
on this issue. And I am speaking about the Honoura-
ble Member from constituency 1, the Honourable 
Member from constituency 2, and the Honourable 
Member from constituency 4, the Deputy Speaker, 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser. But I think their ap-
pearance at the press conference yesterday, Mr. 
Speaker, underlines the political nature of the decision 
which was made by the One Bermuda Alliance Gov-
ernment.  

Why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? Because if 
this was something that was representative of the 
East End of the Island and all of the people con-
cerned, then one would have thought that the Hon-
ourable Member in this Chamber who has been 
fighting arguably the hardest in looking out for the 
views and needs of her constituents and has been 
vocal and who has been at some points in time in the 
media dismissed by the Honourable Deputy Speaker 
as not having valid concerns, was not invited to the 
press conference. So here we go. 

The Honourable Member who was making the 
largest case is not asked to attend. Now I am not ex-
pecting the Government to ask her to attend, I just 
would point to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that she was not 
asked to attend. So what we saw was a political deci-
sion, which is perfectly fine. I am just amused that this 
political decision which was made, now covering up 
the tracks of the Bermuda Hospitals Board which we 
find out, Mr. Speaker, was made without even the 
Honourable Premier’s knowledge—the Premier was 
nowhere . . . he was not there—which we found earli-
er today—which is quite shocking. 

So we have a decision which was made to 
shut down a facility on the East End of the Island, no-
body . . . no member is vocal . . . no Member of the 
One Bermuda Alliance who represents any of the four 
St. George’s parishes is vocal insofar as saying, We 
don’t agree with this. Nothing from the Member of 
constituency 1, nothing from the Member of constitu-
ency 2, and a full-hearted defence of the action from 
the Deputy Speaker and the Honourable Member 
from constituency 4, of whom I believe the Urgent 
Care Centre is actually in her constituency. The Hon-
ourable Deputy Speaker said it would be nice (she 
was making comparisons) to have a branch of Disney-
land here, but we may not be able to afford it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it comes down to what are 
the priorities of the Government? What are the priori-
ties of health care administration in Bermuda? If the 
One Bermuda Alliance wants to have a serious look at 
health care, we encourage that. And we also encour-

age them to go back to the National Health Plan and 
health care financing because that is the only way that 
we are going to control costs, control the growth of 
costs, and make sure we are sustainable. 

But there are a lot of things, Mr. Speaker, very 
disturbing things that were raised in the report which 
the Honourable Minister of Health said she would ta-
ble, which I am not sure she has tabled, but a report 
was on Bernews where individuals can read. And one 
of the things that it said, Mr. Speaker, which I found 
very challenging, is that the view was that the Urgent 
Care Centre could make more money if it was in pri-
vate hands because it would not have to abide by the 
collective bargaining agreements of the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board and would not be subject to the reve-
nue caps which the hospital is subject to.  

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is very clear. That means 
that the One Bermuda Alliance and the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board want to engage in union-busting ac-
tivities. They do not believe that the union representa-
tion should be there. And they are like, If we put it into 
private hands, we don’t have to worry about people 
representing labour and representing workers—that is 
their view. And what is also interesting, Mr. Speaker, 
is the Government said—the same Government that 
said we are going to lower the cost of health care—
said if we put it into private hands, private providers 
will be able to charge more and therefore cost the 
people of the East End more money for their health 
care services. 

Now if that does not represent a complete 
contradiction, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what does. 
And what is more, Mr. Speaker, is the silence . . . the 
absolute silence of the Members from constituency 1, 
constituency 2, and the full-throated defence of the 
Honourable Deputy Speaker from constituency 4. And 
it is my hope, Mr. Speaker, that they will at least break 
their silence today and say what actions they may 
have taken to reverse this decision, because we 
heard that they did not believe that they needed to be 
consulted.  

The Honourable Premier earlier today said, I 
think I have learned a lesson. I heard him. He says, In 
the future, we will make sure to consult. Now it is 
something that I think they should do, but I think that 
those Members owe their constituents an explanation. 
And one would hope that they would make the de-
fence of why they supported this action initially and 
why it was only after the outstanding protest that they 
decided to change their mind. Because any decision 
which would lessen the rights of workers and would 
raise the cost of health care for their constituents is 
certainly not something that should be defended. And 
in my opinion, Mr. Speaker, they should be ashamed 
for doing so. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber, MP Burt. 
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 The Chair now recognises the Member from 
Pembroke East, MP Walter Roban. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wish to commend my honourable colleague 
who just took his seat. I do believe he has crystallised 
a number of the issues which today have finally come 
to a crescendo (if I can call it that). And perhaps we 
have also not only seen lessons learned by . . . cer-
tainly, ourselves in this House by the Members of Her 
Majesty’s Government, but also by the public about 
the capability that the public has to bring to a discus-
sion [their ideas], and certainly the power that people 
have in representing their own interests. 
 My honourable colleague has brought to light 
some very interesting issues that all of us have be-
come more clear about over the last couple of weeks. 
And perhaps the Government needs to refine its deci-
sion-making process a little bit more with some is-
sues. And they . . . they certainly appear to have 
learned a few things, as has been admitted not only 
by the Honourable Premier but by the Minister re-
sponsible for Health, around what people feel is im-
portant to them. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And of course, Mr. Speaker, 
the Honourable Member who speaks for Tourism, Mr. 
Crockwell, is reminiscing about the past, about certain 
things of which I thought had to do with a party that he 
no longer wishes to associate with. But, Mr. Speaker, 
certainly he was in the persona of another party then, 
but perhaps he does not remember. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes, it is an alliance. Is it not, 
Mr. Speaker? 

But it very interesting I think what has tran-
spired through this process, Mr. Speaker, as it relates 
to the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre. The Honour-
able Member, Mr. Burt, crystallised some of the ra-
tionales, which valid documentation is available to the 
public at this point, and sought to show where the 
Government believed the use of Urgent Care Centres 
could go and the contribution that they could make to 
the overall health care of this country. And these 
views, I believe, were forward-thinking. Not shaped 
necessarily from any particular political ideological 
bend, but from a belief about how we shape Bermu-
da’s health care going forward. 

As the Honourable Member had revealed, the 
Honourable Health Minister, Ms. Patricia Gordon-
Pamplin, earlier this year essentially shelved the Na-
tional Health Plan of which a considerable amount of 
investment—time and energy—from hundreds of peo-
ple had been put into to begin a process of reshaping 

health care in this country. Not in the piecemeal way 
that we have seen this Government pursue changes 
for health care with the closing here, the shutting up 
there, the shaving off of funding here or there, but ac-
tually with a more comprehensive approach. Because 
the health care situation of the country is vast. The 
total health care dollar, as we all have been repeated-
ly told in this country, is in the area of over $700 mil-
lion—that is total public and private health care ex-
penditure—and it is growing. And there are pieces of 
that expenditure which are costly and that are costing 
. . . is an extreme cost to this Island, generally. And 
that our expenditure per person on health care is in 
the highest bands of global measures, which means, 
Mr. Speaker, that we have work to do in taking control 
of those costs. 

Now, when it comes to this issue of the Lamb 
Foggo Clinic and how the Government has dealt with 
this issue, it speaks to another issue. And it does 
speak to their attention to forward-thinking or having a 
vision of where this country is going. We all know that 
the East End has a number of issues—issues that 
have plagued it for decades—I reference economic 
activity and how that gets shaped going forward. Now, 
we have a town which itself is looking to further en-
hance itself. We have a vacant hospitality complex 
down there that is looking for development. We even 
have other infrastructure down there—we have fuel 
infrastructure, we have an airport, a major artery of 
entry and exit to the country, we have other infrastruc-
ture. The East End, Mr. Speaker, has a very essen-
tial— 

 
An Hon. Member: Component. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: (Component, as the Honoura-
ble Member, Mr. Bascome, has said across the hall)—
a very essential component to the very running of this 
country. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: But, Mr. Speaker, the question 
is, what is the vision for the East End? That has also 
come out as a part of this whole debate about the 
Lamb Foggo Centre. What is the vision for the East 
End, Mr. Speaker? Because if you are taking a step 
as a Government to deplete a component, which, as 
we have been informed in this House, is that the Ur-
gent Care Centre was also a component of the emer-
gency plan for the airport.  

So where does that question now get solved 
with the Government? Just closing the Centre has not 
just raised a question about the Centre, it has actually 
raised a question about health, security, and safety in 
the East End. And the Government did not come to 
this House with any answers to those questions be-
cause those questions also arose. If the airport has 
the Urgent Care Centre written into its safety plan as a 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



204 22 November 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
place where it might need to deposit persons in a time 
of emergency, that does not include the issue of if we 
have a hurricane or other natural incident which might 
bring . . . like where health care and depositing essen-
tial health services close to an area which would be 
isolated. That is just one part of the picture. 
 The other area is how do we deal with other 
issues, of which the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre 
was seen as a major component? The Government 
did not answer those questions and seemed to not 
have ventured into that territory at all. 
 There was also the issue of the long-term de-
velopment of the East End. If you are going to (and I 
assume, Mr. Speaker, that the Honourable Members 
on the other side who are Members of the Govern-
ment—the Tourism Minister, the Premier, the Finance 
Minister, the Minister of Economic Development) have 
plans to see further development in hospitality in the 
East End, presumably, [what is included?]. We are 
told that they are keen on that as a priority. That is 
going to mean greater activity in the East End where 
having a health care facility that is approximate to that 
activity is important for the safety of what will go on. If 
we are going to have a hotel complex which is going 
to not only have hundreds of workers but thousands of 
persons there all the time, having a health care facility 
that has a proximity to it is helpful. 

We have fuel depot facilities, which in them-
selves provide a certain level of risk. The Urgent Care 
Centre certainly . . . and we do not know what the 
emergency plans for Shell or RUBiS and Esso are (or 
whoever it is), but they often have emergency . . . sort 
of drills all the time. And I am quite prepared to as-
sume that the Urgent Care Centre may have been 
written into some of those plans. They had a contin-
gency plan just a few months ago where people came 
here and ran a scenario, which the Honourable Prem-
ier says went very well. Perhaps the Urgent Care 
Centre was written into those plans because of its ap-
proximate distance from that facility. 

So there are all these pieces . . . frankly, Mr. 
Speaker, the long-term development of the East End 
that will perhaps see greater population expansion 
there, greater human activity, [and] economic activity. 
If there is a vision for the redevelopment of the airport, 
that in itself will bring more activity that will need com-
ponents like the Urgent Care Centre close to it. Be-
cause what if we had an incident at the airport and the 
bridge was cut off and we have people who need 
care, what will we do?  

I am not suggesting to try and bring on this 
scenario, Mr. Speaker, but these are some of the 
components that I think that the Government did not 
think through along with the BHB who presumably (as 
the Minister announced some time ago) were the au-
thors of this decision, which was then passed on by 
decree to the Cabinet, who took it on with reservation. 
And now it seems to have been ping-ponged back to 

the hands of the Government who have made an ex-
ecutive decision—fine. 

But I would ask the question again. Did you 
really think this scenario through? And I remember 
that question being asked by, particularly, the Hon-
ourable Grant Gibbons quite a bit when he was in Op-
position about decisions of the Progressive Labour 
Party Government—Did you all really think it through? 
Well, I am asking the question to the Government—
Did you really think it through? 

 
Some Hon. Members: No. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: It does appear from the voices, 
even from the Government side—No! 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I applaud the turnaround by 
the Premier and his Cabinet and his Government. Alt-
hough I did notice that the BHB, who seem to be the 
authors of the decision in the first place, were ab-
sent—not only out here today but even in the press 
conference yesterday. And perhaps as the Honoura-
ble Minister said, we will hear from the BHB. And cer-
tainly I understand how these things work. As a former 
Health Minister, I have some understanding of the 
decision-making between the BHB, the Ministry and 
the Minister.  

So I wait with curiosity as to what we are go-
ing to hear. Perhaps we will hear silence because the 
decision has been made. That is okay. But the Minis-
ter has assured us through Statements earlier today 
that we are going to see a methodical laid out plan for 
the Urgent Care Centre and we look forward to that, 
because it is important that not only the issues that I 
try to highlight, the issues that my honourable col-
league, Mr. David Burt, has tried to highlight, but the 
very feelings of the residents of the East End and all 
those Bermudians who felt strong enough to sign a 
4,996-person petition felt was important . . . and per-
haps I will just round off to 5,000. The fighting 5,000—
yes, sir, that is who they were—who signed a petition, 
who felt strong enough and brave enough to make 
sure their voices were heard, who showed this country 
and this Government that people power matters, and 
that this is a Government that needs to reckon with 
that. 
 But I do implore the Government in its effort to 
do what it says it is doing to make the big choices, the 
hard sacrifices, the important decisions that they 
make sure that all the constituent parts are in place. I 
would implore them to resurrect the National Health 
Plan (which they seem to have killed altogether) be-
cause perhaps it will allow them to have a more com-
prehensive approach to all these decisions around 
health care. And this is not even a political matter. 
And when I say that I do not mean red or green, this is 
a Bermuda matter. Because what happens with health 
care and its future and how we in this Parliament are 
called on to make decisions about it, affects every 
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person in this country—not only this generation, but 
going forward. 
 So I implore the Government [which has] tak-
en the journey they have been forced to take around 
the Urgent Care Centre, to take it to heart and use it 
as a basis for how they will guide their decisions 
around health care in general, the needs of the East 
End in particular, and the people of Bermuda. Be-
cause it is important that they at least get, while they 
have the opportunity to do so, that they get it right. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Economic Development, Minister Grant 
Gibbons. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 

NATIONAL HEALTH PLAN 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, sometimes it is good to be in 
Opposition. Sometimes it is a nice feeling. You do not 
have to be responsible for any of the proposals you 
throw out there. You do not have to worry about the 
consequences. And I think the most important thing, 
Mr. Speaker, from what we have seen today, is you 
can also practice collective amnesia because you do 
not have to worry about some of the suggestions or 
decisions you have made in the past. 
 My honourable colleague sitting next to me 
here said, Wasn’t that the same Honourable Member 
who perhaps was at some of those meetings when 
the former Government was suggesting that the Bo-
tanical Gardens be razed and that . . . I think it was 
about an $850 million new hospital be built right in the 
middle of them? I can certainly remember some meet-
ings that got pretty heated.  

If I recall anything about the former Govern-
ment’s Health Plan, it was all over the place, Mr. 
Speaker. I think there was something like $2.5 million 
spent on an architecture and consultant plan—it was 
the Cannon Design thing—and it lurched from side to 
side. 
 Mr. Speaker, I recall any number of budgets 
where we would sit on the other side and there was 
. . . year after year there was . . . I think the number 
was $85 million that was allocated to the Hospital 
Subsidy. And every year the next year we would come 
back here and it was $95 [million] or $105 [million] or 
whatever and we kept saying, You don’t get it—you’ve 
got to get a grip on this increasing cost of health care. 

Mr. Speaker, I can remember a couple of 
years ago sitting with some of my colleagues at the 
time in the office of David Hill (who was then the Hos-
pital Administrator and saying), What are you doing to 
try and get a grip on health care costs which are rising 

at something of the order of 8 [per cent] to 12 per cent 
a year?  

I can remember the former administrator say-
ing to us, It’s not our responsibility to save money, not 
our responsibility in the hospital to get a grip on health 
care.  

The times, Mr. Speaker, have obviously 
changed. We no longer have the luxury of proposing 
$850 million new hospitals, spending $2.5 million on 
consulting plans or any of that. 

We hear a lot, Mr. Speaker, from the other 
side about their National Health Plan. If I remember, 
Mr. Speaker, being on that side of the House and 
looking at the first draft of that and saying, There is 
nothing in here about cost containment whatsoever. In 
fact, the most extraordinary thing was, Mr. Speaker, 
there was nothing in there about the hospital in the 
first draft of the Plan—nothing at all. And yet the hos-
pital accounted for some 40 per cent of the entire 
health care spending in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we try to be very, very 
nice on this side about that National Health Plan. The 
Government of the time went into it with the best of 
intentions. They clearly felt that this was something 
we should look at. And I will give them kudos for actu-
ally sitting down and working and trying to work out a 
plan. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that Plan—which may, may, 
have been possible back in 2007 before the current 
economic circumstances—is deeply flawed and inad-
equate in terms of what this country needs right now 
from a National Health Plan. So to even suggest that 
we go back to that National Health Plan is so wrong-
headed it is unbelievable. 

There were a number of issues in there where 
. . . and I think one of the things we also have to rec-
ognise is that a lot of the working groups had to sign 
confidentiality agreements. They were not allowed to 
talk at all about what went on in the course of their 
meetings. They were not allowed to talk about some 
of their findings, or even some of the conclusions they 
were coming to, because they were bound by very, 
very strict confidentiality. But now as we start to see 
what was actually going on in there . . . and this is al-
most hard to believe, Mr. Speaker. They were putting 
in place . . . they were trying to come up with benefit 
plans before they even looked at costing those out. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So some of the con-
clusions— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, what is the point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I think the 
Honourable Member, if he is going to speak to this, he 
must declare his interest. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I think the Honourable Member does this 
routinely. I think most people understand that I have 
an interest in health insurance in this country through 
Colonial Insurance. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I think you need to tell peo-
ple— 
 
The Speaker: He already said it, Honourable Mem-
ber, please sit down, please. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we all have an interest in health 
care whether you are from St. David’s or St. George’s, 
no matter where you are in this Island at this present 
time. So I think these are broader issues than the 
(well, I will not say that) the Honourable Member is 
engaging in right now. 
 So my point is, Mr. Speaker, while very well 
intentioned, the Government certainly looked at the 
National Health Plan. Some of us went to the meet-
ings and participated in it and there was a lot of input. 
And from what I could tell, Mr. Speaker, a lot of that 
input was actually ignored because the Government 
had an agenda. But the fact of the matter is that we 
are fortunate. We are fortunate that that National 
Health Plan was not put in place earlier on because 
otherwise now we would be dealing with even more 
horrific consequences from a cost spending and re-
source point of view than we are already as a conse-
quence of some of the very poor decisions made by 
the former Government within the Health Ministry ar-
ea. 
 So I think part of the challenge we have had, 
and I know my honourable colleague, Pat Gordon-
Pamplin, is very much working on it, looking at a 
Health Plan coming forward . . . I think obviously it is 
up to her as to how she unrolls this over the next few 
months and some of the pieces of that. But the fact of 
the matter is that that National Health Plan that was 
essentially proposed before was completely inappro-
priate to the times we are in, it was completely inap-
propriate in terms of addressing some of the serious 
challenges—both cost and human—that we are deal-
ing with right now. And we are lucky—we are fortu-
nate—as a country that that Government was unable 
to be able to put that into place. 
 I think one of the things that astonished me 
was when they actually costed some of the proposals 
they were making. I think people would have ended 
up paying at least another 50 [per cent] or 100 per 

cent over their current HIP and other premiums simply 
to address some of the proposals that were put for-
ward there. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I think it is fine for the Gov-
ernment . . . and it is quite true, I did say, Think it 
through, on many occasions. And I think that is the 
whole point behind this. I think I have to give the 
Premier and the Health Minister kudos. Unlike the “at-
your-peril-government” that we used to have, we now 
have a Government that certainly is prepared to listen, 
certainly is prepared to revisit issues, and in fact that 
was recognised by the Honourable Members on that 
side earlier on today. 
 But the whole point, if I understand the per-
spective of the Minister of Health on this, is that we 
are going to take some time to think this through be-
cause, unfortunately, in this day and age we need to 
look at different options here.  

It came up suddenly. I think the hospital is try-
ing to deal with some very difficult circumstances in 
terms of providing the care and services they need to. 
But, unfortunately, they have been put in a very diffi-
cult situation as a consequence of some of the poor 
policy decisions by the former Government. The 
Board is trying to work that through, they are trying to 
be responsible, unlike the former CEO down there 
who said he did not have to worry about (as far as he 
could see) saving or health care costs at all. It is a 
very different time. It is a very different environment, 
Mr. Speaker.  
 I would actually like to congratulate the Hospi-
tals Board for the incredible amount of work they have 
been doing and their efforts to try and bring the re-
sources that they have at hand—the diminishing re-
sources they have at hand—and bring that to bear in 
terms of the serious challenges we have, a lot of 
which have been legacy issues as a consequence of 
the former Government. I think in time we may look 
back at this new wing and we may decide that it was a 
good decision or we may decide it was entirely inap-
propriate in terms of the cost of that particular facility. I 
think the jury is still out on that. Frankly, Mr. Speaker, 
time will tell. 
 So as I said, Mr. Speaker, I think it feels good 
as an Opposition to get up and feel that they know 
that you have made a point, but I think that we all 
have to be responsible. We all have to recognise that 
a lot of decisions were made in the past, a lot of ill-
advised decisions were made as well, and certainly 
those are there as a legacy. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 You have the floor. 
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GOVERNMENT’S REVERSAL ON CLOSURE OF 
LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me congratulate the Honour-
able Member from constituency 3, Lovitta Foggo, for 
doing what Representatives are supposed to do—and 
that is represent their constituents. 
 When the Honourable Member heard about 
this, she went to work and consulted with her constit-
uents and found out quite up front that they did not 
support the closing of such a facility. 
 Mr. Speaker, you are well aware, as a Speak-
er and also a Representative of constituents, that no 
Minister comes into your constituency and does 
something without consulting with their Representa-
tive. It is fundamentally wrong. When you have a Cab-
inet who did not consult with [any] of the three constit-
uencies—1, 2, and 4—there is something fundamen-
tally wrong with that, Mr. Speaker. I mean, that is like 
declaring war. It is either that they do not value those 
particular constituencies—1, 2, and 4—disrespecting 
those individuals, do not consider that they have the 
clout to make any hard decisions to affect the One 
Bermuda Alliance . . . and let me make it very clear. I 
believe they do. They need for them to stay in the po-
sitions they have; hence, why they have my cousin 
Kenny—the Honourable Member Kenny Bascome 
over there. All right? That is the only reason why they 
have him, nothing else.  
 So I am shocked that they do not consult with 
them up front but then yank them in at the very end to 
send their . . . like three individuals who had lost their 
way to apologise for what the Government had done. 
In other words, they should have the Cabinet Minis-
ters there who made the decision to close down that 
unit. 
 So, and then . . . I mean, my good friend the 
Honourable Member Suzann [Roberts-]Holshouser 
(and I consider her a good friend) . . . they stick her 
out there with a press release done by probably their 
press individuals who said, Here. Go out there and get 
hung based on . . . that we are closing this down. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Point of order. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will have the opportunity to— 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, yes. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Sorry. Thank you 
very much. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 

Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Misleading the 
House. 
 

The Speaker: How so? 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: It was not a 
press statement written by anyone else other than 
myself. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: So that was actually a clarification. It is 
a clarification. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Now I am glad that she said 
that now. I was giving her the benefit of the doubt. I 
was trying to blame somebody else for her. But now 
for the Honourable Member to come out and say that 
it was her that said that, I am really deeply hurt. To 
say that the Cabinet did not have to consult with her 
and her constituents and have it impact on her con-
stituents? These are some fundamental things that 
you know, as a representative in your parish, that you 
are supposed to do. I was trying to protect her. But no, 
the Honourable Member Grant Gibbons whispered 
over her shoulder and said you had better stand up 
and say something and she jumped to her feet. Once 
again being misled by an Honourable Member who is 
hurting her. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But other than that, I just 
think that it is fundamentally wrong. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is shameful, Grant. Shameful. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I have been 
very disturbed listening to the Minister this morning. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: She is her own per-
son. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you very 
much. 
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: When the Honourable Mem-
ber tried to come to this House . . . and I do not know 
whether anybody still has picked this up but the Hon-
ourable Minister says that there is a $250,000 loss 
and a $250,000 savings.  
 Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to figure that 
out all through lunch. What does that mean? How did 
the $250,000 loss come about? First of all, it is the 
average of the three years of losses. It is the average 
of the three years of losses between fiscal year 2009 
which is $103[,000] . . . $350[,000] and $309[,000]—

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



208 22 November 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
the average is about $254,000 and they rounded it to 
$250[,000].  

If that is not the case, then how did she ex-
plain to her colleagues that the facility was losing 
money? And whether it was losing money or whether 
they talked about saving . . . because that is what the 
Financial Officer at the hospital is talking about, they 
are not talking about anything else besides these 
three years. And so the $250,000 loss is the same as 
their saying we will save $250,000. That is what it 
means. 
 But then the Honourable Member has not ex-
plained to this Honourable House, Mr. Speaker. The 
Honourable Member— 
 
The Speaker: I thought that . . . you know, this morn-
ing there were a lot of questions around that. I 
mean— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, there were a lot of 
questions. 
 
The Speaker: There were a hundred questions 
around that, you know. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, there is no an-
swer. There is no answer. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I would ask 
you, Do you know the answer to that? Because I have 
not heard the answer. 
 
The Speaker: You are the one that needs to know the 
answer, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No, this House does. The 
Honourable House needs to know the answer, be-
cause at the end of the day the Honourable Minister 
came to this House and said there is a $250,000 loss 
and then there is a $250,000 savings. And no Member 
on either side of this House understands what she is 
talking about.  

The Honourable Member Grant Gibbons talks 
about . . . speaks for himself. But maybe he should 
get up and explain, or maybe I will yield so that he will 
explain to us what he means by that. Because she is 
talking about saving . . . saving . . . in other words, 
rent or electricity, but that is in the cost of operating 
the facility. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Those are the costs of oper-
ating the facilities. I mean, the Honourable Member 
who is a Member of the Board, the Honourable Mem-
ber Jeanne Atherden, maybe she can stand up and 
explain what that really means between what the loss 

and the savings are because I do not understand what 
the Honourable Member is talking about when she 
talks about that. 
 So I am very happy that the Government . . . 
but there is still, Mr. Speaker, some uncertainty be-
cause the Premier said at the press conference, We 
will not be closing down Lamb Foggo Clinic. Right be-
hind this the Minister stands up and says, Well, we 
are going to be looking at . . . still looking at some op-
tions. What does that mean? What is the difference 
between [that and] what the Premier says?  

Does that mean that we will keep the building, 
and we will keep the name, the Lamb Foggo . . . but it 
will be a nursery inside there? What are we talking 
about?  

What are the people in constituency 4 and the 
constituents and the residents of numbers . . . in the 
eastern area, particularly in Hamilton Parish . . . what 
will it look like? Will the Minister put back in place the 
essential services that were there? Will the Minister 
put back in place those essential services? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I thank the Honourable Ken-
ny Bascome for his help because he knows that he 
really should be on this side of the House. I regret that 
one day in my life [when] I encouraged him to cross 
the floor and go on that side. I do regret it. I do regret 
that.  

On our long lunch hours we had talking to . . . 
trying to get him over . . . I will never forget, Mr. 
Speaker, when he said to me, I’m ... Wayne I’ve got 
more green blood flowing in my veins. I regret the day 
. . . if I have made any big mistakes, it was encourag-
ing the Honourable Member to leave the Progressive 
Labour Party and join the United Bermuda Party. That 
is one regret I do have in my life. And even today, sit-
ting here, watching him sit over there hurts me. It 
does. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It does hurt me. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
An Hon. Member: You know why you don’t like it? 
Because you want to sit over here. That’s your prob-
lem. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, that Honoura-
ble Member has got a short memory because that 
Honourable Member did not . . . I warned that Hon-
ourable Member sitting in that house when we were 
running for the United Bermuda Party. 
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Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh! Oh! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Right, Honourable Member?  

He knows. The Honourable Member knows 
who came to his help in 2003.  

I see three of them sitting and looking at me 
right now and ask them, at the end of the day, why we 
are threw in another person in St. George’s? Because 
the people in St. George’s do not like the Honourable 
Member Kenny Bascome. 
 
An Hon. Member: Be careful, Wayne. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I remember that. I remember 
that and he knows it. He knows it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: He knows it. No, that’s not 
what I am saying. I am not. I am not. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning] 

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Point of order, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 If the Honourable Member wants to impugn 
people on this side of the House, he should offer con-
crete proof, not just his imagination. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I am not  going 
to go off on that. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Because, Mr. Speaker, the 
Honourable Member—who is quiet . . . he knows it. 
He knows it. The Honourable Member knows it. 
 
An Hon. Member: Then why is he quiet? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Honourable Member 
knows it, Mr. Speaker. He knows who was in his 
camp. He knows who was in his camp from day one, 
who encouraged the Honourable Member to join the 
United Bermuda Party. He knows it. They thought that 
he was not smart enough, Mr. Speaker, they thought 
he was not smart enough. That is why they are now 

making him a Cabinet Minister and they are not mak-
ing him chair of anything else. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ah! 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But there is one person on 
this side who has respect because he is my cousin. 
 
The Speaker: Mm-hmm. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And I always respect my 
cousins. 
 
An Hon. Member: I love you too, Kenny. 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, yes, right. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yeah, you are right. Well, 
make him a minister. When you fire your five Minis-
ters, put him in one of them. 
 Mr. Speaker, so we are back to the idea of 
what will that facility end up being? What will that facil-
ity end up being? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We do not know.  

The Premier made it very clear, I [heard] the 
compassion coming out in his voice, We will not be 
closing that facility. But right behind that the Minister 
kind of stood up and implied that there are still these 
options they are looking at. We want to be clear. What 
will happen in that facility in St. George’s? And the 
people in St. David’s will march again. They will march 
again if it is not clear and they think that any lesser 
facilities, any lesser thing will end up in that location. 
And this time we will not only bring out St. David’s but 
we will bring out Hamilton Parish. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We will bring out more. I am 
not bringing out some people in Paget; they are going 
to stay where they are because they can come now.  
 Mr. Speaker, it is time for the Cabinet to con-
sider their Backbench. They have been the weakest 
Backbenchers I have ever seen. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The weakest Backbench, 
and they recognise that.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
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Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: What do you mean? I am not 
. . . I just said they were weak. I just said the Back-
bench is weak. That is my opinion. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, let’s . . . let’s— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is my opinion. 
 
The Speaker: Let’s keep above board, Honourable 
Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, there is . . . it is 
not against parliamentary— 
 
The Speaker: Keep above the board, all right? We 
are all . . . everybody in this House in an intelligent 
person and I think that is what we need to appreciate 
and address each other in that way. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I am not saying 
they are not intelligent. 
 
The Speaker: All right? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am saying they are intelli-
gent— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you heard me! 
And I think you understand what I am trying to say to 
you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not saying that Mem-
bers are not intelligent. I am saying they are intelli-
gent. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Speaker has not ruled 
on anything. I just said that at the end of the day that 
they are not using the Backbench as they should. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. That is all right to say. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: They are not using the 
Backbench as they should.  

Mr. Speaker, they said themselves that they 
were not advised about the closing of the facility. So 
they have ignored their own Backbench. Out of the 
four Members that sit in St. George’s, three of them 
have been silent since they went out then, other than 
the Member that now says that she wrote that article 
in the paper, which I am surprised at, but it is astound-
ing. 
 So I am hoping . . . and I understand why the 
Government is weak. At least have [some] real com-
petition or people to speak out and let them say, Lis-
ten! Stop what you are doing and listen. Is anyone 

doing that on that side? Because I am . . . you know, 
that is what used to happen in caucus. There were 
individuals that stood up. The Honourable Member 
Kim Swan, who is not here, used to always fight for 
the East End. And, you know, he just fought for peo-
ple. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: He fought for people.  

But I question whether that same type of dis-
cussion is taking place now where the people actually 
say, Listen, Cabinet (because that is where the 
checkmate comes in). Cabinet makes a decision, 
goes to caucus, caucus has a consultation and the 
Cabinet cannot say, Forget about you, Backbenchers. 
We are not listening to you. We are not taking you into 
consideration. It never happened before because we 
had people who were strong enough to fight for their 
constituents. That is my point that I am trying to make, 
Mr. Speaker. That is the point I am trying to make. I 
am— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It does not, it should not 
happen that way. And I know my honourable friend 
and cousin who fights hard, is always a gentleman, 
who understands St. George’s. If anyone understands 
St. George’s, it is the Honourable Member Kenny 
Bascome. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This Honourable Member 
understands St. George’s.  
 When I was Minister of Tourism he was al-
ways on my back—got to get St. George’s, got to get 
St. George’s. You know, we gave him [some] extra 
funding. And I am disappointed that we did not do 
more for St. George’s. I am disappointed that we did 
not do more. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And no, every Government 
from the time I can remember has not done anything 
much for St. George’s. They have not done much. We 
have left . . . the Ministries over the years should have 
done more. Every Minister from the 1600s— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, they were the only 
ones in town in those days. But nowadays we have 
not . . . we have dropped the ball. And I am hoping 
that the Government will come forward, with the sup-
port from the Opposition, to do some more things for 
St. George’s. We want it done. We want it done.  
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You have had 11 months or whatever it is . . . 
10 months have gone by and we expect by now— 
particularly relying on the Honourable Member—to 
make sure that you are sitting in those front seats . . . 
that is the only way it happens. The only reason why 
you are sitting in those front seats is because the 
Honourable Member, Kenny Bascome, won that seat 
for you.  
 
An Hon. Member: That’s right! 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And you have a responsibil-
ity to make sure that that Honourable Member and his 
constituents are taken care of. That is how it works. 
That is how it works in politics.  

Don’t look at me Honourable Member, Mi-
chael Dunkley, like you lost your way. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It does not happen that way. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So, Mr. Speaker, I hoped the 
Honourable Member. Jeanne Atherden . . . I thought 
she was going to explain the $250,000 loss and sav-
ings before she dashes out of here. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Anyway, Mr. Speaker, I am 
going to take my seat. I know when people, at least 
particularly on that side, are tired of hearing me. But I 
want to make sure that at the end of the day that the 
Government . . . and like I said, I know that the Prem-
ier, if he was in the Cabinet on that day, he would 
never have allowed that to go through. So I appreciate 
him coming out today and telling the people of St. Da-
vid’s that that facility will not close and that facility will 
provide the services that the people in St. David’s 
need. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke—sorry, from Southampton 
[East]—MP Zane De Silva, Shadow Minister of 
Health. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am happy to weigh in and 
make a few comments this afternoon. 
 Mr. Speaker, one very important thing that 
has been overlooked during this whole Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre situation (to use the Premier’s 
word) is that when the Lamb Foggo Care Centre was 
opened, it was a Government, political decision. And 

you were in those circles at the time, Mr. Speaker, you 
may recall. It was not a BHB decision. I think that is 
very important. And of course you have heard Mem-
bers on this side of the House, certainly enough in the 
past several weeks, stating how it is important that a 
Minister must control her or his Ministry. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us make sure we underscore 
how and when the Lamb Foggo Care Centre came 
about. The BHB were tasked with implementing the 
division of the Progressive Labour Party at the time. 
But we have to remember it was a political decision to 
open it on that site for the people in the East End. And 
therefore, Mr. Speaker, it should be a political decision 
going forward—whether it is making adjustments, 
closing, staying open, adding diagnostic facilities, or 
what have you. That is important, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you might recall a couple of 
months ago the Minister of Health made a statement 
that caused a march, you might recall, on the Continu-
ing Care Unit. The Minister made a public statement 
that it was going to close and had not consulted any-
one. But then here you are three months later, Lamb 
Foggo is going to close and that is a BHB decision. [It 
has] nothing to do with me. I am not supposed to get 
involved. So the Minister is on record as saying that, I 
am going to do this. This is what I am going to do, with 
regard to the Bermuda Hospitals Board and any of the 
goings on there. But then when the situation is incon-
venient or it might hurt a little bit, It’s not my decision; 
it is the Board’s decision. So let us keep these things 
in mind, Mr. Speaker. 
 You will recall that the OBA and the Minister 
of Health, in particular, talked about the indigent clin-
ic—before the election and post [election]—I am going 
to open a clinic. Well, she said she was going to open 
it in the hospital. Those were her exact words: I am 
going to open the clinic in the hospital—the indigent 
clinic is going to reopen. Not—I am going to ask the 
Board . . . I am going to ask the Board to do a feasibil-
ity study. Which obviously she has not done because 
the clinic that she has opened up on Victoria Street . . 
. I do not know how that is going to be funded yet. We 
have not seen any financial figures yet.  

I do not know how we are going to get 4,000 
uninsured people to be taken care of over at the clinic 
that has been opened. Because that is how many we 
had, Mr. Speaker, a year and a bit ago—4,000 unin-
sured. The Minister is on record as saying that is what 
that clinic is going to do; it is going to look after the 
uninsured or those that have very little insurance. I 
hope the Minister is going to bring some figures to this 
place and explain what the cost is (number one) and 
how they are going to handle 4,000 uninsured people 
if they show up. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to congratulate the 
Premier one more time. You are a little late . . . a little 
late as I said earlier. A little late. But the Premier . . . I 
am going to give him his due. I would like to give him 
a little crack across his tail, Mr. Speaker, for taking so 
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long because it should have been done earlier. But 
Mr. Speaker, he can correct me if I am wrong, but I 
think he said today in front of the folks that came up to 
pay us a visit at lunchtime that, They have his word 
that the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre will not 
close. And the Premier is nodding his head in agree-
ment.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I think that for the people 
that took the time to come out today . . . and I under-
stand there are almost 5,000 signatures, Mr. Speaker. 
It must be something of a record I think. But certainly 
that spoke volumes about the feelings in the Island 
about the Urgent Care Centre in the East End. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am hoping that . . . and I think 
the Honourable Member, my colleague, Wayne 
Furbert, asked earlier if we were going to hear from 
the representatives from the OBA with regard to this 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre and the past few 
weeks that have caused a lot of stress amongst the 
people, in particular, in the East. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the November 15th Hansard 
Mr. Kenneth Bascome said, 1“MP Nandi Outerbridge 
and I have been speaking at caucus virtually every 
week that we needed some support to bring that golf 
course to a state where people living in the immediate 
areas do not see it as an eyesore.” Those were the 
words of Mr. Kenny Bascome.  
 
An Hon. Member: Kenneth. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Kenneth Bascome. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, to repeat, “every week” he 
has been speaking to caucus about the golf course. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, the Honourable Mem-
bers, Mr. Gibbons and Mr. Crockwell, say, What I 
closed. Mr. Speaker, we may have closed it, but we 
did not fire the guys that were there cutting the grass 
in January. And now they make a big hoopla talking 
about how they are going to make it look good, they 
are going to put people to work after firing two people 
that were very good at what they did. In fact, the Hon-
ourable Members . . . you might recall . . . in fact, Mr. 
Speaker, you know I am pretty good at keeping notes. 
I will bring them out if I have to.  

The Letter to the Editor from one of those 
workmen who felt quite— 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Aggrieved. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Aggrieved, indeed, Mr. 
Bascome. Yes, he was. He was fired.   

1 Official Hansard Report, 15 November 2013, page 
91 
 

They were fired, Mr. Speaker. So . . . but let 
us not digress. I can only assume . . . I have to believe 
. . . you know the old saying (what is it?) The silence 
is deafening? I have to believe that the Representa-
tives Mr. Kenneth Bascome, Nandi Outerbridge, and 
Ms. Suzann [Roberts]-Holshouser had to be vocifer-
ous in caucus. I mean, he has not said it. We have not 
heard from him in this House as of yet, but I can only 
assume that they had to be. And it would be a crying 
shame, Mr. Speaker, if they have not been. 
 Mr. Speaker, I was asked earlier if I thought 
the OBA had learned anything from this whole Lamb 
Foggo Urgent Care Centre situation, and I think the 
OBA has learned something. I hope so, Mr. Speaker, 
because SAGE Commission is coming. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us hope with regard to the 
future of Lamb Foggo and any other matter of national 
importance, that the OBA have learned to consult with 
people.  

Now the Honourable Member, Mr. Grant Gib-
bons, was making some light fun and had some criti-
cism of the National Health Plan that we were devel-
oping. I will get to that in a moment, too, Mr. Speaker. 
But with regard to the National Health Plan, Honoura-
ble Members in this House might remember me re-
porting we had 44—forty-four—meetings with regard 
to the National Health Plan, Mr. Speaker. That was 
the type of consultation that I was having when I was 
Minister when it came to an issue of national im-
portance, Mr. Speaker.  

I would certainly suggest to the OBA that this 
is a lesson to them—that the people in this country 
are not standing for any nonsense—they are not go-
ing to stand for any nonsense, Mr. Speaker—If you do 
not consult with us we will take to the street and we 
will speak. I hope they have learned an important les-
son, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know this whole closure 
around the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre just 
blows my mind. What is next for the OBA, Mr. Speak-
er? You live up in Somerset, Mr. Speaker— 
 
An Hon. Member: Not any more. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, not any more. That is 
right. You spent a lot of time up in Somerset, Mr. 
Speaker.  

I am back up in the west, Mr. Speaker. And do 
you know what Mr. Speaker? Is it the intent of the 
OBA that if we do not have a fire up in the west in the 
next three or four months they are going to close 
down the fire station because it is not financially via-
ble? Are we going to close down the fire station down 
in the East End next, Mr. Speaker, because it is not 
financially viable? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Lamb 
Foggo Urgent Care Centre and the Opposition—the 
OBA (they will be Opposition soon if they keep going 
like this, it is going to happen sooner rather than lat-
er), but Mr. Speaker, the OBA . . . if the OBA—sorry, I 
lost my track . . . Oh. The fire station, the fire station— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, no matter what 
the cost of the Urgent Care Centre, no matter what 
studies they do in the next couple of months, they say 
it is losing $250[,000], we can have that argument un-
til the cows come home, but we will put that aside for 
now. Let us say it is. Well, Mr. Speaker, $250,000 a 
year—I have said it before and if the Premier has not 
heard me I will say it again—Premier, the SAGE 
Commission has suggested eight Ministers are suffi-
cient to get the business of the country done. Do not 
wait until tomorrow.  

I have heard Minister Fahy, I have heard the 
Premier, I have heard just about all the Ministers—the 
urgency of now—let us come back in October, we 
have got some urgent business for the country, peo-
ple are out of work. 
 Mr. Speaker, the SAGE Commission says 
eight Ministers should be sufficient. Mr. Speaker, two 
Ministers take care of the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care 
Centre—if the cost is $250,000 a year—two Ministers 
and it is done! See you later! Adios! I have got two 
that come to mind but I will hold that for now. Okay? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Premier 
asked me why I did not do it or why we did not do it. 
Mr. Speaker, we did not attempt to close the Urgent 
Care Centre. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I could proba-
bly give you a few more suggestions that I have not 
made public already. One simple fix would be maybe 
to move some of the Government offices that are be-
ing rented out at the moment to the tune of about $14 
million to $15 million a year. Let them move down to 
Southside. The Urgent Care Centre would probably 
get more business; they could open up a coffee shop 
on the side. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, there are lots of ways in 
which . . . and of course I am sure the [Government] 
will have a field day talking about the last 14 years 
when they get up, but let us not talk about when we 
looked under the hood in 1998 and what we found. I 
said it already. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Grant Gibbons, says it was lots of money! Of 
course it was, Mr. Speaker, because they did not do 
anything for the people of this country! 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: We found dilapidated build-
ings, schools without fire alarms. Mr. Speaker, we had 
to close two senior citizens homes because they were 
in such terrible shape. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Michael Dunkley, says we never fixed them up. They 
were in so bad a shape, Mr. Speaker, we could not fix 
them up. We had to build new facilities. 
 So, Mr. Speaker— 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I heard (I be-
lieve it was) the Honourable Member, Mr. Dunkley, 
say, Where did the dollars go? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, that is the Honourable Minis-
ter—yes, the Honourable Minister of Public Safety. Let 
us keep names out of it. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, yes. 
 
The Speaker: Keep the names out of it. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Minister of Public Safe-
ty, yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me move on. Let me give you 
a . . . how much time have I got left, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: You have 8 minutes and 38 seconds. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Eight minutes, okay. Let me 
move swiftly along, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know what . . . I think we 
should talk to the Rules Committee. We really need . . 
. on the motion to adjourn we should have about three 
hours to speak, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: You think that is going to pass, Hon-
ourable Member? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, during the past 
couple of weeks, and I would say from October 31st to 
today, the Honourable Minister of Health had a press 
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conference and she stated that Lamb Foggo was los-
ing $250,000 a year. [On] November 14th the Honour-
able Minister of Health read out a Ministerial State-
ment and said, It is with great sadness that I an-
nounce the closure of Lamb Foggo clinic.  

The November 15th Official Hansard Report 
will show that the Honourable Member, the Minister of 
Health said, “I would liked the things to have been 
done differently.” On November 15th the Honourable 
Minister of Health also said, that Cabinet agreed “with 
serious reservations.”  

On November 18th on Facebook the Honour-
able Minister said that she “supports the closing of the 
clinic based on the information she received.”   

On November 21st on Facebook the Honoura-
ble Minister of Health said that “the report that she 
saw caused her to support the closing of Lamb Foggo 
Urgent Care Centre.”  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I know time is running . . . I 
do not know if we have had misleading comments or 
just a total misunderstanding of what is going on in the 
Ministry of Health and the Bermuda Hospitals Board, 
but we have heard of a $250,000 loss at Lamb Foggo, 
we have heard of a $250,000 savings at Lamb Foggo. 
Which is it? 
 Mr. Speaker, in the Bermuda Sun today the 
Honourable Member is quoted (and this comes from a 
press conference yesterday) as saying, “Reacting to 
criticism earlier in the day from Mr. DeSilva, following 
a ZBM news report which showed a report saying the 
UCC was in the black this year, she said: ‘That infor-
mation was included in my ministerial statement (last 
week).’”  

That is not true, Mr. Speaker. The information 
showing the two years that it was in the black was not 
in her Ministerial Statement, Mr. Speaker. Her words. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member also 
said in the same article, “From the commencement of 
operations” Lamb Foggo has never received a dime in 
terms of grants. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask the Honoura-
ble Minister of Health to do some homework (I know 
she only works part time) and just double-check that 
statement, because between the opening of the facili-
ty in 2009 and the end of 2010, that facility received 
$4.974 million in grants. Okay? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: For operations? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: [There were] $4.974 [million] 
in grants from the Government—the Urgent Care 
Centre in the East End. Okay, Mr. Speaker? 
 The Honourable Minister is asking if it is for 
operations.  

She is the Minister. Go find out. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Oh, I know the 
answer. The answer is, it is not. 
 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, you will have an 
opportunity to— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Sorry. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, there have 
been many reversals since the OBA took place. We 
have had FutureCare increased to our seniors $55.00 
each. The free car licence fee was taken away. Reo-
pening of the indigent clinic—thoughtless, thoughtless 
decision, half-cocked idea, Mr. Speaker, . . . 4,000 
uninsured— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Sorry, Mr. Speaker. I with-
draw that. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I withdraw that. Sorry, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Four thousand uninsured people. Reversal of 
the Lamb Foggo—it is closed today, it is open, it is 
closed. The Honourable Minister of Health took away 
$14 million of subsidy for the Continuing Care Unit, 
took away the 1 per cent increase for the Bermuda 
Hospitals Boards’ fees that are going towards the 
payment of the new wing. 
 Mr. Speaker, I understand that one of the 
Members on the other side is suggesting that Sally 
Bassett’s statue should be moved on to Parsons 
Road. I hope that is not true. 
 
An Hon. Member: Wow! 
 
Some Hon. Members: Who said that? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, Mr. Speaker, this rever-
sal of all of the things that the Progressive Labour 
Party has done, what is it? What is it?  
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Grant Gibbons— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, if you could say 
the Honourable Member, the Minister for Economic 
Development. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. 
 
The Speaker: If you really want to . . . let us try and 
keep names out of it. 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker, yes. 
 The Honourable Member of Economic Devel-
opment . . . the Honourable Member— 
 
The Speaker: The Minister. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Minister, yes, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, he talked about the National 
Health Plan and the cost. As the Chairman of Colonial 
Insurance— 
 
An Hon. Member: Oh, oh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —the Chairman of Colonial 
Insurance. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That Honourable Member 
must know more than anybody else in this place what 
drives the cost of health care in this country up.  

By the way, Mr. Speaker, I am very disap-
pointed in the Minister of Health. She made, or her 
department made an announcement. She is probably 
not there during this day, but the Ministry of Health 
had a press release earlier (a couple of months ago) 
about the health care costs in Bermuda not increasing 
for the first time in years—in 2011/12. For the first 
time in years there was no increase in overall health 
costs in Bermuda under a Progressive Labour Party 
Government, after raising 8 [per cent] to 10 per cent 
per year.  

Dr. Gibbons knows that, but he would not 
mention that today. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Speaker (sorry), the Chairman of Colonial Insur-
ance, Mr. Speaker. 
 So Mr. Speaker, when we talk about the 
health care costs in this country (and I will have to 
save it for next week because I know my time is get-
ting short because I do not want to race through the 
National Health Plan, so I do not want to do that). But, 
you know, the Honourable Member of Economic De-
velopment also talked about the millions of dollars on 
consultants and now they do not have any money. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, just this morning we had the Minis-
ter of Health and the Minister of Tourism touting that 
they went to a Medical Tourism function a couple of 
. . . last week or the week before. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: At Caesars Palace in Las 
Vegas. Mind you, you have got an Urgent Care Cen-

tre that has 6,000 people in an uproar along with the 
rest, and the Minister is off in Vegas!  

And Mr. Speaker, when I went on that . . . I 
was not fortunate enough to go to Vegas because 
everybody knows I like to pull a slot machine. The 
thing is, Mr. Speaker, when I went I went with my PS. 
Why did two Ministers have to go to this Medical Tour-
ism [meeting]? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I have been there, done that, 
one of the few trips I took on the Government tab in 
my couple of years, Mr. Speaker. I wonder who else 
went on the trip. Did a PS go? Did a director go? Did 
any technical people go? Maybe it was some good 
quality time for the Minister of Tourism and the Minis-
ter of Health, I do not know.  
 But, Mr. Speaker, I say this, you have these 
types of things that are going on with regard to costs 
in the country and the OBA continuously reminding us 
about the expenses that we had. And we all remem-
ber how they said they were going to cut this out, they 
were going cut that out, they were going to do this, 
they were going to do that—be transparent and every-
thing else, Mr. Speaker. But every time I turn around 
there is another consultant, OBA member, family 
member, friend—they liked to use that on us all the 
time. When I go down to Cabinet office now I am sur-
prised we do not have beds in there for all the family 
members we have got down there, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from constituency 3—sorry, constituency 4—I 
should remember because that is my constituency 
where I live— 
 
An Hon. Member: And MP. 
 
The Speaker: And yes, my MP. That is MP Suzann 
Roberts-Holshouser, the Deputy Speaker. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Much has been said over the past few weeks 
about an area of the Island that for many, many, many 
years was never mentioned, was never fought for. So 
I have to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that I have been ex-
tremely pleased to hear—whether it came from the 
Opposition or whether it came from the Government 
side—that the people of St. David’s, not necessarily 
St. David’s, people from the east, have been fought 
for in such a wonderful, passionate way. I think that is 
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really rewarding. It shows a change in times where 
people of the East End, the people of St. David’s 
[used to be] ignored, dismissed, laughed at, ridiculed. 
So I am glad to see that is changing. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is important for me to also es-
tablish that I am very pleased that the Honourable 
Member from St. David’s, constituency 3, indeed has 
taken the time and made the effort and has done a 
wonderful job. Thank you very much. And it is a sin-
cere thank you. And I know I have said that to her in 
person. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is also very clear to me that 
the Opposition Party has done an outstanding job in 
being an Opposition. That is where they deserve to 
be.  
 Mr. Speaker, we are in this position because 
of money. It is the lack of money that has always been 
our concern. And it is not about international business. 
It is about the people of Bermuda. There are many, 
many people in Bermuda that are suffering. And that 
is not just the fault of international business because it 
is not their fault. It is not just the fault of things not be-
ing done, perhaps, as best as they could have been. It 
is a result of what we are . . . the situation that we are 
in, the economy is a result of, at times, misappropria-
tion of funds, not necessarily— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are going to 
have to— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order! 
 
The Speaker: You are going to have to take that 
back. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order! 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I take that back. I 
take that back. 
 
The Speaker: You are going to have to take that 
back. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, I take that back. 
 
The Speaker: Withdraw that— 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I withdraw that 
comment. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, absolutely. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: But, Mr. Speak-
er, I would basically like to continue to say that . . . 
that I think an individual who continues to speak, has 
already has his opportunity. 

But we have seen overspending and we have 
seen mismanagement of funds over the years, and it 
is important for me to clarify that the Clinic which was 
established in the east of the Island by the Progres-
sive Labour Party was established for non-life threat-
ening care. I have to say that I have utilised that facili-
ty a few times, basically because it was extremely 
convenient for me. It was closer to home. It is just 
over the hill, a stone’s throw away from me. For things 
like having glass in my foot, for things like a broken 
finger, which I visited in June and was quite happy to 
go back after I thought it had plenty of time, it had 
healed, for an X-ray, because I have to tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, the facility is extremely underutilised. 

I have to take this opportunity to also say that 
I am disappointed in the path that this has taken, in 
the fact that the Hospitals Board made a decision—
and, no, I have already made it public that I was not, 
and I will not speak for other people, but I can say that 
I was not brought into the decision-making. A decision 
was made. We were given very little notice. And I 
would hope and I know, Mr. Speaker, that as we move 
forward, I would endeavour to say— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: —that it is going 
to expected, I believe, from this fiasco (which I believe 
it was)— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: —that more con-
sultation will take place in a more timely basis so that 
not only the members of each constituency who do— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Can we have some order and respect 
for the Honourable Member? 
  
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: —who do have 
our constituents at heart. We do need to have more 
time so that we do have the opportunity for consulta-
tion before rather than after. I think that is something 
that is paramount in establishing, now rather than 
waiting for, perhaps, another scenario to happen. 
 I do look forward to hearing from the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board on their action. But I do also under-
stand that this is a matter of funding. Again, I reiterate 
the facility— 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Again, I reiterate 
the facility is underutilised. So I would hope that every 
individual that signed that document—the 5,000 
(which is awesome)—I would hope that they utilise not 
only the Clinic, but they utilise the facilities that are 
there. Because I have to tell you, places like the Evo-
lutions gym, locations like the bowling alley, the thea-
tre, the restaurants—these buildings, these business-
es, are all suffering. They are suffering just like the 
facility of the Clinic. They are suffering too.  

These facilities, unfortunately, are not funded 
by Government. They are not funded by anything oth-
er than the community. So I would beg and plead that 
those individuals who took the time to voice their con-
cerns about a Clinic, that when they utilise the facili-
ty—be it from the West End of the Island, the utter 
end of Dockyard—to come clear across the bridge to 
St. David’s to utilise that facility, that they spend a little 
extra time supporting the businesses that are suffer-
ing, or else we are going to find those facilities also 
closing. And that would be extremely sad. 
 Right now the Bermuda Hospitals Board is 
having to try and find $10 million to continue their fund 
raising endeavours. They need this funding to help 
support the building of a new hospital wing. Mr. 
Speaker, that hospital is for all of Bermuda and is not 
about the non-life threatening conditions. They are 
about the life-threatening conditions—that is the envi-
ronment in which those individuals that are seriously 
ill, that is the location they need to go.  
 And, Mr. Speaker, I would venture to say that 
is the facility that we need to support. Not that we do 
not need to support . . . and I am very pleased . . . and 
the reason I was standing at the press conference 
yesterday was that I am in support and honoured that 
my Premier and the Minister of Health saw fit to listen 
to what the people have said, albeit under the auspi-
ces of the PLP Representative Lovitta Foggo. Thank 
you.  

Again, I thank you, because at the end of the 
day we are here for the people. I am here for the peo-
ple and I believe that those individuals in St. David’s 
who have taken the time to contact me and to share 
with me their thoughts, are being represented. They 
are being represented by me and they are being rep-
resented by other Representatives who represent 
their constituencies. 
 So I am very pleased at this point in time that 
the people of the East End of the Island have been 
represented by 36 Members, and that is awesome! 
That is refreshing, rewarding, and I hope to see that 
support continue regardless, so that when we go to 
see the new golf course open we will see that support. 
When we see the new hotel finally come into place 
one day, we will have that support of all the individuals 
that that is important to have. 

 So Mr. Speaker, again, the facility [closing], by 
my understanding, by the information that I have been 
given and based on the information that I have re-
ceived, was a result of insufficient use. So I am going 
to reiterate I look forward over the next six months of 
determining how we can better utilise that facility, how 
we can better . . . and to continue to offer the facilities 
that the people of the East End require and the people 
of the West End and, quite frankly, I think all of Ber-
muda will be well served by what has happened over 
the past few weeks.  

I take this opportunity, again, to thank those 
individuals that came out today, and I look forward to 
continuing to support them as well as I am sure other 
Members do. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Member from 
Hamilton East, MP D. V. Burgess. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 Mr. Speaker, it seems that like every time a 
report comes out, because it is perceived or factual 
information that an operation is losing money, they 
want to cut staff and services. And the staff that they 
always look at first is staff in the collective bargaining 
agreement. These staff are normally the lowest paid in 
the actual operations, and they want to cut them. I 
have not heard in any one of these reports, even this 
strategic report from the Hospitals Board about cutting 
the rates of doctors. Not one— 
 
The Speaker: What report is that, Honourable Mem-
ber, you are looking at? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: It is called the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board strategic— 
 
The Speaker: Oh, the strategic . . . oh, yes, yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —the strategic business 
piece . . . Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre.  
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: There is nothing in there 
about cutting those fees, but always go to the collec-
tive bargaining agreement like, it is because of the 
collective bargaining agreement we cannot make a 
profit.  

You know, it seems . . . well, I do not want to 
go back in history because a lot of money was made. 
You know, slavery was an economy to many coun-
tries, Bermuda being no exception. A lot of wealth was 
made from people receiving peanuts as pay. Now, we 
are not going back there so I would hope that when 
those that are listening, when they do these reports, 
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that they leave the staff and the collective bargaining 
agreement alone because they are in the collective 
bargaining agreement because unions . . . they had to 
form in order to get better wages and benefits. 
 Mr. Speaker, why would the Board even rec-
ommend closing the Urgent Care Centre? You know, 
Mr. Speaker, that Board violated every common 
sense political protocol in the world. They made a de-
cision, they did not let the Minister know, they did not 
let even one Representative know, nor the communi-
ty. And instead of the Minister firing that whole com-
mittee, the Minister came and tried to defend them 
and got herself in a whole lot of trouble—a lot of trou-
ble—defending nonsense. 
 It was irresponsible of that Board to go about 
it in the way they went and embarrass the Represent-
atives in that area, even quieting some of them who 
had to go behind closed doors and voice their disap-
proval because, as it was said last week, the recom-
mendation was reluctantly accepted by the Cabinet. 
That is there, Mr. Speaker. 
 And again, why would you close it when our 
population is getting older? Mr. Speaker, presently, 
under the 2010 Census people over 65 are 14 per 
cent and in seven years’ time the folks over 65 will 
make up 27 per cent of our population. That is a very 
large portion— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The Honourable Mem-
ber Trevor Moniz asks me, Would I be there then?  

He needs to figure out whether he will be 
there; not me. If I am going to be there, that is fine. 
You cannot do anything about the day you were born. 
If you want to live long and be a senior, then you have 
to live. If you want to go before, then it is your choice; 
you can do what you want. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, to close that place—I have 
said it before . . . and these are (I am taking figures 
from what the Minister said in this House). You only 
would need seven more people per day to keep the 
Urgent Care Centre financially viable—seven more 
people per day. And, Mr. Speaker, King Edward is not 
in competition with any other hospitals on the Island; it 
is the only one. They can refer people to the Urgent 
Care Centre, whether it is 7, 8, 10 or 12 to keep it fi-
nancially viable. They could do that. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I sense that there is some-
thing else behind this here because when you look at 
the present hospital and the new one, I think the new 
one is supposed to cost (what?) half a billion dollars, 
$500 million, I think. If I have got it wrong, I know— 
 
The Speaker: The Minister will be able to tell us, I am 
sure. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 

Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: [It is] $247 million. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, I have not 
heard yet how they can . . . is the present hospital go-
ing to be closed? Are some floors going to be closed? 
Because if they are going to operate the present hos-
pital with the new, that is added cost . . . added cost— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Right. 

Now, I read in a report that we got here last 
week that it is recommended that they put St. Bren-
dan’s down there with them. 

 
An Hon. Member: MAWI. 
 
The Speaker: MAWI, MAWI. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: MAWI—new name, new 
name. I have a problem with switching names. St. 
Brendan’s is St. Brendan’s. We all know what it 
means. Right?  
 I do not know. To me, putting some of it down 
there may make sense, you know, to save some 
money. So are they trying to cut costs . . . cut the Ur-
gent Care Centre so they can put it towards defraying 
some of the cost and expenses to do with the new 
hospital? Because it is going to cost a whole lot of 
more money.  

So I am waiting with anxious breath, anxious 
sight and everything to see what will happen with the 
present hospital when the new one opens. We cannot 
keep them both running without some added funds, 
Mr. Speaker. Something— 
 
 [Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I do not know the an-
swer yet. Mr. Dunkley— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Members, we are go-
ing to stop calling names and— 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, the Honourable 
Member— 
 
The Speaker: On both sides, please. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I said the Honourable 
Minister Dunkley because these new Ministers, I can-
not keep up with them. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, you mean which one . . . the Hon-
ourable Minister for Public Safety. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, oh. 
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The Speaker: Public Safety. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, the Honourable 
Member for Public Safety. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, the Minister for Public Safety. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I normally say the name 
because I think it is respectful that I say the name, Mr. 
Speaker. I was brought up under the old school. I 
would say, Good morning, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Horton. 
You know, it was— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, “cousin” does work 
too.  

And so, you know, I apologise if I am using 
names. It is not that I intend to, but that is just the way 
we were brought up, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, and then it seems like the 
hospital wants to increase costs because the . . . what 
was said here (I think it was last week) [about] precer-
tification. In other words, if you went to your doctor 
and the doctor said, Mr. Speaker, you need an MRI. 
That doctor, if this is approved, would have to confer 
with some other folks to see if you really need an MRI. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, that is an added cost. You are go-
ing from your doctor to somebody else and then they 
come back to you. That is an added cost.  

We are trying to cut costs. Why are you going 
to question my doctor? There is no evidence in Ber-
muda (I have not heard of any) that doctors are giving 
people or recommending to people that they get 
MRIs, X-rays, needles unnecessarily or are given 
medication they do not need. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe the Honourable— 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, 
Derrick Burgess, is misleading the House. Is he say-
ing that the OBA are looking at changing legislation 
that if my doctor says I have to go for an MRI, that he 
does not have authority to do so? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. Take 
your seat. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That, Mr. Speaker, that 
is what I am saying. That is what was said here, Mr. 
Speaker. 

 But, Mr. Speaker, when we look at our citi-
zens getting older, the data is there—they need more 
health care. We need not to be closing down a health 
care facility, we need to be opening them up. We 
need to enhance the Urgent Care Centre. We need to 
add more services down there—that is what we need. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the East End, we have got 
four schools down there. The Honourable Member, 
Mr. Dunkley, is laughing. It is a joke to him and that is 
why, probably, he agreed with closing it because he 
does not think the people down in St. George’s in the 
East End—St. George’s and St. David’s—deserve an 
Urgent Care Centre. I do not know. He is laughing at 
it. That is the only thing I can take from his laugh. 
Right? But I know he probably does not mean it, but it 
would be up for him to clarify it. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have got four schools down 
there— 
 
An Hon. Member: Six. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Six schools down there. 
You have got the Sylvia Richardson rest home. On 
the weekends we have numerous football teams—
young players and seniors down there. Motocross—
there is a lot of activity in the East End. And just imag-
ine if something happened and then there was anoth-
er incident on the Causeway bridge (and that is very 
narrow and it is closed) you cannot move because 
there is an accident. What would happen without the 
Urgent Care Centre? This decision made no sense, it 
makes no sense, and I really thank Mr. Cannonier . . . 
I think the— 
 
The Speaker: The Premier. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Premier, I am sorry. 

—that St. David’s island came out on him and 
he pulled them together, put his feathers on his 
head—that Indian garb—and said, I am in charge, I 
am the big chief. And he said that it will remain open. 
And I was so happy for that St. David’s island Indian 
blood coming out on him. And so Bermuda is grateful 
for that, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker . . . just one second. 
 
The Speaker: Take your time, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I want to make sure I 
have got it all here.  
 
The Speaker: Take your time. Take your time. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I want to get it . . . and 
you know, Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, do not take it down. 
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The other thing, Mr. Speaker, every year the 
health insurance rates increase. I think this year it was 
reported in the Royal Gazette—the official Gazette—
that it was going up by 20 per cent. There have been 
numerous years that the health premiums have gone 
up in the double digits. And you ask yourself, Why? 
Have the doctors’ rates increased that much? I do not 
know. Has medicine increased that much? I do not 
know. But when you look at other countries—
Bermuda along with the United States—I think we are 
the highest, or the United States is the highest when it 
comes to health care. We have Canada, the UK, even 
Portugal has a National Plan, and their health care 
costs are less than ours. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think . . . and I want to 
be careful there because sometimes you have to go to 
the doctor and I do not want him to give you the wrong 
medicine. None of the doctors in Bermuda are poor. I 
do not think so. They make good money. And Mr. 
Speaker, I would think now . . . I do not know this 
here, but I am going to assume that doctors give sen-
iors a special rate when they go to the doctor. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, you do not get that. 
That means nobody else gets it. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am serious about this here be-
cause doctors are going to see seniors more often 
than they see someone in their 30s, on average. And 
you would think at that age, having no income (well, 
fixed income from pension which is not very much) 
that they would get a special rate, and you are going 
to see them more than you would see a younger per-
son. And you would think they would get a better rate. 
Even downtown they give rates for seniors [at] Gib-
bons Company. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They get a free bus 
pass, yes. That came with the PLP Government, they 
get a free bus pass, which was great, you know. 
 But we have to have some special rates for 
seniors. That should bring down the rates because, as 
you know, and as we all know in this House, the in-
surance companies cherry-pick. What I mean is, Mr. 
Speaker, that when one goes 65 they are no longer 
wanted by these insurance companies because they 
become a burden to their bottom line. And that is why 
we have FutureCare. They give them to the Govern-
ment and the taxpayers have to foot the bill.  

Legislation . . . I know these guys did not bring 
it. We should have brought it but that is why we were 
voted out. We did not bring it. We should have legisla-
tion where insurance companies cannot refuse any-
body. And they will tell me, they will say, Burgess, you 
are misleading the House because we do not refuse 
them. Well, the problem . . . and then that is a true 

statement. But the difference, the difference you pay 
in premiums right now. In fact, a constituent of mine 
called me, and his partner can no longer work and he 
wanted to put the partner on his insurance but the 
employer told him no because the partner has an ex-
isting condition— 
 
An Hon. Member: Pre-existing. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: A pre-existing condition. 
Obama just outlawed that in the United States and we 
still have it here.  

And no insurance company should be saying 
no to anybody—health insurance is for when you get 
sick. But what they are saying in Bermuda is if you are 
sick you are not going to get any insurance. That is 
not right. It is discrimination at the highest level when 
you tell people because they are sick, because they 
have a pre-existing condition, We will not insure you. 
You have got to go to the Government. Nobody that 
discriminates against the sick, the young, and the old 
should be allowed to operate in this country. And 
there is some discrimination against older people be-
cause of the rate they are charged once they go 65. 
You have got people paying $1,200, $1,500— 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —[and] $2,000 a month 
for insurance if they want to get a decent insurance. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, it did not happen 
since December. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, no, I never— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The Honourable Mem-
ber from . . . Wayne Scott says it only happened in 
December. I do not know where he lives, but it has 
been here all along. Brother Scott, it has been here. 
And that is what I said earlier—we should have 
changed it—but we did not. We put you there. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Right. Thank you 
cousin, I took that wrong. 
 But, you know, this is discrimination, again, at 
the highest level. When you discriminate against peo-
ple turning 65, you discriminate against people who 
are sick. We cannot accept that, we should not accept 
that in today’s world.  

We passed a Bill here some months ago 
against discrimination against people in a certain . . . 
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whatever, right? But we still have it here; there is still 
discrimination on the books in this country in terms of 
insurance. And every year they report profits. Profits! 
And they really do not care about those who are sick. 
And if you want a good insurance in Bermuda you 
have got to pay—high. And most seniors cannot af-
ford insurance in the private sector. They have to go 
to FutureCare, Mr. Speaker. 
 So when we talk about health care here . . . 
again, why do we always look (I am going to finish on 
what I started off). Why, when you want to cut costs, 
do you always look at the collective bargaining 
agreement employees like they are making all the 
money? People in the collective bargaining agreement 
are not receiving any bonuses, they do not receive 
any dividends, but they are the first to be cut. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Point of clarification, Mr. 
Speaker, if I may. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of clarification? The 
Honourable Member is almost finished so he has got 
a few minutes. Let the Honourable Member finish— 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: No, I know. But I just have a— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please, sit down. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: It is a small point of clarifica-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: Please sit down, yes, yes. 
 Honourable Member finish . . . quick. You 
have only got a minute or two left, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Hold on, Member. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: So, Mr. Speaker, you 
know, when I look at that where every time it is the 
worker, the poor worker, who made nothing for many, 
many years, got organised into a union, finally started 
to get some decent wage (judging by our standards) 
now some want to take them back to slavery, saying, 
You can work, but receive nothing. It is almost like, 
Mr. Speaker, on emancipation in 1834, when the 
slaves were set free. The master who owned 10 
slaves was paid because he lost his free labour. The 
slaves who had nothing received nothing and had to 
go with nothing. But the master who had something, 
made all his wealth off those slaves, was paid—that 
was legislated—and that annoys me.  

That is why I do not celebrate emancipation 
because it was an insult to us to be freed and my 
master—who whipped me and had me working for 
nothing from sun up to sun down—got paid. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s, constituency 1. Correct? 
Number one? 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
number one. 
 
The Speaker: Constituency 1, MP Bascome. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: First of all, Mr. 
Speaker, I am going to say it loud—I am St. Georgian 
and I am proud.  

I told you time and time again, Mr. Speaker, 
the issue is St. George’s is now being recognised. It is 
very unfortunate that it has taken this situation for St. 
George’s to be recognised. And right here I would like 
to say thank you to MP Foggo. I would like to say 
thank you to my Honourable Premier, thank you to my 
Honourable Minister of Health, and thank you to the 
former Minister of Health, the Honourable Zane De 
Silva. 
 Mr. Speaker, this is an issue that has been 
highlighted. I will acknowledge at this particular time 
that we were not informed, consulted. However, the 
moment that I was made aware I spoke with the Min-
ister, I spoke with the Premier, and I made an ap-
pointment to speak with the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board.  
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: I had an opportunity 
to speak with the Hospitals Board. They laid out the 
programme to me and I said to them that— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, the Honourable 
Member does not speak that often so when he is 
speaking allow the Honourable Member . . . you know 
. . . and that is a good thing. Believe me, that is a 
good thing. Some others need to pay attention to that, 
Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Mr. Speaker, they 
love to call my name. And the beauty of that is be-
cause I only speak when I have something to offer. 
There are many people who jump up and down and 
sometimes . . . I have a name but I will not use it in 
these Honourable Chambers. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask those Hon-
ourable Members where were they when the Bermuda 
Progressive Labour Party attempted to bring about the 
demise of the Town of St. George with the economic 
decisions that they made? 
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[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Firstly, we closed 
the police station down, Mr. Speaker. Then . . . you 
are talking about consultation?  I was driving a taxi, 
Mr. Speaker, telling the folks that the golf club has a 
wonderful restaurant in it. When I arrived on top of the 
hill, Mr. Speaker, there was no golf club! 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: There was no con-
sultation.  

I then said to the folks, I am going to take you 
to the Beach House where you can possibly have a 
drink because they have a full liquor licence. Turned 
the corner, Mr. Speaker, no Beach House. No consul-
tation.  

And at that particular time, Mr. Speaker, I was 
sitting in another place and in a position of authority. 
And I would have believed, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Honourable Minister with whom I had a wonderful 
working relationship in that other place—and I give 
kudos and I thank him all the time for the assistance 
that he afforded the Town of St. George—the Hon-
ourable Derrick Burgess. And I have thanked him on 
numerous occasions, Mr. Speaker.  

I can recall when I thanked him at the Pep-
percorn Ceremony and then he was taken over the 
coals by a few of his own people because they felt 
that he was assisting me too much. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, look, we are tak-
ing this too far. 
 Thank you. 
 Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: So, Mr. Speaker, 
when we talk about the Urgent Care Centre it is a very 
unfortunate circumstance. We have listened, and I am 
going to say at this stage going forward we have 
learnt from the decision that was made. And the Hon-
ourable Member over there continually calls my name 
stating that I have been asked to keep quiet. Staying 
on point, Mr. Speaker, I believe that most Members in 
this Honourable House know me quite well, [and 
know] that if I have something to say, I will say it. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
And as I said when I first arrived, that I had been giv-
en the opportunity to represent the elusive town and 
they all giggled, but after today, Mr. Speaker, it has 
become the illustrious Town of St. George’s. And I will 
say, Mr. Speaker, at this stage not too much other 

than I would like to ask all of those Members, where 
were they when they attempted to ruin the economics 
of the Town of St. George’s? 

The golf course, which someone made men-
tion of, was an integral part of the economic well-
being of the Town of St. George’s. And the next time 
we are here, Mr. Speaker, I hope to be in possession 
of a few letters and I am going to ask for your indul-
gence as I read those letters. And we have listened 
and we are putting programmes in place. And as the 
Premier stated earlier, we are going to do things for 
the East End of the Island of this place we call Ber-
muda. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [South East], MP Lawrence 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 

YOUTH OF BERMUDA 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am actually going to speak today on some-
thing that is not about the Lamb Foggo. I want to do 
something a little different. This week I want to use my 
time in the motion to adjourn to talk about the youth of 
Bermuda. And I want to do that because I feel as 
though we up here in this Honourable House on both 
sides are so quick to point out what is wrong with . . . 
on this side we point out what is wrong with the Gov-
ernment’s plan, the Government then points out what 
is wrong with what we are saying, and in the grand 
scheme of things the decisions that we make today do 
not necessarily affect us directly as much as they will 
affect our youth. 

I notice that we are quick—and when I say 
“we” I mean us as a collective community, including 
the media—we are quick to raise and put on blast the 
negative actions, the anti-social actions of the youth, 
while we do not promote, we do not recognise those 
positive actions of youth today. And I feel as though 
what we might be doing indirectly and inadvertently is 
promoting bad behaviour because for those students 
that go to school, go home, do what they are sup-
posed to do and do what young people do—they do 
get into trouble but do not get into serious trouble—we 
do not promote them.  

We do not lift them up. We do not recognise 
them. And I feel as though . . . and I will declare my 
interest. I do host a youth mentorship programme, so 
therefore this is what has inspired me because one of 
the young boys that I mentor came and said, Why do 
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we always argue up here every Friday? Why don’t we 
talk about what is good in Bermuda instead of what is 
bad? And to be honest, I did not have an answer for 
him. 

I am taking this opportunity, not to lash out at 
my counterpart, not to talk bad about the Premier or 
any other Minister, but to actually encourage and chal-
lenge us as a community to start saying more good 
things about our youth. And it does not even have to 
be about our youth, just saying more good things 
about what is going on in this country.  

I also want to talk about what I see with the 
youth is that they actually have a phenomenal way of 
balancing work (which is school work) and then their 
extracurricular activities. Some of these youth that I 
mentor are sitting on more boards, teams, and com-
mittees than I am. And it is amazing that they can do 
that and keep their school work up. And some of them 
are single mothers. They are not 18-years-old yet, a 
single mother, a single parent. A thing that I would like 
to say is that they have the support of their family. 
Some do not, but most of them do. And so for us, 
when we sit up here and argue, I hope that we hon-
estly are arguing with the youths’ best interests in 
mind because for me it is our example.  

You know, to be honest I will speak because I 
hear some Members of the Government making men-
tion, but I will speak, and some of my actions up in 
here are not the most exemplatory [sic]— 
 
An Hon. Member: Exemplary. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Exemplary, thank you, thank 
you. 
 But at the same time it is to be able to look at 
oneself and make oneself better. And to do so in the 
interests of setting the example to our youth because I 
think we are so quick to get up and . . . I will use the 
Lamb Foggo situation. That, for us, is . . . some may 
say it is a political victory, some may say it is not, but 
in the long term, in the grand scheme of things that is 
something that we can . . . it could be used to promote 
jobs in health care to our youth. You could have in-
ternships that are done there. There are so many dif-
ferent ways that you can incorporate our youth into it 
to make sure that they are intertwined.  
 You know, the Honourable Minister of Tour-
ism, I am pretty sure he is working on ways to incor-
porate hospitality into our educational system so that 
we have youth that are growing up wanting to work in 
the tourism industry. Because it is only through that 
will we will be able to . . . I mean, we can try to with 
the Tourism Authority and stuff like that, that is just 
one part of it, but that is not the silver bullet. No deci-
sion that we make here, no policy that we make alone 
is going to change this Island. The way that we 
change this Island, Madam Deputy Speaker, is by 
leadership through example, and by inspiring, motivat-
ing, and giving our youth . . . giving our youth the will 

to want to imitate us . . . to want to mimic us and sit in 
this Honourable House and make the right decision. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair,] 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And for me it is actually quite 
sobering when I host my youth mentorship pro-
gramme because they ask . . . what I love about youth 
is that they have this unfiltered innocence, where we 
hold back because we think it is rude. We hold back, 
or we word things in such a way so we do not hurt 
other people’s feelings. But the youth, they do not. 
You know, they just ask you, they say, you know what 
. . . my niece (and I hope my mother does not get up-
set about this story) walked into the house. My mother 
was getting ready to go to church and my niece 
walked in and said, Grandma, you look awfully fat to-
day. Now, mind you, I could not say that. You know? 
But the thing is, she meant no harm by it. That is just 
her observation. 

So the point that I am trying to get at is that 
we have to make sure that we handle ourselves in 
such a way up here, because you never know who is 
watching. You never know who is listening to what we 
are saying, to what we are doing and the effect that it 
has, directly and indirectly.  

I noticed that in the last . . . and once again I 
would challenge the media to print more positive sto-
ries about our youth because in the last 30 years we 
have a Bermuda Outstanding Teen Award. And in the 
last 30 years we have noticed or recognised over 
3,000 outstanding teens.  

Now if you have 3,000 outstanding teens how 
many—and that is just those that are recognised, that 
are put forth by teachers and parents and other organ-
isations—but how many of those outstanding teens 
get featured in the Royal Gazette? How many of those 
outstanding teens get featured in Bermuda in 
Bernews? The Bermuda Sun? But let one teen steal a 
bike, break into our house . . . you know.  

I had the Honourable Minister contact me the 
other day about the home invasion up in my area be-
cause he wanted go and see it. You know, that was 
so . . . we are quick to respond to those negative 
things. But how many of us go around to our schools, 
go around to afterschool programmes and volunteer 
our time to spend with youth, to mentor our youth? 
And when I say that, I know that both political parties 
have a youth wing, which is good and commendable. 
But how many of us spend time with the youth when it 
is not politically expedient for us? How many of us— 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And the Honourable Mem-
ber, Cole Simons, says he spends all the time with 
youth. 
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But Madam Deputy Speaker, it is a . . . and 
one thing that I like about this Motion to Adjourn and 
what I am doing now is I notice that there is no inter-
polation from either side, which I will take as 
agreeance to what I am saying. And the fact that we 
all in here agree that the . . . and as cliché as it may 
sound, we all in here agree that the children are our 
future.  

Can we ensure, can we take up the chal-
lenge—all of us in this House, those listening to my 
voice over the radio, and those in the Gallery—can we 
take up the challenge to inspire at least one youth, 
one young person? You know if it is through volun-
teering through Big Brothers Big Sisters, through Mir-
rors Programme, through any programme, any way or 
even creating your own—I put that challenge towards 
not just the Members of this Honourable House, but to 
the members and residents of this country. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member, Minister Shawn Crockwell. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I certainly appreciate the com-
ments that were just made by the Honourable Mem-
ber. I wish he did not make them before I had to 
speak because now I have to certainly govern myself 
accordingly. But I certainly echo and endorse what he 
is saying. We have to, I think, respect each other 
more in this Honourable Chamber as the community 
and the young people are watching. 
 

GOVERNMENT’S REVERSAL ON CLOSURE OF 
LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: But Mr. Speaker, I will go 
back to the previous topic and just make some com-
ments as it relates to the issues surrounding the Lamb 
Foggo Urgent Care Centre. 
 Without question, Mr. Speaker, mistakes were 
made in this situation. Mistakes were made. And by 
saying mistakes were made, mistakes were made in 
relation to the process. We certainly can debate the 
actual decision. Clearly there were individuals who 
applied their minds to the situation. They came to that 
decision based on information that they had. And I do 
not believe anyone was making decisions that they 
did not think were not in the best interest of the coun-
try. But, certainly, there were mistakes made as it re-
lated to communication and the process and the like. 
And the Minister of Health and the Premier have ad-
mitted that in their statements to the community over 
the last day or so. 

 I would like to recognise the congratulations 
and the applause that have been given to the Premier 
for his strong stance on this. He is from that area. He 
had a look at the situation and as the Premier and the 
Leader of this country he stood up and he said that 
this is what must happen and the Cabinet has sup-
ported him, his Minister of Health has supported him, 
and consequently we have recognised the error and 
we are trying to come up with the best solution going 
forward. So the Premier needs to be recognised for 
his leadership in this situation. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, I understand fully the 
response from the Opposition. Without question we 
would have done the exact same thing. I spent five 
years on that side of the House and I am going to list 
a few issues that I can recall really sinking my teeth 
into as well and putting the Government to task, and 
that is the role of the Opposition. The Opposition has 
done its job in this matter. The Honourable Member 
from constituency 3 deserves congratulations on her 
position as well. And I believe that there have been 
excellent recommendations coming from the other 
side. I think the Shadow Minister for Health has raised 
some good alternatives that we can look at and possi-
bly implement. 

Look, this is exactly what we need to be doing 
in the House of Assembly. If there is an issue that I 
think is affecting the community, there may be disa-
greement, and we go about trying to figure out what is 
the best solution going forward. I have to say though 
that I was disappointed that the march still occurred 
today. And I am going to say that I want to applaud 
those who did raise their voices. I want to applaud 
those who organised the petition. To get close to 
5,000 names in such a short period of time was im-
pressive. Those things just do not happen; it takes 
organisation.  

But I would have been . . . you know, we are 
talking about trying to do what is best for the country 
and not make all of these issues political issues. But 
yet, I think that politics ultimately prevailed today. The 
Government made a decision; it reversed its position 
on this. It did so because it listened to the people, and 
I think that it would have been appropriate that the 
people would have said, Okay, we are grateful for 
that, and not still have marched. But the people exer-
cised their right to be heard. They exercised their right 
to be heard, Mr. Speaker, and they should be ap-
plauded for that because that is what democracy is 
about. Democracy is about the people. Government is 
about the people. 

But there was something I heard earlier today 
from the Shadow Minister of Health that concerned 
me—well, it concerned me, but it was not a surprise— 
when he got up and he said that the Lamb Foggo Ur-
gent Care Centre was done based on a political deci-
sion. He said it twice. I was concerned that I was go-
ing to bring it up and he was going to forget that he 
said it, but he said it twice. And Mr. Speaker, the reali-
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ty is that is why we are in the financial situation that 
we are in because the previous administration made 
numerous decisions—numerous decisions—that im-
pacted this country economically based on politics. 
Based on politics, Mr. Speaker. 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is 
certainly misleading the House when he says that 
those decisions that we made are why we are in the 
financial situation we are. That is what we politicians 
do.  

Minister, do you not make decisions— 
 
The Speaker: All right, thanks. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —that . . . that— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —cause the Government to 
spend money? 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is what we do. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, we need to 
make . . . the Government needs to make decisions 
that are in the best interests of the country. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: When you make deci-
sions such as free buses, when you make decisions 
such as free admission to the Bermuda College—
which they had to reverse—when you make a host of 
decisions based on trying to achieve a political result 
. . . because there is no question, as multiple Mem-
bers in this House have stated today, how politically 
important constituencies 1, 2, 3, and 4 are. And for the 
Honourable Member to get up and say, Well, we built 
that clinic. We spent $5 million and another $2 million 
to source it out in that area for political decisions . . . 
well, it was probably because they were trying to se-
cure those votes, those constituencies. And when we 
make as a Government— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Misleading the House. 
 For the Honourable Member to say that we 
made that decision to get political . . . to get votes is 
certainly misleading— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: That was based on the 
feedback from the people that wanted it, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, I know Craig 
Cannonier could tell you that.  
 
The Speaker: That is all right. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Craig Cannonier can tell you 
that, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Craig can tell you that! 
 
The Speaker: We have the Honourable Premier in 
the House.  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, we are in 
this financial challenge because decisions were not 
made in the best interests of the country, they were 
political decisions. And I . . . that is my opinion on it, 
and that is why the One Bermuda Alliance was elect-
ed.  

We were elected because the country under-
stood that it was time for the correct decisions to be 
made in the best interests of the country. 
 You know, the Honourable Member is talking 
about the fact that we addressed the issue with li-
cences for seniors—the fact that the Government said 
no seniors have to pay licensing fees—well, that was 
not sustainable. We were losing $4 million a year in 
revenues based on that one decision alone—$4 mil-
lion a year. Okay, Mr. Speaker? So we had to come in 
and make a difficult decision, and I think it was a rea-
sonable one. And now they get up and stand up and 
say, Oh, look what you are doing to the seniors. Well, 
the decision should not have been made in the first 
place. Okay? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
Honourable Members are talking about the protest 
today. Again, the people have a right to protest. This 
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is not the first time we have seen a protest on these 
honourable grounds, Mr. Speaker, and it may not be 
the last. But we certainly saw quite a few under the 
previous administration. So let us not act surprised 
that the people have protested. Let us not forget deal-
ing with the same issue—the hospital—when the peo-
ple marched when the previous administration made a 
decision to build the new hospital on the Botanical 
Gardens. I do not recall much consultation going on in 
Devonshire on that issue, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I do not recall much con-
sultation happening in Devonshire. And the people 
marched and the people protested. And the then-
Minister, Patrice Minors, had to retract.  

And then the former Minister, bless his soul, 
Nelson Bascome, had to get up and say, We didn’t 
want to do this. He got up and said, We didn’t want to 
do this. And there was a whole lot of confusion as to 
how that decision was made, but this happens in gov-
ernment. But let us not act like this is some anomaly 
that never happens. Governments make mistakes and 
governments have to correct them. 
 Mr. Speaker, let us not forget the Uighur af-
fair. Talk about consultation, the previous Cabinet did 
not even know— 
 
An Hon. Member: That’s right! 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —that the Premier and a 
former Minister left this country, went to another coun-
try, negotiated with the United States, brought people 
to this country and did not even consult their own 
Cabinet. And they are going to come here like this is 
so outrageous?  

Lest . . . lest we forget, Mr. Speaker, lest we 
forget . . . and guess what? There was a huge protest 
on these grounds. There was a huge protest on these 
grounds. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And you know, Mr. 
Speaker, let us talk about when the police marched. 
Let us talk about when the police marched. The first 
time in history the police got involved in a march on 
these grounds. On these grounds, Mr. Speaker! And 
that was in relation to benefits and pay. Okay? They 
marched on the former Government and their deci-
sion-making. 

Let us not forget Southlands! We want to talk 
about reversals? We want to talk about reversals? I 
am talking about decisions that were made by the 
previous Government that caused protests that 
caused reversals. These things happen. It happened 

multiple times to the previous Government and it may 
happen on a few occasions with this Government. So 
let us not come here and act like this is some brand-
new event. It is not brand new, Mr. Speaker, it has 
happened before. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member 
talked about the trip to Vegas. Why did I have to go as 
the Tourism Minister? It was a Medical Tourism con-
ference, as I said in my statement. It was a confer-
ence that included both tourism initiatives and health 
care initiatives. I was invited many months ago. And 
let me say this: I have had conversations with the pre-
vious Tourism Minister, Dr. Ewart Brown, who fully 
embraces moving forward and trying to develop a 
form of medical and wellness tourism in Bermuda. 
And I was encouraged to explore this.  

And Mr. Speaker, I believe, going forward that 
. . . Look, we have to deal with the SAGE Commis-
sion. it is just a reality.  

I was glad to hear the Honourable Member 
stand up and embrace the reduction of Cabinet. I 
hope he embraces the whole Commission report. I 
hope we do not just cherry-pick a few ones. Okay, let 
us just be clear. Let us just be clear. Let us just not 
cherry-pick the recommendations that we want to put 
forward. Okay? But the Government has to deal with 
the SAGE Commission and their recommendations. 
But I believe that the solution going forward cannot 
only be about cutting. The solution going forward can-
not only be about becoming more efficient, that is re-
quired. But I believe that we have to create new indus-
try. I believe we have to stimulate the economy. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, part of the reason why I 
attended this congress is because I am hoping that 
we can expand the tourism product and embrace this 
$160 billion industry. And so, Mr. Speaker, it was a 
beneficial conference and I know (as I said earlier) 
there is an exciting project on the table as it relates to 
this industry, and I hope that it moves forward and can 
help us to stimulate jobs, help us to revitalise the 
economy. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in closing I just want to say 
that difficult decisions have to be made. It is just a re-
ality. We are in a difficult situation and I am not going 
to regurgitate. I think the country knows, certainly this 
Honourable House knows the predicament that we 
are in. And the reality is that Bermuda is financially 
sick. We are financially sick, Mr. Speaker, and the 
medicine to recover is not nice. 

Mr. Speaker, you recently had to deal with a 
medical issue, and it was not a pleasant experience—
the recovery, the medication. The procedure to get 
back well, to get back healthy sometimes is bitter and 
it is painful. And make no mistake about it, Mr. 
Speaker, the remedy for getting this country back on 
track financially, the medicine is not going to be nice. 
It is not going to be nice. And, Mr. Speaker— 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Oh, it is going to be pain-
ful. To get back healthy we are going to have to deal 
with some tough medicine. 

Mr. Speaker, the reality is this OBA Govern-
ment . . . the Opposition can say whatever they 
like. This OBA Government did not make Bermuda 
financially sick. It did not do it. It did not make this 
country sick. The former administration contributed 
significantly to the ills, the financial ills of this country. 
 But I am here to say today— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I am here to remind the 
Opposition today that this Government was elected to 
help the country recover. That is why we were elect-
ed. They elected us to make the tough decisions, Mr. 
Speaker, and we are committed despite the protest, 
despite the difficulty coming forward, we are commit-
ted to get the job done. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Member from 
Sandys [South Central], the Honourable and Learned 
Member, MP Kim Wilson. 
 You have the floor. 
 

EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to switch gears for a 
few moments and talk about something that I think is 
equally as important to Bermudians and those of us 
sitting around this House. And that deals specifically 
with training and employment opportunities. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to think that we 
all agree that Bermudians should certainly come first 
when it relates to employment and work opportunities. 
And we also, I think, would agree that there are vari-
ous entities within our labour sector including white 
collar, blue collar, professional workers, tradesmen 
and the like. However, the fact that we have unem-
ployment and the fact that we have quite a number of 
guest workers I think is a reality.  

However, I think it is critically important, Mr. 
Speaker, that we ensure that qualified Bermudians 
come first when it comes to employment opportuni-
ties. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard some sta-
tistics in recent times insofar as the decreasing birth 
rate of Bermuda and so therefore our population is not 
producing as many people as it once did. And that 
gives further credence to the fact that we recognise 
that there is certainly a need for guest workers to help 
build and maintain our economy. And in fact, Mr. 
Speaker, we know that from the other statistics that 
have come out concerning the number of people that 

are employed within our community et cetera, that 
there is quite a significant percentage of individuals 
that are guest workers. And we acknowledge . . . 
there is no dispute that those workers play a very vital 
role within our community as well as ensuring that our 
economy is maintained and it grows. 
 However, the position that I would like em-
phasise, Mr. Speaker, is the need for ensuring that 
steps are taken [so] that qualified Bermudians are 
employed first. And, Mr. Speaker, when I speak of 
“qualified” Bermudians I am speaking of Bermudians 
that have the requisite—the required—educational 
background, the requisite oblique required profes-
sional background, professional qualifications, experi-
ence and the like. I am not expecting for a moment 
that an employer be required to hire Bermudian “A” 
who has just received a high school diploma and per-
haps a little of tertiary education when the job itself 
calls for a professional qualification. And likewise I am 
not expecting, Mr. Speaker, for a situation where a 
company is required to hire a Bermudian who has 
none of the academic or professional qualifications to 
properly complete the task at hand. 
 When I speak about Bermudians coming first, 
I am speaking about ones on the same and equal 
footing—that are qualified and have the requisite edu-
cational and experience background. 
 Now when I speak about this, I am also 
speaking in terms of businesses having a duty to en-
sure that first and foremost they hire qualified Bermu-
dians. Companies have a duty to ensure that first and 
foremost they hire qualified Bermudians. And I would 
also submit that within the Civil Service itself and par-
ticularly positions that are deemed under our Constitu-
tion as public office—those too—positions also I be-
lieve, I submit, also have a requirement to ensure that 
qualified Bermudians are hired first. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have spoken a moment 
about the guest workers that are here in this commu-
nity. And I think we have also known of circumstances 
where a guest worker has come to Bermuda perhaps 
(and I am going to use one example because it is the 
first one that speaks to mind, a secretary) within the 
secretarial services industry. [She] comes over to 
Bermuda and in a relatively short amount of time is 
provided with opportunities and training and now is a 
trust administrator at one of the trust companies.  
  
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, it does. As the Honourable 
Member from Smith’s, the Government Whip, just in-
dicated— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, it happens often, too often I 
would submit, far too often, where we have individuals 
that come over with lesser qualifications and they are 
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provided with opportunities that Bermudians are not 
and therefore they become managers and so forth. 

What I am asking is that we ensure that these 
businesses and organisations and companies make 
sure that they provide the same level of opportunity, 
educational advancement, et cetera, to the Bermudian 
worker as they do to the guest worker. Because unlike 
in other jurisdictions, the guest worker has options—
geographical options. They can work in Bermuda or 
they can work in their place of residence or their place 
of abode or their place of origin. But they have op-
tions. The majority of Bermudians have the option of 
working here in Bermuda as our geographical location 
as opposed to the options and opportunities of work-
ing elsewhere. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am mentioning all of this 
against the backdrop of certain positions that guest 
workers are holding. And by that I am specifically re-
ferring to positions that are within, as classified in the 
Constitution, as public office. Under our Constitution, 
Mr. Speaker, the Bermuda Constitution Order 1968, 
there are a number of positions that are deemed to be 
of public office that are appointed by His Excellency 
the Governor.  

I am speaking specifically about the Om-
budsman, the Secretary to the Cabinet, Magistrates in 
the judiciary, the Auditor General, the Commissioner 
of Police, the Deputy Commissioner of Police, and the 
Office of the Director of Public Prosecution in circum-
stances where the Attorney General is a Member of 
the House or the Senate as we have currently and 
has been the case since the amendments were made 
a few years ago to the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I recognise the particular consti-
tutional position that Bermuda is in and the fact that 
there is . . . I do not know whether it is for fear or . . . 
well, we have not unfortunately taken advantage of 
moving forward towards a more self-governing coun-
try such as an independent nation. But bearing in 
mind the fact that with all acknowledgement of our 
constitutional position, Bermuda, qualified Bermudi-
ans—like I said, Bermudians that have the requisite 
educational, professional, experience qualification—
qualified Bermudians, Mr. Speaker, seemingly are 
being blocked from advancement into certain posi-
tions, not just in the private sector, but in the public 
sector as well by decisions that are made at the sole 
discretion of His Excellency the Governor— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable 
Member, you cannot in this place criticise the Gover-
nor. All right? In this place, all right? Honourable 
Member you cannot do that. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay. Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: All right? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes. 

 
The Speaker: And so you must withdraw that.  

And any comments that you make must not 
. . . I know you are reading the Constitution. I know 
what the Constitution says in that regard. But also 
Standing Orders will indicate that you cannot . . . in 
any way you should not be criticising any of the duties 
that the Governor indeed has to carry out. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, am I permitted to read a section 
from the Constitution—86? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Without criticism, I am just read-
ing what the Constitution Order says. 
 
The Speaker: No, you were criticising  . . . but if you 
would like to read from the Constitution, you can go 
ahead and do that. I have no problem with that. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am reading specifically from 
section 86 of the Bermuda Constitution Order 1968 
and prior to that if I can also draw your attention to 
section 87 of the Bermuda Constitution Order, 1968, 
which can be found on page 78 and if I could just— 
 
The Speaker: Do that again for me, so I can find 
where you are. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I am reading 
from page 78, in particular section 87 of the Bermuda 
Constitution Order of 1968, which speaks about the 
appointment of [the] Commissioner and Deputy 
Commissioner of Police— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson:—and that power of appointment 
“is vested in the Governor.” 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I am speaking also at section 
89, Mr. Speaker, again in the Constitution that speaks 
to the powers to appoint the judiciary “is vested 
(again) in the Governor”— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, but we cannot . . . you cannot crit-
icise that. Those points are there. All right? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I appreciate that, yes, thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

—“acting after consultation with the Chief Jus-
tice.”  
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And then on page 77, and in specific, section 
86, Mr. Speaker, that deals specifically with the ap-
pointment of the Attorney General. 
 
The Speaker: Attorney General, yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: However, you will recall that 
under section 71A in circumstances where the Attor-
ney General sits in one of the Houses, as is the case 
at point, then the provisions that deal with the ap-
pointment of the Director of Public Prosecutions are 
read as if they are read in section 86.  

And that is the case in hand. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, the Constitution in 
section 86(1) says that the power to make appoint-
ments to the office of Attorney General (and in this 
case the office of the director of public prosecutions) 
is vested in the Governor acting in his discretion. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, I am saying all of 
that to say that it is unfortunate . . . because I am 
hearing chirping from the Honourable Deputy— 
 
The Speaker: Just speak, just speak to me. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am hearing chirping from the 
Honourable Deputy Premier who seems to be making 
light of a situation which is unfortunate insofar as the 
apparent disadvantage that Bermudians are provided 
with insofar as employment opportunities in general. 
 Having read what I have just read to you con-
cerning the Constitution, I would invite those that be—
those that have the power—to at least consider the 
position of both the Premier as well as the position of 
the Opposition Leader who are elected Members and 
who represent, combined, 36 persons that are in this 
Honourable House who each represent the people of 
our constituencies. We have been elected by those 
persons, and I would hope that those persons that 
have the powers that be and that have the powers to 
exercise such things will consider in [the] future the 
important role that we as elected officials have insofar 
as helping to guide the decision-making process as it 
relates to positions, in particular where suitably quali-
fied Bermudians do exist. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys [South], MP Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 

NATIONAL PENSION SCHEME 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I wanted to raise an issue tonight that relates 
to the matter under the control of the Finance Minister. 
So I was very pleased to see him come back in the 
room. Oh, I see, he is not in his seat, but that is okay.  
 Mr. Speaker, as you know, and as we know, 
the National Pension Scheme is a defined contribution 
plan—5 per cent from the employer, 5 per cent from 
the employee. You recall when it started there were a 
lot of people who were really upset that they were go-
ing to lose this money. But in actual fact the ones who 
complained the most were the ones who were going 
to benefit the most—people who were self-employed, 
taxi drivers, tradesman . . . people like this. 

I can remember how people used to talk 
about successful black businessmen and say, you 
know, how they kept this business going and they 
were strong and this sort of thing. But many times 
they were there in that business at age 70 and 75 be-
cause they had no funds to go home. So this National 
Pension Scheme was to fix that.  
 As we know, at retirement one has an accu-
mulated lump sum from which one can choose an an-
nuity that will pay out every month that is supposed to 
last a lifetime. Now, in the perfect world if someone 
goes in at 23 and comes out 40 years later there 
should be sufficient funds to allow them to have a 
good pension. However, we are still at the early 
stages, having started and coming into force in the 
year 2000. We were not all at the same place.  

Some people earn more money than others. 
Some people are closer to retirement than others. And 
so the National Pension Scheme today is worth differ-
ing amounts to differing people. That will diminish a bit 
as you get further out. When we get 20 or 30 years 
from now and the vast majority of people have been in 
the Scheme for the bulk of their working life, they will 
be in a position to have a nice retirement.  
 Mr. Speaker, because of these differing needs 
and differing stages that people went in, there are a 
few points that I want to make for the benefit of the 
Minister that I believe can be used to help us in this.  
 The first one: When the plan was being put 
together and we were considering it back and forth, 
one of the things being considered was an option to 
allow people to draw down the lump sum, maybe as 
much as 25 per cent, when they retired and left the 
plan. Somewhere along the way that idea fell off the 
table, and when it was passed here in this House (I 
think it is called the 1998 Act) none of that was al-
lowed.  

I believe the time has come for us to take an-
other look at this idea. And I hope the Minister will 
take a close look for the following reason. Mr. 
Speaker, consider you and I. At the age 65, if we have 
a mortgage—I have a mortgage, you have a mort-
gage—of $40,000 and we are responsible enough to 
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handle our affairs, why should we not be allowed to 
take this $40,000 out in a lump sum, pay off our mort-
gage and be able to go through our retirement without 
having this sort of thing weighing us down?  

On the other hand, it may be that I have a 
number of small bills that are non-recurring—some 
home renovations, I bought a car, or I have major car 
repairs. These sorts of things. Being able to get a 
lump sum out at one time will create a situation where 
I can get a clean slate going into retirement.  

So I am going to encourage the Minister to 
take a close look and not to ask the question, Why? 
But to ask the question, Why not? Why not do this? 
Why not allow me, upon retirement, to take this por-
tion of my pension and give myself a clean slate to go 
forward? It was considered back in 1998 and prior. It 
did not come into play. And I think enough time has 
gone by to show that it would really be a benefit. 
 The second thing I want to suggest to the Min-
ister is this: For some people when they reach retire-
ment age the amount of the pension is so small that it 
really does not make sense for them to go on with this 
monthly amount. There are some people who are now 
receiving as little as $200 a month. In those cases—
just like the case I gave for you— it may be more 
beneficial for them to get the full amount of their pen-
sion and simply pay off a mortgage or something like 
that and go ahead and live accordingly.  

Having $200 a month come out to me every 
month and still having to pay a mortgage does not 
seem to make sense. So I think that we should create 
a scenario where there is a certain threshold under 
which the person can take the option to take their full 
pension out rather than waiting to receive it every 
month. 
 There is a third piece attached to the pensions 
that always bothered me, and that is that where the 
employer and where the employee has been in the 
company for a short period and moves, he has the 
option of actually taking some of the money out rather 
than having it vest. And I think this was a sweetener 
that was kept in the Bill in 1998 to make it more palat-
able to people. But to me the problem is that a lot of 
people take this money thinking that they can use it to 
take a trip—a lot of people just take a cruise with that 
money, go off and have a good time—when in actual 
fact that money should be forced to stay in the plan so 
that upon retirement it is there for their benefit. So, 
again, I would invite the Minister to take a good look at 
this and see how he can make these changes. 
 None of these changes are really earth-
shattering, but, at the same time, the changes will 
make a significant difference to the individuals. And 
when you consider how much money gets deducted 
from your paycheque every month to go into this plan, 
it does not seem fair to me that when you get to 65, if 
you are caught in any one of these situations, that you 
should be forced to suffer.  

So I would encourage the Minister to take a 
good look and to see if this is something that he can—
working with the pension team—make the amend-
ments to and have the changes made. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South East], MP Rolfe 
Commissiong. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, thank you for 
acknowledging me. 
 
The Speaker: I always do, Honourable Member. 
 
[Laughter] 
 

GOVERNMENT’S REVERSAL ON CLOSURE OF 
LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: That you do, Mr. Speaker, 
and again I thank you for once again doing so. 
 Today we saw an expression of what I call 
"people power." The persons who came out today to 
express their unhappiness over a decision undertaken 
by our Government were determined that that deci-
sion would not stand. That decision itself was one that 
was viewed as being short-sighted and one that was 
potentially injurious to the people of the East End of 
the country.  

What was fantastic, Mr. Speaker, in addition 
to the numbers that came out today was the petition 
itself. Even I was gratifyingly pleased and surprised by 
the numbers that signed that aforementioned petition. 
Approximately 5,000 Bermudians—I understand a 
significant percentage of whom live, work in the East 
End, signed that petition.  
 I just want to take time out here very quickly to 
thank our Whip, Ms. Lovitta Foggo, the MP for con-
stituency 3, who spearheaded this effort on behalf of 
her constituents.  
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear!  
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: She provides a great ex-
ample for all of us as representatives of the people as 
tribunes for the electorate on how to serve our con-
stituents. She has been a faithful servant of the peo-
ple of St. David's for a number of years and I am sure 
they are very pleased with the fact that their represen-
tative led from the front.  
 I heard the Honourable and Learned Member, 
Mr. Crockwell, speak to this issue earlier—Minister 
Crockwell—and he tried to take us to task on a num-
ber of issues. But, Mr. Speaker, let me say this: The 
decision on the part of the Government was one that 
has not resulted in full satisfaction on the part of those 
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who were unhappy with their initial decision because, 
after all, all the Government has done is promise not 
to close the facility for the next six months pending 
their ability to move forward with the plan to—dare I 
say—privatise or outsource the said facility. They 
have not yet made a commitment to keep the facility 
open, which was the chief demand of those who pro-
tested today and the signatories to the petition.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Now, as the Royal Gazette 
reports in today's paper with respect to the Premier, 
he is quoted as saying, “As we have taken a look at 
this particular situation I, without conscience, could 
not allow closure of the clinic without options. There 
will be no closure of the clinic without alternative op-
tions."  

I hope that the Government and the person of 
the Premier will stay true to that statement that if after 
the six months a plan has not been forthcoming to—
as I say, I still assume that they are looking to out-
source or to privatise the facility—that the Govern-
ment has made a decision to keep the facility open. I 
am just going off of what the Premier himself has said 
in this statement— 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The Premier interpolates—
he is certainly welcome to make a point of order if he 
sees fit. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the Honour-
able and Learned Member talked of the politics of the 
situation. But let me say this here: It was not until year 
nine or 10 of the Progressive Labour Party Govern-
ment that we began to see protests on a number of 
issues some of which the Honourable and Learned 
Member highlighted. These did not occur in year one 
of the Progressive Labour Party Government as we 
have already seen occur under the first few months—
nine or 10 months—of the current OBA Government. I 
think that is a distinction that must be highlighted here.  

The ability of that Government to last beyond 
the next three or four years will be contingent upon 
them getting these sorts of situations right. Clearly, 
their ability to engender confidence amongst growing 
numbers of Bermudians has been seriously imperilled 
of late. Again, in only year one of the Government's 
current tenure. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Some comments with re-
spect to what was intended to be the original plan on 
the part of the Government ,which was to, as I have 
said, either privatise or outsource the facility . . . and 

as was noted earlier by the former Minister (now 
Shadow Minister) and others, the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board (BHB) were of the view that a way to make the 
offer more attractive for potential investors, perhaps, 
was to note that they would be able to take over, in-
vest, privatise a facility that would be unencumbered 
by the collective bargaining agreements that would be 
made void by doing so—by outsourcing or privatising.  

This does not speak well for labour in this 
country because we all know in a major discussion or 
debate that is about to happen soon that there have 
been proposals put on the table that are looking to 
see significant privatisation and outsourcing of various 
Government departments—Government services. 
Does this mean that these departments and services 
will also be deemed to be attractive because they will 
not be procured under any collective bargaining 
agreement that now may exist in terms of it governing 
the rights of the workers in these various depart-
ments?  

Is the warranted compact between labour and 
capital in this country now about to be compromised 
to the extent that will jeopardise the well-being and 
viability of labour in this country? I hope not, Mr. 
Speaker. Certainly, everyone here will have to ac-
knowledge that it has been the role of labour—the 
labour movement—the tool, the mechanism of collec-
tive bargaining agreement that has been the way in 
which countless Bermudians have entered into Ber-
muda's so-called middle class. Is it the way now to 
resurrect and save this economy, as the Honourable 
and Learned Member has posited, by gutting these 
agreements, by marginalising hard working people in 
this country who have worked faithfully within the 
Government sector?  

Shall the brunt of Bermuda's revival fall on 
their shoulders? Is this their version of shared sacri-
fice? This country requires answers, Mr. Speaker.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: We all know that this 
party—the current Government—is backed by very 
important, very wealthy business interests in the coun-
try. Certainly, these business interests have never 
been (in most cases) the friend of labour. I would ask 
that the fellow workers out there who have worked for 
Government and in other sectors to be very, very 
aware of the potential for what I speak of, and that 
they must—like those protestors today outside of 
these halls learn that we must now stand up and 
speak for what is right to defend their interests, be-
cause in a country where we have declining revenues 
and economic decline everyone is going to look out 
for their own interests, including big business. 
 I will conclude by saying that we hope that 
over the next few months that the Government will 
finally get this right, that they will do so in a way that 
satisfies the expectations of those who have come to 
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rely on and appreciate the presence of the Urgent 
Care Centre at the East End—the Lamb Foggo Ur-
gent Care clinic, and I would hope that in the coming 
weeks and months as we (in a repetitive way, I think) 
begin to address these fiscal challenges, that the 
Government will find a way to put the interest of the 
least amongst us first over the interests of the affluent, 
the wealthy and the privileged. At the very least we 
should hope that those that have so much and who 
can afford to give more will do so, and that the revi-
talisation of Bermuda's economy will not be falling (as 
I have said) on the backs of those who can least af-
ford for that to occur. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of Community and Sport, Minister Wayne 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I will be real brief because I do not want to 
beat a dead horse. This has been going on for a while 
but I just need to just remind the Member who just sat 
down, and rightfully so . . . you know, the first year of 
our tenure we had things like this happening outside. 
Let me remind the people that this Government inher-
ited a disaster.  

We have record unemployment, a record defi-
cit, a record number of people on financial assistance 
. . . on and on and on. This is absolutely unsustain-
able and the Government that was inherited by the 
now-Opposition had record surplus, an economy that 
was booming and heading in the right direction. And, 
as economics works that direction continues on. You 
make bad decisions [and] it starts to level off, then it 
falls and it does not turn around overnight.  

It is interesting, I think, even when I was lis-
tening to the Honourable Member Burgess . . . and 
forgive me if I am wrong. Please correct me. But the 
Member was referring to my discrimination legislation 
and, if I recall, he did not support that. We took 
names. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Okay.  

And it is just ironic that it is talking about that 
in a positive way and how we cannot discriminate 
against people and did not support something that 
protected discrimination against our elderly that, ironi-
cally, it was talking about. But, you know, we must—
we must—take care of our elderly. We must take care 
of our children. We must take care of our sick.  

I commend the Premier, actually, on . . . and I 
believe he made the right decision with regard to 
Lamb Foggo. He listened to the people. As, you know, 
a $7.5 million building, it can be better utilised other 

than being mothballed and I think that, again, we lis-
tened to the people. 

We are talking about effects. I want to ad-
dress some of the root causes of these issues—not to 
justify the effects—but let us talk about some of these 
root causes. Economically we are hurting, as I have 
just mentioned. We talk about Lamb Foggo, the ad-
visement was not to do that. Clearly the people in the 
East End need support, need ambulances. We have 
infrastructure down there that was crumbling, the 
clinic. We looked at the fire station. It was like, Let us 
spend the money and get those assets fixed. But in-
stead the previous Government decided, Well, let us 
not worry about our current assets. Let us build more! 
And then we kind of, you know . . . economically we 
are hurting. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: We have some great things. 
The pool at the National Sports Centre. It is a beautiful 
event built very much over budget and unsustainable, 
and that is something that we have to figure out. Let 
us not talk about Grand Atlantic that we are still work-
ing on that was built for over twice as much as should 
be done on the open market. But, you know— 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: And it is empty and we are 
working on it. We are sorting it out. We have your 
back Bermuda. We will solve the problem. 
 We talk about short-sighted in the East End. I 
think it was on the point of order I was to make with 
Mr. Bascome pleased to tell me that there was consul-
tation done when you had these buildings demolished 
and he is talking about facilities that the people do not 
exist anymore. So we understand, you know, we un-
derstand how it goes. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: You know what is interesting, 
Mr. Speaker, if you go back . . . and I remember being 
a young teen and looking at all of the interesting 
things that were going on with College Week (I am 
trying to be politically correct here, Mr. Speaker, so 
bear with me) while you are having some of the con-
tests that were going on down at Mermaid and the 
places which were right in my neighbourhood— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Well, amongst others, as the 
Honourable Member just pinged my memory, of 
course. 

But one of the things that we have to recog-
nise in Bermuda is let us look at our mistakes and 
learn from them and not repeat the same process.  
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We destroyed tourism in this country. We did 
not want all these crazy college kids riding around 
drunk with their t-shirts off and all of this. We did not 
want them. We made them uncomfortable—they left. I 
understand that. The United Bermuda Party did not 
want that. Tourism started its decline.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am sorry. You said some-
thing about . . . Member Furbert over there? I am 
sorry. I thought the Member was talking about MP 
Wayne Furbert but . . . okay, Mr. Speaker. 

We ruined tourism because we did not want 
them here and now these are the people that we are 
really trying to get back as adults, and they are like, 
Well, why would we want to come back here? But we 
are working on it. We watch how something like that 
does not work, so what do we do? We do the same 
thing with international business. You don’t like it? Get 
out! We don’t need you here! They got out. Guess 
what? It did not create jobs for Bermudians—it lost 
jobs for Bermudians! Now we have to actually right 
the ship.  

If you know anything about physics— 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable [Member]? 

 
POINT OF ORDER 

[Misleading] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, the Hon-
ourable Member is misleading the House. This Gov-
ernment—the former Government—did not ask any-
one to leave the country. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Member. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I would ask that you 
have him withdraw that comment. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Carry on, Member. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: If memory serves me correctly, 
I thought the person who I ran against made it very 
clear if people did not like what he had to say they 
could leave!  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Speaker: Carry on and speak to the Speaker. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: They left. They left.  

And if anybody knows anything about physics 
. . . let us take a pendulum, and let us swing a pendu-

lum. You swing it over here; you do not just put it back 
to the middle. You swing it over here; you do not just 
put it back. You have to make some bold decisions. 
You have to do things differently. We have to get our 
people back to work, and you are not going to get our 
people back to work without getting people on our Is-
land—without getting some of these finances under 
control.  

I think that what we need to . . . and I guess 
where I am going with this is now is that we have had 
many reports over the last couple of decades that a 
bunch of Governments have done. If you do not like 
what it says you shelve it and you go get another one 
done a few months or a few years later. Lo and be-
hold, it says the same thing. So we shelve that one 
too.  

So now that we have the SAGE report that we 
are getting ready to debate and this sort of thing . . . 
you know, we have some tough decisions to make. 
And I would hope that when I hear some of the talk 
about collaboration, when I hear my cousin, my pater-
nal cousin, the Honourable Member Scott— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member from constitu-
ency— 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: —from constituency 24, Law-
rence Scott— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. And constituency 24—
leave the “Lawrence Scott” out.  
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, right around the corner 
from my house.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Then I hear him talk about we 
need to talk about some of the positive things for our 
youth, we need to talk about some of the positive 
things we can do collaboratively. So let us have the 
tough decisions and let us have the tough conversa-
tions. Let us make collaborative decisions and work 
together because Bermuda depends on us getting this 
right. We do not have the luxury of playing politics with 
this one because economically . . . guys, you know 
that this is unsustainable.  
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am not even going to dignify 
that.  
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just speak to the 
Chair! 
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Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, again, I would 
like to talk to my mate, the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition in talking about collaboration— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I called you my mate. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are not even 
going to call him “mate,” okay? Let us get back . . . 
just stop please. Stop for a second and let us become 
parliamentary correct. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Absolutely. The Honourable— 
 
The Speaker: Correct. The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition— 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition, the former Minister who— 
 
The Speaker: —because when we start to do these 
things we start getting out of hand. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: —who talks about collabora-
tion and doing things differently. My encouragement 
and my hope and my plea to all of my Opposition 
friends is that we have to work together and get this 
done because going around in circles beating a dead 
horse and playing politics is not helping Bermuda get 
from A to B. That is not getting Bermuda from A to B. 
The licks that I see being responsible for Financial 
Assistance is a lot of my people taking licks because a 
country in a mess because of bad decisions, because 
of political decisions and not doing things in the best 
interest of our people. So let us get on board—all of 
us—and let us sit down and have some proper dia-
logue and make it happen. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Opposition Whip, MP Lovitta Foggo. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just, again, as you well know, I will not be 
long. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I did . . . and I do not know 
what . . . I think the Deputy Speaker cut my time short. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you. 
 Yes, I have to get up and speak and say that 
today I witnessed a great day for democracy. Other 

Members have indeed said the same, because the 
people exercised their right and made their voices 
heard. Consequently, I will say that the Premier as-
sured them that their wishes would be granted. In 
plain language, what did that mean? The Urgent Care 
Centre will remain open. Period! That is what the 
Premier said, responding to the outcries of the public.  

But I think what many people did not hear, 
and the Premier can attest to this, is that during the 
uproars of the crowd, Mrs. Rogers continued to speak 
with the Premier and said that it is not just important 
enough (and I will paraphrase, Premier) . . . it is not 
just important enough that the Urgent Care Centre be 
open, we want to make sure that the hours are ex-
tended. To which the Premier did reply, I have given 
you my word that the Urgent Care Centre will remain 
open. But we do need to discuss what we are going to 
do in terms of ensuring that the public's needs are 
being met—paraphrasing basically what the Premier 
had said, because I was standing right there with 
them amidst the conversation.  
 So I felt that I must speak because I felt I 
needed to caution that without extended services and 
extended hours the community will still feel that their 
needs are not being met. And, after all, the role of 
Government, by and large, is to provide for the needs 
of the community and its people. I do know—we all 
know—that that presents us with challenges. But 
since the Premier has given his word I know that a 
way will be found to ensure that such needs are met 
because anything less, simply, is not good enough. 

Let me just say this, Mr. Speaker, it has been 
suggested through comments that perhaps what was 
wanted was to have a satellite medical facility that 
provides the duplicate service of KEMH. And I am 
here to say that that is not what the people are neces-
sarily saying. What they are saying is they want ser-
vices in place that meet the required needs. And 
those needs indeed, sometimes, go beyond just the 
simple services of going and (let us say) having your 
temperature checked because your fever is real high. 
Those needs sometimes require urgent attention, 
which may not mean major surgery and the like, but it 
does mean that when a patient goes there and, let us 
say, they are having their asthma attack or they have 
a severe cut which requires stitches or something of 
the like, perhaps they have a broken limb or what 
have you, a facility such as Lamb Foggo Urgent Care 
Centre can (during its operating hours currently from 
4:00 to midnight) provide that type of attention. 

But because they are not using that facility in 
that manner throughout the entire day, those types of 
services cannot be provided, should someone find 
themselves in the situation to have such type ailments 
tended to. Let me say this: Those types of [ail-
ments]—whether it is an injury or ailment—at times 
without immediate medical attention can lead to more 
dire circumstances. Indeed, a person may find them-
selves in a life-threatening situation.  
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I highlight that simply to point out that the ex-
tended service and the extended hour is indeed a vital 
need in a community where sometimes 20 minutes is 
just simply too long, and a person may just expire dur-
ing that time frame. God forbid, I am not wishing for, 
and I do not want, things like that to happen. But I do 
have to say that much of the outcry that we witnessed 
today and that took place during the public meeting . . 
. those were the types of incidences that many of the 
people that came out were speaking of. Indeed, the 
Premier himself received letters from different mem-
bers of the community to attest to such. 
 I want to ask my honourable colleagues that 
when they do put their heads together that they do so 
to ensure that the facility operates in a way that in-
deed does service community needs. And I will say 
that by having, for instance, the diagnostic part of the 
Urgent Care Centre closed, it took away a facility that 
was a good revenue-earning stream, but likewise pro-
vided, maybe not urgent services, but certainly ser-
vices which can be had at King Edward Memorial 
Hospital, but likewise can be provided down there.  

Doing so helps to alleviate the burden some-
times, I think, that is placed upon King Edward [Me-
morial Hospital], and you find people waiting unnec-
essary lengths of time (like three and four hours) 
which has been said by Honourable Members in this 
House has led to people leaving that facility and head-
ing to the Urgent Care Centre to use the facility down 
there for that purpose. We do not want a situation 
where you are going to a place simply because you 
cannot get seen at another. We want that facility in 
place because it fulfils a community need. If it did not, 
you would not find people having to leave one facility 
to get tended to at another.  

So obviously there is a need. There is a need, 
and I think that has been proven by the fact that peo-
ple found themselves having to go to a different facil-
ity—the satellite facility—to ensure that their needs 
were attended to. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to underscore 
the vital importance of having the Lamb Foggo Urgent 
Care Centre not just open, but open and operating in 
a way to meet the demand. And I dare say, of course, 
that we all want it to operate in a way which comple-
ments our medical services and indeed enhances the 
quality of service.  

I think on that note, Mr. Speaker, I will take my 
seat and say thank you to the people of Bermuda for 
exercising their democratic right and bringing about 
something that the Premier (like I think any smart poli-
tician) would recognised that if the people are saying it 
at this level, we are talking about 12 per cent of the 
electorate— 
 
An Hon. Member: Whoa! 
 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Twelve per cent of the 40,000 
people can vote. And if the people are saying it at that 
level then attention must be given. 
 So, thank you for that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Minister without Portfolio, Minister Leah Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I would like to say, first of all, that I am glad 
that the Urgent Care Centre is going to remain open, 
and I hope that they are going to have a psychiatrist 
down there because I will need one after the com-
ments from the Opposition about the weak and inef-
fective Backbenchers, and my cousin, the Honourable 
Member— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, but you are not a Backbencher, 
Honourable Member. You sit in the back row— 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: I am sitting on the back row— 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: Okay. Okay, Cousin Derrick. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, carry on. 
 
Hon. Leah K. Scott: Yes. But I would like to com-
mend my colleague, the Honourable Member, Lovitta 
Foggo, in doing what she was elected to do.  

I think that sometimes we make decisions and 
we are not aware of the unintended consequences of 
those decisions. We are in a time where people are 
struggling, they do not have jobs, they do not have 
money and health care is a primary concern for a lot 
of people, and I do not think that some decisions can 
solely be based on whether or not they are a revenue 
generator or whether or not they cause a loss but we 
have to look at the impact that it is going to have on 
the people.  
               I think that it is important that democracy 
worked, that the people spoke out and, more impor-
tantly, that the Premier and the Minister of Health lis-
tened to the outcry from the people and a decision to 
keep the Urgent Care Centre open was made.  

I think that we also have to take into consid-
eration that the Urgent Care Centre is not making as 
much revenue as it should. We have to have a strat-
egy to allow it to become profitable, but we also have 
to learn the lesson from this incident. And the lesson 
is not just for this Government but it is also for the 
Opposition: When you are going to make a decision 
that is going to severely impact someone's life it is 
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important to consult with those people and to have 
them be a part of your plan and a part of your proc-
ess.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition, MP Marc Bean. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good evening to you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, good evening. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good evening, Honourable 
Members. 
 To be honest, I hope that you allow me to de-
scribe the current Government in their real name, the 
United Bermuda Party. Some might take offence to it 
because they will claim to say that it is the past. Yet, 
for the last three hours on this motion to adjourn we 
have seen Member by Member from the Government 
try to reflect on the past and blame the former Pro-
gressive Labour Party Government for multiple mis-
takes. And they even mentioned marches.  

Well, if we are going to talk about the past, 
and the current Government wants us to acknowledge 
whatever mistakes they perceive to have occurred 
then I think they should acknowledge the fact that they 
are still the United Bermuda Party. You cannot have it 
both ways. The past is the past. It cannot be erased 
nor [can it be] avoided. 
 One Member, the Honourable and Learned 
Shawn Crockwell actually reflected on marches 
against the previous Government in regard to the new 
hospital being built at Botanical Gardens. I can recall 
that march. I can also recall the march regarding the 
Uighurs and their introduction into Bermuda (to say a 
better term). But the thing I also noted about those 
marches, compared to today’s, is that I did not see 
any of the people at those previous marches at to-
day's march, which speaks to a much deeper problem 
in this country. It is called selective protest—selective 
protest depending on your outlook or political orienta-
tion. It is selective protest.  

I also noticed that we had the largest capital 
project in our history in terms of the extension or the 
building on of a new wing at the hospital. And proba-
bly for the first time in 14 years I have not heard any 
controversy over the building of that new hospital 
wing. None! 
 
[Inaudible Interjections] 
  
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No claims of corruption, un-
derhandedness, cronyism. Is it because— 
 

The Speaker: Do not ask for it to come on! Please! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: But, Mr. Speaker, is it be-
cause of who has the contract to build it that deter-
mines whether or not it is worthy to be protested 
against?  
 
Some Hon. Members: Ahh! 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Again, it is not just here, but it 
is outside of this Honourable Chamber that the normal 
political contradiction and irony that we have to ex-
perience in this country. It is a sign of immaturity. It is 
a sign of immaturity. It is a sign . . . I heard the Hon-
ourable Minister Sylvan Richards (nice to see you, 
nice to hear your voice) still reflecting on who gave the 
contract, who did this and who did that. Well, today 
was a serious lesson for the United Bermuda Party. A 
serious lesson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Minister, Sylvan Richards, said, This is not the United 
Bermuda Party. Well, then, if we cannot mention that 
let us not talk about the past at all. Let us focus on the 
future. 
 
The Speaker: This is the OBA, however you might 
want to characterise them, Honourable Member. But it 
is the One Bermuda Alliance.  
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, Mr. Speaker, and I take 
your word for it. I just was reflecting on the Biblical 
quote that a leopard cannot change its spots. That is 
what I was just thinking of. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Now, Mr. Speaker, I know the 
Honourable Minister, the Learned Minister Shawn 
Crockwell, is out of the Chamber. But when he spoke 
he spoke about the deflecting and blaming the Pro-
gressive Labour Party. But what I also noticed is that 
he never mentioned (based on his earlier Ministerial 
Statement on cruise ships coming to Bermuda and 
medical tourism) . . . not once has he stood up for all 
the mistakes we have made. Not once has the Hon-
ourable and Learned Minister of Tourism stood up and 
given credit where it is due, that is to Dr. the Honour-
able Ewart Brown for the cruise ship policy that he put 
in place, that he initiated and put in place, and medical 
tourism initiatives.  

Not once have I heard . . . and I am going to 
tell you. The Honourable and Learned Member across 
the floor shook his head in acknowledgement. But I 
was hoping that he would get up and publicly say, 
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Yes, we are continuing on the bulwark of the Progres-
sive Labour Party. But, yet, you will fly to Las Vegas, 
Caesars Palace, you will tell how all these cruise 
ships are coming to Bermuda at a time when three 
years ago cruise ship visitors were devalued by the 
One Bermuda Alliance.  

Do we have selective memories now? Or is it 
that now you are in Government and you recognise 
that, hey, when it rains you have to drink the water, 
you have to capture all the water, Mr. Speaker. You 
just cannot look back and blame us for some things 
but yet ride on our coat-tails for all things that are 
good. Lord knows they have brought very few new or 
creative ideas to the table. So let us give credit where 
it is due.  
 Now, I would like to move on to this Urgent 
Care Centre (UCC) and the Honourable Minister 
Scott, Wayne Scott, got up and he blamed us and he 
said, oh, it might have been—stand to be corrected—
Minister Crockwell—and he said that the decision to 
build it was political and he used that— 
 
The Speaker: Minister of Tourism. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Learned Minister segued 
to use that to blame the PLP for a poor decision and 
they are fixing our mess.  

Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to refer to the 
same report that, apparently, was presented to Cabi-
net when they made the decision, apparently it was 
tabled today, belatedly, after Gary Moreno reported it 
on the Wednesday night news: the background infor-
mation on the UCC. It says the UCC was built in re-
sponse, at least in part, to the broad recommenda-
tions made by the Oughton Report in the name of the 
late great Senate President Mr. Alf Oughton, a dear 
friend of mine, 1996, to reduce overutilisation of key 
KEMH Emergency Department, in order to control 
rising health care costs. This was again reinforced by 
the Arthur Andersen Report 2000 which suggested 
shifting patients from the Emergency Department to 
less expensive services for non-urgent care needs. 

That was the political rationale, Mr. Speaker, if 
there was ever one. We followed it through on rec-
ommendations by not one, but two, independent re-
ports. And, yes, let me reiterate speaking on those 
who live in the West. I am not sure about the costs but 
I would like to see a West End urgent care centre es-
tablished because, as far as I am concerned, one 
thing about human beings, Mr. Speaker, we only 
value health care when we are personally affected, 
and when you are personally affected, whether it is 
yourself or your family, no one cares who you vote for. 
When you go to the hospital and you go for quality 
health care provision, no one cares what political hat 
you are wearing. Everyone desires quality health care 
provision. So it must transcend beyond politics.  

But lo and behold, the actions—the lack of 
leadership, the arrogance over the last month—made 

it political, forced the people to awaken out of an ap-
parent slumber and say, Enough is enough! And that 
is what you saw manifested today.  
 But now let me go a little deeper. This blaming 
the PLP started when the Honourable Minister, Dr. 
Grant Gibbons, took to his feet on the motion to ad-
journ. When I listened to the Honourable Member in a 
kind way, in quotes, I could describe him as the 
"prince of deflection" in this Honourable Chamber. So 
subtle, so nuanced; he is the "prince of deflection."  

The Minister admitted (the substantive Minis-
ter of Health admitted) that the Premier did not know 
about the decision which seems, to me, that the Pre-
mier might have been off-Island. No problem. That 
means that the Deputy must have been chairing the 
Cabinet. But I cannot see the Deputy Premier, the 
Honourable Minister Dunkley, being so careless! He is 
more of a person that I know to measure twice and cut 
once.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes. And the former Shadow 
Minister of Health.  

But something or someone—something or 
someone—must have pushed the Minister to rubber 
stamp this BHB decision. A Cabinet paper was re-
ceived—these are the words of the Minister on the 
Monday. Now everyone on this side, save for one or 
two, have Cabinet experience. So we understand that 
usually Cabinet papers come by Friday and you do 
your Cabinet homework over the weekend, unless 
there is an extraordinary decision that has to be made 
where the Premier or the Acting Premier will allow for 
a Cabinet paper to be submitted on a Monday.  

The Minister said that you received it on a 
Monday and then you took it to Cabinet on a Tuesday. 
That means that the rest of Cabinet must have re-
ceived that document late in the day Monday and 
probably had only 12 hours to actually consider this 
document. So it seems like it was pushed through for 
whatever reason—political expediency, maybe. But a 
question that has to be asked. There was no thought, 
it seems, put into the Cabinet decision. The question 
is, Why?  

Yet I heard Cabinet Ministers stand up now on 
the motion to adjourn and congratulate the Minister 
and the Premier for making an about-turn. Why did 
they not consider it then at the Cabinet table? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: What happened?  

Or do they just sit around Cabinet and rubber 
stamp things?  

Is there no critical thought around the Cabinet 
table? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Something is going on. Yes, 
something is going on. Let me tie it in. 
 Mr. Speaker, we had another issue in terms of 
health care in terms of precertification of the use of 
technology. We have on credible record that this was 
an issue driven by the Bermuda Health Council. It just 
so happens that the lead person to drive the issue of 
precertification just so happens to be a person who is 
the vice president of Colonial Insurance. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member? 

 
POINT OF ORDER 

[Misleading] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, what is the point of order? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, in what regard? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Precertification 
was something that was on the table when we took 
over as the Government and I encouraged its con-
tinuance. It had nothing to do with any other Member 
here. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Maybe, Mr. Speaker, the 
Honourable Minister could also clarify, when she has 
the opportunity to speak, what was the vote of the 
Bermuda Health Council on that issue and whether or 
not she, as the Minister, overrode that vote; whether 
or not the Honourable Minister overrode the vote on 
the Bermuda Health Council in terms of precertifica-
tion knowing that . . . And I am sure the Honourable 
Minister cannot deny that a sitting vice president of 
Colonial Insurance—and we have the chairman of 
Colonial Insurance sitting in this Chamber—also sits 
on the Bermuda Health Council.  

I raise that to draw the line of connection be-
tween the UCC politically expedient and unwise deci-
sion and the precertification issue. There is an unseen 
hand operating in the Ministry of Health. We could be 
forgiven into thinking that there is another Minister in 
this Chamber that is actually running the Ministry of 
Health. 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: We could be forgiven be-
cause, obviously— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes.  

So I will leave the public to connect the dots. I 
will leave the public . . . because I cannot understand 
how one can go rushing to such a decision. It goes 
before Cabinet and then after Gary Moreno reports 
something on Wednesday's news they have a meet-
ing on Reid Street, and then they convene a press 
conference where you have the three-silent, muzzled 
MPs of the East End unbelievably showing up stand-
ing behind the Minister and the Premier.  

Again, as Shadow Minister Burt has shown 
us, that revealed that this decision was politically mo-
tivated, Mr. Speaker. It was not a good political deci-
sion. It was damage control! 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It was a political reaction. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ahh! 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It was not a political decision. 

Your backs were up against the wall, and I will 
get to why you made that decision yesterday. I want to 
understand because . . .  well, we could penetrate the 
psychology. We have been there. We have been 
Government before. We understand.  

Mr. Speaker, the connection, I have to say, 
ties in to my Honourable Minister, Dr. Gibbons, when 
it comes to health care. 
 
The Speaker: Minister of Economic Development. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Minister of Economic Devel-
opment. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: But in terms of the influence 
in health care whether it is on the Board or not— 
 
An Hon. Member: Are you imputing improper motive? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, I am not. I am calling it 
like it is. If I am imputing improper motive, then point-
of-order me. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, but just do not go that way. 
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I am not. I am on a steady 
line, off stump. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mm-hmm. I said “off stump” 
(for the non-cricketers in the House).  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, how many min-
utes to I have left? 
 
The Speaker: You have 4 minutes and 40 seconds.  
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Okay. 

I look at the BHB composition and I can un-
derstand why the Minister is hands off. I am still wait-
ing for an MP who is a member of the Board, MP 
Jeanne Atherden, to get up and give a word on this 
issue. I am still waiting for MP Nandi Outerbridge to 
give a word on this issue. But what lesson can be 
learned going forward? The lesson to be learned is to 
be transparent in your activities.  

I think about the continued extended care unit 
that also had a march and a proposal for a senior care 
facility in the West End. Let me say that again—a pro-
posal for a senior care facility in the West End. Now, 
on principle, I have nothing against private senior 
care. In fact, that is one of the reasons why I permitted 
and overturned the Planning appeal for Spice Hill (for 
those who really want to know) is because we under-
stood the cost of health care has to be shifted towards 
the private sector. Notwithstanding that the best 
health care for our seniors is for seniors to be cared at 
home by their children. We understand that. 
 Mr. Speaker, going forward I would suggest, 
in terms of extended care, that the Government be as 
transparent and open as possible. I understand the 
chairman of the OBA is involved. He is also on the 
Board. I understand that and that is cool. But be 
transparent [lest] we have a repeat of today, because 
you could be accused of cronyism. We know this. I am 
just giving you a heads-up to let you know that we 
know and we see the contours of the land. So, in or-
der to avoid what we went through today, let us be 
transparent going forth in the future.  

But the OBA is . . . Mr. Speaker, the source of 
this contention from the people comes from an innate 
distrust of the people towards the OBA Government. 
See, the OBA Government got voted in off a false 
premise, and, arrogantly, they have continued that 
false premise. But the people are waking up because 
they are tired of it.  

So today you are basically reaping what you 
have sown. You just have to suck it up and learn from 
it. If not, it will continue. Again, this about-turn was not 
a political decision. It was political reaction, because 
the three seats occupied down in the East are now at 

grave risk by the One Bermuda Alliance—and they 
know it.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Five thousand signatures 
says it all. That is three and a half constituencies’ 
worth of voters. Do the math. 
 Mr. Speaker, the other issue is that they 
wanted to avoid this public display, this protest, be-
cause the OBA is afraid of bad international exposure. 
They feel like we have to fake it—we have to act like 
all is well to improve confidence in this country. Confi-
dence comes from being truthful and honest and be-
ing an honest broker with people. Not trying to manu-
facture it. This is not a stock market. It is not dirt to be 
manipulated. If you want confidence to reign in this 
country, then deal with people with a straight and 
honest hand. Nothing more, nothing less.  

We do not have to create imaginary confi-
dence. I think that has been the approach of the OBA 
for the last 11 months. But after all is said and done— 
 
The Speaker: You have one minute. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I am glad, because I am on 
my last point. 

After all is said and done, health care reform 
must be our collective focus. Costs are skyrocketing, 
which means that somebody is getting rich. But costs 
are skyrocketing. We all desire to have quality health 
care provision because it is non-partial when it comes 
to one's physical health.  

Mr. Speaker, we have to have health care re-
form. I am reaching out to the Government to say that 
we are ready and prepared to have the serious dis-
cussion on how we can improve our health care sys-
tem. We provided a national health care plan. Some 
may not agree with it—then we had the op-ed. Nathan 
Kowalski, who two days ago gave an op-ed, spoke 
about let us look at a free market in health care. He is 
the first person I have heard in this country talk about 
that.  
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
The Speaker: That is it, Honourable Member. Thank 
you. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.  
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South West], MP Susan 
Jackson. 
 You have the floor. 
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Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I would like to speak a little bit today about the 
emotion of what has been going on over the last few 
days, because it seems to me that a lot of it has been 
about dollars and cents and operation. I just want to 
get down to the real personal reasons why something 
like a UCC is so important to a community.  

That is when you are a young mother with a 
child who has something like the croup cough in the 
middle of the night, and the child is suffering. Or you 
have a daughter or a son who is at home with their 
elderly family and the family member is not feeling 
well and wants some urgent care. Then you want to 
know that the Government is providing you with im-
mediate services to help alleviate any pain or discom-
fort that you are feeling. You want to have that kind of 
security. So we have a facility available in the East 
End to accommodate [that].  

Now, we all know that there are times when 
we might have something that maybe is a little bit 
more than we need but . . . and maybe it is something 
that we do not use as often as we would like. But it is 
there when we need it. And so that is the point that is 
so important for me today. Hold that thought. 
 The other side of it, Mr. Speaker, is that when 
we face a situation where we have something that 
maybe we have not been using on a regular basis or 
that we know might be expensive or sophisticated. 
Then it puts us on the spot because when we need it 
we understand the importance of making sure that it is 
there for us. Now, this Government coming into power 
had, in my opinion, no idea that as many as 5,000 
people were interested in the Lamb Foggo Urgent 
Care Centre. I am so glad that so many people stood 
up, because, one, it is telling me that the people of 
Bermuda care and they are starting to speak up for 
what they need and what they want. That is important.  

It is this OBA Government that was listening 
to those people. So this is all about the fact that we as 
a Government are prepared to listen and to react to 
the needs of the people. So they have spoken up and 
this Government has listened. 

Now what we need to do is we need to work 
as a community to bring about the change that the 
people of Bermuda voted the OBA in to do. We need 
to think about what we are going to do now to make 
the positive changes so that this works for everybody. 
We have to be creative. The Leader of the Opposition 
just came up with a suggestion. Let us explore it. 
Maybe there is some way that we can have some sort 
of nursing training in that facility. There are all kinds of 
opportunities that are opened up to us.  

I am hoping that the 5,000 people that signed 
that petition, as well as all the Members of Govern-
ment, are thinking about what can we do to fill in the 
gaps to make sure that this fine and appropriate ur-
gent care unit is able to operate at efficiency, but most 
importantly to be there for the people of Bermuda, the 
residents of the East End, when they need it. I am 

confident that this Government can come up with 
something that is going to fill in those gaps, fill in 
those days when maybe it is quiet.  

You know what? No news is good news when 
it comes to health. But we can find some positive, 
proactive things to do in the facility and so we are be-
ing efficient until the time comes when emergency 
care may be required. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am confident that this Govern-
ment has been listening to the people. I think that we 
have reacted based on the democratic process of 
people speaking up and that we are capable of and 
ready to face the challenges to bring about the 
changes to make that facility an efficient and well-
operated and properly functioning one for the people 
of St. George's and the rest of the Island. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys North, and is the Learned 
Member, MP Michael Scott. 
 You have the floor.  
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 Not long ago in this House, I spoke of the fact 
that we are being watched very carefully. Govern-
ments, of course, are; and Opposition Members are. I 
was indicating that. We were being watched, or this 
Government is being watched, Mr. Speaker, by our 
outside trading partners—by the world. Some of the 
things that were being observed were the actions of 
the Government that are causing the proverbial eye-
brows to rise. A couple of examples: the municipalities 
decision to essentially reverse the contractual rela-
tions that were already in place in relation to the wa-
terfront lease. 

During the debate of our Government's 
Throne Speech I was very concerned to list another 
matter that not only the ordinary members of this 
community were watching, but that the outside world, 
again, would watch as they set out to assess the 
whole question of how the matter of governance and 
good governance in our country was being managed. 
So it was the Opposition Leader who reminded me of 
the Throne Speech content in his remarks a moment 
ago, again on the area of health relating to the Health 
Council's decision to now monitor, control and regu-
late the introduction of new health technology into this 
Island.  

When I said in my remarks on the Throne 
Speech last week that this was target legislation, vi-
cious target legislation, it caused Members of the 
Government and the Minister to come to their feet and 
try and silence me. But I shall not be silenced. But this 
is another example of a Government initiative, and the 
Opposition Leader just mentioned it. You will stimu-
late, you will provoke more marching on Parliament 
Hill by this decision if it becomes the reality of any 
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level of Bill in this House. That will start a march, too. 
But you are being watched. I am being watched. And 
Members of the Opposition are being watched. We 
are being watched for transparency, accountability, 
good governance. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I was the Attorney General 
for the Progressive Labour Party Government, I had to 
preside over the dismantling of a piece of legislation 
that was painfully similar to what is contemplated in 
the Health Council's policy, announced on page 16 of 
this Throne Speech, when during the debate of the— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Standing Order 19 (11)(c)] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker.  

The Honourable Member is referring to the 
Throne Speech. We had the debate on the Throne 
Speech last week, and I think that we are not permit-
ted to reflect on a debate. So I just wonder— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, thank you. I 
missed what the Honourable Member was saying, as 
well. So please excuse me. 
 Honourable Member, you carry on, and just 
make sure you stay in the line with what you are sup-
posed to be on.  
 Carry on. Thank you.  
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: The line that I wish to respect-
fully adopt is that the Government will be scrutinised 
by the public. And policies which bring the people of 
the country to their feet in protest and in marching will 
be repeated if we have legislation that is targeted leg-
islation, such as the legislation that I, as the Attorney 
General [for the Progressive Labour Party Govern-
ment], had to pilot through this House to restore the 
capacity for a practising barrister, the late Julian Hall, 
to apply his craft and to dismantle the legislation (the 
amendments to the Bermuda Bar Act) which prohib-
ited him for years from doing. It became known. All of 
us remember that as the Julian Hall Act in its original 
manifestation. We reversed it because the legislation 
was targeted.  
 Good governance and accountability will 
haunt the One Bermuda Alliance, I submit, again, if 
they seek to regulate the introduction of technology 
through any legislation in this House. And so I take 
the opportunity to forewarn the Government, the One 
Bermuda Alliance, from going down this road. It is 
both shameful, undemocratic, and not consistent with 
good legislation to ply, to present, legislation which is 
targeted in any way at an individual or business. That 
is my view. It is my view. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  

Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is my view. And I made 
the point— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, speak to the 
Speaker. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I made the point that when 
you consider who in this country in the private medical 
practising field maintains at the present time the larg-
est amount of technology for imaging testing, such as 
MRIs, et cetera, it is the Bermuda HealthCare Ser-
vices. It is no secret that the former Premier of this 
country, Dr. Brown, both went on to the front pages of 
the Royal Gazette and on the electronic media and 
spoke of his concerns about this. And I am reinforcing 
those concerns and expressing [this] on behalf of the 
former Premier and the Bermuda HealthCare Ser-
vices. Not that I have any brief for them; I am speak-
ing to the principle that legislation which targets busi-
ness in this country has to be— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, I think I understand your point of 
order. I do not think you can say, Honourable Mem-
ber, that even though that is what you may think, I do 
not think that you can impugn that the legislation was 
actually— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: There is no legislation. 
 
The Speaker: Or the— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Prospective legislation. But 
policy . . . that is the word. 
 
The Speaker: Policy. Yes, I think you can certainly 
come to that conclusion yourself. But you cannot say 
that this is what the Honourable Member is doing, or 
the Government is doing. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: To that extent, Mr. Speaker, I 
completely and unreservedly withdraw that I am say-
ing that. I am foreshadowing that the policy in black 
and white on page 16 projects . . . and I know we 
cannot anticipate debate. But this policy projects a 
course of Government conduct which will provoke a 
march which is not good legislation. It is akin to the 
Julian Hall Act and this is all I rail against. I rail against 
it. It shows a trend. Once— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I think if you 
speak to me and discuss it, then it is not confronta-
tional. You know? Make the point that you are trying 
to make. You have a point of order, Honourable 
Member? 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of informa-
tion if the Honourable Member is willing. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I just think it is 
very important to understand that there is no legisla-
tion that restricts outsiders from opening local clinics. 
And the technology review to which he is referring is 
one that would preclude somebody from flying in, 
opening up a local clinic, salting away all the profits 
and sending them back to their points of origin. So 
when the Honourable Member speaks to some sinis-
ter motive behind that technology, I think he really 
needs to be very careful because that is not the fact. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thanks, thanks. 
 MP Scott, carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, as 
we are into an analysis of this policy, as stated on 
page 16, it is very clear . . .  

I do not quite follow what the Honourable Min-
ister of Health was saying. The introduction or the 
control of entry of imaging technology . . . the control 
of entry of imaging technology is what it is . . . so that 
when the replacement of imaging technology is re-
quired it has to be imported. If there is regulation of 
that importing process it plainly impacts an existing 
player or business. And if that is going to be regu-
lated, and regulated in a punitive way to a particular 
business, it would give concern—as it has done to 
Bermuda HealthCare Services, and Dr. Brown in par-
ticular.  

It gives concern to me. I am capable of ana-
lysing what is likely to be projected legislation from 
stated policy, and it is a concern for me. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So those are my concerns, 
Mr. Speaker, that we are watched.  

I look across the benches of the Government 
throughout the course of today. This has not been one 
of the finest hours of the Government, the One Ber-
muda Alliance. I said it before. The prayer at the 
Throne Speech by Bishop Lambe was that the Gov-
ernment rise to its finest hour. But I see marks of con-
siderable concern and worry when the Government is 
marched upon in the eleventh month of its term in of-
fice—in the first term of its office. I see marks of worry 
there.  

But this is politics. This is the hand that is be-
ing played out. But it has implications beyond just the 
choice between who is selected. It has implications for 
the country, and it is the reason that I stand to express 
my grave reservations about this particular policy. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
Thank you very much, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Minister for 
Health, the Honourable Patricia Gordon-Pamplin. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker.  
 We have heard much today concerning the 
issue respecting the Lamb Foggo Clinic. We started 
the morning off as we finished last week's Parliamen-
tary Question Period in which I was faced, perhaps, 
exclusively, with questioning from the Opposition re-
garding various areas of their concern.  

Let me just point out, without fear of contradic-
tion, that I was able to stand and respond to every 
single question as it was put. Because as people 
spoke to the issue of being honest, open and trans-
parent, that is what they get from me. I do not know 
any other way, and I am really not adverse at all to 
answering any question that anybody puts.  

Now we have heard their interpretation—the 
Opposition's interpretation—of the events today 
whether we were on the back foot, whether we did a 
U-turn politically, whether we . . . you know. There 
were lots of things that we could or could not have 
done. 

I can say the Premier instructed, unequivo-
cally, that the Urgent Care Centre remain open. As 
the Minister, I support that position. And it was one 
that . . . let me say that the decision . . . when the in-
formation was initially shared with me, the information 
given was that this was the time to drop the shovel in 
terms of the hole that the BHB was finding itself in, in 
an overall perspective.  

I heard one individual on the other side today, 
and that is the Honourable Member Derrick Burgess, 
who, in my estimation, had an appreciation for the 
plight in which the BHB finds itself in this particular 
respect. The Honourable Member asked the question, 
Are you saying that when this new urgent care facility 
is completed that the existing structure is also going to 
remain open? He said (the Honourable Member) that 
does not make sense because one would want to 
consolidate the building and ensure that there is one 
set of expenses. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, let me point out unequivo-
cally that that is the position that that Government left 
this country and left for the BHB. There was a new 
build and it was boasted and talked about that under 
this PPP it was only going to cost $247 million—when 
initial estimates indicated that that type of facility 
should cost $260 [million]—it was coming in way un-
der budget and it was only going to cost $247 million. 
But . . . and it was being done on a PPP basis so 
there was no money that the BHB or the Bermuda 
Government and the Consolidated Fund had to put up 
front in order to construct the building.  
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But let me be patently clear. The conditions of 
repayment require a $40 million payment up front. It 
also requires that $2.5 million per month, or a total of 
$30 million per year, be paid every year for the next 
30 years. And that is exclusive of any inflationary as-
pect that may come in a few years down the road.  

So, $940 million of commitment to pay for that 
building and those payments in total over the next 30 
years take care of the construction of the building, the 
maintenance of the building and its plant. It does not 
take care of staffing; it does not take care of technol-
ogy; it does not take care of machinery. It takes care 
of nothing. That is $900 million over the next 30 
years—$940 million plus inflationary elements that the 
public is required to pay.  

On top of that, Mr. Speaker, the existing struc-
ture, according to estimates that have come in, will 
require over the next five years $250 million in order 
to maintain that facility. MWI is indicated at the mo-
ment to require about $50 [million] to $70 million just 
to put the physical plant right. Now, the crumbling 
physical plant . . . When the former Government made 
the decision to put up the acute care wing—that is not 
a new hospital, it is a wing of the existing hospital—in 
the existing structure are going to remain the adminis-
trative offices, maternity, the ICU and one or two other 
facilities. I am sorry, the laundry services and the 
cooking, catering services will remain in the— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Sorry?  

The dietary department, I am sorry, I called it 
the cooking services, but the dietary department will 
remain in the existing structure. Everything else 
moves over. The ORs will move over.  

I asked the question, What is going to happen 
to the space in the existing building? That has not 
been determined yet. It is just going to be there for the 
moment. So you can tell, Mr. Speaker, that the en-
cumbrance on the BHB was such that they had to look 
to see what makes sense to continue and how can 
they streamline their basic costs of operation. 

When the case study was done respecting the 
UCC, it was pointed out that the initial business plan 
was predicated upon whether the previous Govern-
ment . . . Government, period, irrespective of who. But 
the plan was predicated upon an infusion of some 
$900,000 per year in order for the facility to break 
even. That was the initial business plan that was put 
forward in 2007. What is interesting is that in 2013 
every one of the predictions that was required for the 
facility to break even have borne out. They have come 
absolutely true. Seven years ago when predictions 
were made, they have borne out to the penny in terms 
of utilisation and in terms of costs.  
 We heard the Honourable Shadow Minister 
for Finance (who led off this debate this afternoon) 
make mention of us not being concerned about costs, 

and in his criticism went on to say that the business 
plan of the BHB in making the determination as to 
what was going to happen to the UCC, that they were 
inviting a private facility to come and operate, that pri-
vate enterprise to come and operate, that facility and 
they could charge whatever they liked and therefore 
this Government was not concerned about the cost of 
health care. Well, there is absolutely nothing in this 
business plan that enabled anybody to charge exactly 
what they liked. It is wrong.  

The Honourable Member did not obviously 
wish to confuse himself with the facts and it is things 
like that that just create an emotive-type situation that 
is totally and completely unnecessary. 
 Now when it comes to the actual Centre, it is 
interesting to note that the decision, when it was 
taken, when it came to my attention as to what was 
happening, the decision that was taken was on the 
basis that the first three years of operation, 2010, 
2011 and 2012 produced income deficits of 
$103[,000], $350[,000] and $309,000 each year, re-
spectively. That 2013 had a surplus of $104[,000]; 
2014 year to date had a surplus of $94[,000]; 2013 
and 2014 are not audited. [For] 2014, I will point out 
for the sake of clarity and transparency, it is for the 
period from March 31 which is the financial year until 
now.  

But if you just look at the comparatives, even 
ignoring the fact that 2013 is unaudited, look at the 
comparatives, because the numbers pretty well 
spread across the board. But if you compared 2014 
year-to-date in terms of outpatient revenue it is 
$632,000 for the six-month period from, say, April to 
(six months later, May, June, July, August, Septem-
ber) April to October. (Sorry, this was done in August.) 
But the revenue for the full year last year was $2.4 
million—$632,000 this time. Professional direct medi-
cal staff fees—$699,000 for the last year. In this year, 
they have only spent $55,000. So when somebody 
talks about [a] $94,000 surplus, it is very important to 
understand that this is against the backdrop of no ser-
vices—virtually no services being provided at the facil-
ity. The services were wound down in the earlier part 
of the year. 

I have heard all kinds of sinister suppositions 
and innuendo coming to say that members of the 
Board intentionally wound down this facility in order to 
be able to benefit financially on a personal level. I 
mentioned last week when that question was put to 
me that that is not something that I would feel com-
fortable with and that is not something I would ever 
support. So Members of this Honourable House can 
be absolutely patently assured that we do not do this 
insider trading stuff.  

You know, when people start asking ques-
tions you have to start to wonder, What is your mind-
set? Is that the way you operated? Because I can tell 
you, that is not the way I operate.  
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 With that said, Mr. Speaker, some of the 
comments that have been made in terms of the fact 
that the decision was taken . . . yes, it was taken. Was 
it a financially pragmatic decision? Yes, it was finan-
cially pragmatic. Was there a political aspect to that 
decision? The answer is no, because as you can tell, 
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Shadow Minister when 
he spoke stood and said, The Government made a 
political decision to put the place up there in the first 
place. He repeated it twice.  

Now, we did hear that one of the decisions, 
according to the Leader of the Opposition, was be-
cause the Oughton Report suggested that that was 
the right thing to do and the Andersen report followed 
by saying that that was the right thing to do. But as far 
as the Shadow Minister is concerned, this was a po-
litical decision, and therein lies the challenge and the 
danger when you spend public money to buy private 
votes because you have to be able to think the entire 
concept through to ensure that whatever we spend 
the public's money on can be substantiated. 

I said last week, and I say again now, Mr. 
Speaker, I do not make decisions that are politically 
expedient. It will be real easy to say let me go run to 
this person and that person and say, What do you 
think about this? What do you think about this? The 
answer is that some decisions have to be made in 
isolation of the political implications. And I think that 
when we reach the stage of maturity that we can ac-
tually make a decision that is based on the right thing, 
the pragmatic thing to do, and not on political expedi-
ence, I think that we would have gone a long way 
down the road to managing this country and fulfilling 
our responsibility that we have to the people of Ber-
muda. I believe that we all need to come along on that 
ride, Mr. Speaker. 

When we hear things like, you know, The 
people of the East End spoke, there is nothing that I 
would respect more than a 5,000-signature petition. 
The decision to reverse was based on the publicity of 
the information around the petition. It says that you 
have a lot of people who are concerned about this 
decision, Minister, and you have to do something to 
change it.  

And what do I do? You come up and you say, 
Okay, I will fall on my sword. I have made a decision 
that is not popular with the people who would be using 
the facility—not that is not the right thing for constitu-
ency 1, constituency 2 and constituency 4 to get re-
elected. That would not be the right thing, that would 
not be the morally right thing to do. I will not be caught 
on that path, Mr Speaker. I am not prepared to take 
those steps.  

I looked at making a decision to reverse a de-
cision that had been taken, that appeared to be prag-
matic on the face of it—and financially it still is, be-
cause the thing is not financially feasible. 

But the one thing that I said in my initial 
statement, and I will repeat today, that when the deci-

sion was made I said in this Honourable House that 
notwithstanding that the BHB were not in a position to 
continue to run that facility we would make sure that 
we worked together with the cooperation of everybody 
and the support of the people of Bermuda to find a 
solution. That has not changed. I said that from day 
one. Nothing today made any difference in that com-
mitment. Whether the Premier stood up and said it 
today, it was no different from what I said last week 
Friday in my Ministerial Statement—that notwithstand-
ing the BHB does not have the wherewithal to man-
age that facility, we will work together to find a solu-
tion.  

And what did I get today? Someone came to 
me and said, You know, you might have a solution but 
I heard that one of your Board members wants the 
Clinic for himself, and if that happens I will not go to 
that Clinic. Do you want health care or do you not 
want health care? I mean, these are the questions 
that must be asked. I do not like to play with peoples' 
lives. 

I am very concerned. And I can let Members 
know that this morning, when I made the statement to 
say that if you have a life-threatening condition, do not 
go to the UCC—it was not that I was trying to dis-
suade the use of the UCC. But under the present cir-
cumstances, and the way that has obtained over the 
last six or eight months, the hours of operation have 
been minimal. And, as a result, I do not want some-
body . . . I do not want it on my conscience to have to 
wake up some morning and say that somebody 
should have gone directly to KEMH but they stopped 
by the Urgent Care Centre and it was closed.  

Another lady today, one of the organisers, 
said to me today that a relative of hers, a small child 
at school, fell and broke his arm during play period at 
lunchtime and had to wait until four o’clock in the af-
ternoon in order to go to the UCC in order to have 
care. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to let my child 
sit for four hours with a broken arm. I am going to take 
my child to KEMH.  

These are the things that I wanted to instil in 
people—the importance of making the right decision 
at the right time for the circumstance. It had nothing to 
do with negating the importance or the impact of that 
particular facility. But it just says, please, make sure 
that when you are making these kinds of decisions 
that you are doing the right thing. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we talked about, the Hon-
ourable Members have criticised why was I flying off 
to Vegas and why was I doing whatever. Well, you 
know, there are times when decisions need to be 
made, and knowing that the invitation to go to that 
seminar came a couple of months back, long before 
information about the closure of the UCC was even 
put on my radar.  

Now, in fairness to the BHB and whether, as 
Members asked me today, in fact I had confidence in 
them, the answer is yes. I can continue to have confi-
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dence in them because their dropping the axe on that 
particular facility, from their perspective, was not a 
surprise. They had spoken since we first were 
charged with serving the people of this country when 
we won the Government in December of last year. 
And once the Board was put in place they started 
speaking to the issues that they had in terms of con-
straints, knowing that they were encumbered by the 
costs of that new build and the costs of the existing 
structure to which I referred a little earlier.  

So when the initial invitation came and I knew 
that this was on the radar, I thought that this was go-
ing to be . . . not the initial invitation, sorry. But when 
the actual time came to make the journey to the semi-
nar, I knew that this was going to be an ideal opportu-
nity for me to interact with as many people as possi-
ble. 

Now, I heard the Honourable Member Wayne 
Furbert indicate, who is . . . you know, one minute it is 
a BHB decision, one minute the Minister is doing 
something . . . like, Who is really doing this? And it is 
Minister when it is convenient and it is the BHB when 
it is not. No. I understand the buck stops at my desk. 
But I do not micromanage and I permit the BHB to 
conduct the business for which they were put there as 
that Board. And as such I see nothing wrong with 
making overtures to individuals or businesses or cor-
porations or whomever to ensure that the BHB . . . I 
do not do anything with these names and these peo-
ple other than to give them on to the BHB so that they 
have a choice of what they can consider.  

But to everyone with whom I have spoken I 
have made it abundantly clear that there would be a 
necessity to ensure that there was an RFP. We are 
not handing any contracts out to anybody through any 
backdoor or making life comfortable or doing any 
sweet deals like we have seen in the past. We do not 
do things that way.  

What I wanted to be assured of was that there 
are— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Impugning] 

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
 I think the Honourable Member is impugning 
the integrity of the former Government. Things were 
done because it was felt that it needed to be done for 
the benefit of the country and people. Not because 
sweet deals were being made. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you. 
 Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I 
take the Honourable Member's point. I just said that I 

wanted to make sure that people understand that we 
do not do sweet deals.  

We want to ensure that we investigate as 
much as possible, open the umbrella as widely as we 
can, cast the net as broadly as we know how, and 
whatever we are able to catch up in that net when we 
pull it in, to pass all of that on to the BHB so that they 
have options in terms of how they can operate. They, 
in turn, will use their skills, their contacts, and their 
expertise, in order to be able to come up with a solu-
tion.  

But the one thing that I have indicated to any-
body with whom I have spoken (because it is really 
out of my realm, it is the BHB's responsibility to run 
that Clinic) . . . the one thing that I have spoken, 
though, for everybody that I have spoken to so, that 
there is no misunderstanding, is to ensure that what-
ever business proposition they might have must have 
an element of accessibility for health care for the peo-
ple of the East End.  
 With that said, Mr. Speaker, I actually had the 
opportunity to have a chat with the former Premier. 
Everybody talks about the former Premier and how 
wonderful he was. Well, I spoke with him. He had a 
meeting in my office not too long ago, the end of last 
week in fact. And the one thing that I was appreciative 
of was his observation that that UCC was far more 
grandiose than it was envisaged, or that it needed to 
be. And with those comments, Mr. Speaker, I will take 
my seat. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Premier are you going to close us? Because if 
. . . I am looking around, and if my math is serving me 
correctly there is not a quorum in the House. And we 
are going to ring the bell, or we are going to finish. We 
are going to ring the bell, or we are going to finish. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: So if you could ring the bell, please, 
Miss . . . Or we can— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, in closing 
tonight I think it has been a good long day. I think all 
of us could use some rest right now. We have come to 
the conclusion that the Lamb Foggo unit will be 
opened. And I thank everyone for their participation. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. That 
is the way to close it down. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members we are ad-
journed to Friday, November the 29th, I believe it is. 
Friday, November 29th.  
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[Gavel] 
 
[At 6:41 pm, the House stood adjourned until 
10:00 am, Friday, 29 November 2013.] 
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[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
15 AND 22 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
The Speaker: Members, we have confirmation of the 
Minutes for November 15th, 2013, which should have 
been distributed. Are there any objections to that? 
 There are no objections. So, the November 15 
Minutes are confirmed. 

The November 22nd Minutes are to be de-
ferred. 

 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 15 November 2013 con-
firmed] 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
APOLOGY 

 
The Speaker: A message from the Speaker. First, the 
Honourable Member, Glenn Blakeney, is abroad and 
therefore will be absent today. 
 

SALE, PURCHASE AND LEASE AGREEMENTS 
BETWEEN CORPORATION OF CITY OF HAMIL-

TON AND VARIOUS PARTIES 
 
The Speaker: Members, also I would like to an-
nounce here that on Friday, the 22nd of November, 
2013, the Honourable M. H. Dunkley, the Spokesper-
son for Home Affairs, had the honour to attach and 
submit for the information of this Honourable House 
leases, conveyances and agreements between the 
Corporation of Hamilton and various parties. Honour-
able Members, please note that, according to section 
14 of the Municipalities Amendment Act 2013, ap-

proval of the Cabinet and the legislature is required to 
validate certain leases and agreements. 

As such is the case, and as a measure of 
good governance, these leases and agreements 
should have been tabled for the consideration of the 
House so that they can be either approved or re-
jected. As a result, they are now on the Order Paper 
that you have in front of you, unless there are objec-
tions. 
 And there are none. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Sen-
ate. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: I will recognise the Honourable Minister 
for Economic Development, Dr. the Honourable E. G. 
Gibbons. You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes, good morning, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

CEDARBRIDGE ACADEMY 2011 FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS AT MARCH 31ST, 2011 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I have the honour to 
attach and submit for the information of the Honour-
able House of Assembly the CedarBridge Academy 
2011 Financial Statements at March 31st, 2011. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 They will be laid, those papers. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: All straight, Honourable Member? You 
did not have one? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: Just a minute, just a minute. 
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[Pause] 
 

PETITIONS 
 
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Hon-
ourable Member from constituency 2, MP Nandi 
Outerbridge. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I move for leave to intro-
duce the following petition: the petition by Bridge Re 
Limited, requesting that legislation be enacted to 
amend the Bridge Re Limited Act 2001, by enacting a 
Private Act as set out in the Bill entitled the Bridge Re 
Limited Amendment Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I ask that the said petition 
be referred to the Joint Select Committee on Private 
Bills for consideration and report. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 [Are there] any objections to that going to the 
Private Bills Committee? 
 There are none. 
 

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: We now move to Statements by Minis-
ters and Junior Ministers. 
 I will first recognise the Honourable Premier of 
Bermuda, the Honourable Craig Cannonier. You have 
the floor. 
 

JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: LONDON, 25–28 
NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I rise today to report to Honourable Members 
on my meetings in London where I joined leaders from 
the UK Overseas Territories [OTs] in a Joint Ministe-
rial Council meeting (or JMC) hosted and chaired by 
Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Mark Sim-
monds, MP, Minister for the Overseas Territories.  

I was accompanied by the Hon E. T. Richards 
JP, MP, Minister of Finance; Senator the Honourable 
Michael Fahy, JP, Minister of Home Affairs; and Ms. 
Kimberley Durrant, UK Representative in London.  

The JMC was established as a result of the 
white paper which set out as an action to uphold part-
nership between the UK Government and the gov-
ernments of the territories by strengthening political 
engagement at Ministerial level.  

The process of the JMC is finalised through a 
joint communiqué agreed and adopted by all leaders 
and representatives of the UK and Overseas Territo-
ries. Following the JMC, the final communiqué is pre-
sented by Mark Simmonds, MP, on behalf of the 
Overseas Territories to the UK Parliament for review.  
 Mr. Speaker, it was agreed that this year the 
JMC would support the territories by focusing on the 
theme of economic diversification, jobs and economic 
growth.  
 As President of the Political Council of the 
UKOTA (or United Kingdom Overseas Territories As-
sociation), I chaired a meeting amongst leaders of the 
Overseas Territories. It provided an opportunity for 
territory leaders to further engage on collective issues 
raised in Gibraltar prior to the plenary session of the 
JMC. 

During this meeting, there was a round table 
discussion amongst territory leaders and Baroness 
Scotland, former Labour Minister of the Overseas Ter-
ritories and former Attorney General. It was an oppor-
tunity to have a greater understanding on what to 
achieve in the outcome of the JMC process, as Bar-
oness Scotland introduced the first Ministerial discus-
sions amongst Overseas Territories during her tenure 
as Minister. 

The JMC proved to be successful, particularly 
during the session on Financial Services, led by Minis-
ter Gauke, who acknowledged that all territories with 
financial centres have published action plans on bene-
ficial ownership. He also acknowledged the leadership 
Bermuda has taken on the G8’s call for a central reg-
istry. It was highlighted by the Minister that Bermuda 
had established a legislative framework in 1939 re-
quiring that persons wishing to incorporate in Ber-
muda provide central authorities with information on 
the proposed ultimate beneficial owner(s). All territo-
ries with financial services as a significant economic 
activity were applauded on their willingness to join the 
Multilateral Convention on Tax Matters following the 
G8 Summit earlier this year. This is in addition to the 
combined 160 Tax Information Exchange Agreements 
(TIEAs) the territories have in place.  
 Mr. Speaker, Minister Fahy led the discussion 
on the section of Passports and Immigration, in which 
discussions at officials’ level were held in regards to 
repatriation of BOTC [British Overseas Territories Citi-
zenship] passports to the UK, immigration policies, 
visas and asylum. The Minister pressed for a guaran-
tee that Bermudians would have access to emergency 
travel passports under the intended new system and 
sought an agreement in respect of delivery times of 
regular passports. Visa issues were also discussed at 
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the forum, in addition to human rights in respect of 
residents of Overseas Territories.  

The JMC discussions concluded on the as-
pects to have greater intra-territory engagement; de-
velopment of capacity building; greater access to EU 
[European Union] markets; access to technology on 
renewable energy and exchange of expertise on this; 
the recognition on the importance of the financial sec-
tor and regulatory regimes; the importance of territo-
ries to have a strong communications strategy on the 
positive aspects of their financial centres, not just to 
the benefit of their own economies, but to the global 
economies. 

Minister Simmonds was also keen to establish 
a greater link between the UK and the territories on 
business, trade and investment. The FCO [Foreign 
and Commonwealth Office] have organised a busi-
ness forum specifically for the territories at Lancaster 
House. Bermuda’s representation is a combined effort 
between Government and the Bermuda Business De-
velopment Agency. 

Minister Richards joined me in bi-lateral meet-
ings with Minister Mark Simmonds, MP, and Senior 
Minister of State at the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office, the Right Honourable Baroness Warsi, in re-
gards to Bermuda’s position on Islamic finance. Bar-
oness Warsi was encouraged to hear the efforts Ber-
muda has taken in the engagement of Islamic finance 
and Bermuda’s attendance at the World Islamic Eco-
nomic Forum in October of 2013.  
 Mr. Speaker, the discussions at the JMC 
proved to be fruitful. It was an opportunity to continue 
the working relationship amongst our Ministerial coun-
terparts in the UK Government and governments of 
the OTs. We look forward to maintaining this level of 
engagement and working on the action points agreed 
at the meeting. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Economic Development, Minister Dr. 
Grant Gibbons. You have the floor.  
 

CEDARBRIDGE ACADEMY’S 2011 AUDITED FI-
NANCIAL STATEMENTS 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to inform this Hon-
ourable House that I have just tabled the Audited Fi-
nancial Statements for the CedarBridge Academy for 
the year ended March 31st, 2011.  
 Honourable Members may recall when I ta-
bled the 2010 CedarBridge Audited Financial State-
ments in May, I noted that, during the summer of 
2010, the Department of Internal Audit performed an 
operational review of the CedarBridge Academy 
(CBA).  

 The objective of that 2010 internal audit re-
view was to assess the existence, adequacy and op-
erating effectiveness of controls associated with key 
elements of the business operations at CedarBridge 
Academy. The internal audit report noted significant 
deficiencies in the quality, adequacy and complete-
ness of financial records; the absence of formalised 
operational policies and procedures; a lack of segre-
gation of duties, and identified process improvements 
for the Board of Governors to comply with the Educa-
tion Act 1996 and effectively exercise its oversight 
role.  

On November 8th, 2010, a new Board of Gov-
ernors was appointed, and the board prepared an ac-
tion plan in response to the Internal Audit findings and 
recommendations, with targeted dates for completion. 
When the Director of Internal Audit issued her report 
on January 28, 2011, a number of action items had 
already been completed, while others remained out-
standing.  
 Mr. Speaker, during Fiscal Year 2011/12, the 
Office of the Auditor General examined the accounts, 
financial transactions and Financial Statements of 
CedarBridge Academy for the year ended March 31st, 
2009. The Auditor General identified the same defi-
ciencies in CedarBridge Academy’s system of internal 
controls and overall control environment as those un-
covered by the Internal Audit Department. 
  Audit points and concerns included deficien-
cies in the areas of corporate governance, compliance 
with the Education Act 1996 in terms of length of ten-
ure of certain board members, employment contracts, 
financial management and internal control policies, 
and segregation of duties. As a consequence, the 
Auditor General denied expressing an opinion in her 
reports dated [March 30], 2012 (for the fiscal year 
2008/09); November 27, 2012 (for fiscal year 
2009/10); and again this year in her report dated Au-
gust 20, 2013 (for fiscal year 2010/11).  
 Mr. Speaker, this denial of opinion was antici-
pated, and I brought it to the attention of this House 
when tabling the last set of statements in May. I also 
noted that corrective actions taken since each audit 
report will hopefully result in an unqualified audit opin-
ion for the 2012 Financial Statements.  
 The most recent actions taken by the Cedar-
Bridge Academy Board include outsourcing the prepa-
ration of financial statements and monthly ledger re-
sponsibilities, modifying processes to attain a greater 
degree of segregation of duties, enhancing financial 
and internal controls, implementing monthly reporting 
of financial results to the Finance Chair of the Board 
of Governors, providing targeted training on Cedar-
Bridge Academy’s financial system to personnel in the 
Finance Office, changing practices to document and 
support transactions more adequately, and imple-
menting the requirement for two authorised signato-
ries for the approval of online payroll transactions.  
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 Mr. Speaker, while it is not a legislated re-
quirement that these statements be tabled in the 
House, the Minister of Education wishes to ensure 
transparency of the financial matters of those entities 
under his remit. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister of Health and Seniors. Minister Patricia 
Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

HEALTHCARE PARTNERS LIMITED—
DISSOLUTION OF 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I rise today to 
provide a Statement on the winding-up of Healthcare 
Partners Limited (HPL).  
 The House will be aware that the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board [BHB] has taken a decision to wind 
up Healthcare Partners Limited by the end of the cur-
rent financial year.  
 Healthcare Partners Limited is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of the Bermuda Hospitals Board and was 
incorporated on September 24th, 2008. BHB is the 
sole shareholder of HPL. The original purpose of HPL 
was to enable the Bermuda Hospitals Board to de-
velop new services and opportunities for the genera-
tion of additional revenue through public/private part-
nerships. HPL was also designed to provide the Ber-
muda Hospitals Board with the flexibility to provide 
enhanced medical services to the community.  
 Mr. Speaker, the Bermuda Hospitals Board 
has concluded that the original purpose for which HPL 
was formed no longer exists, and as such, it should be 
dissolved as quickly as possible. The BHB’s aspiration 
is that HPL should be wound up by the end of the cur-
rent financial year, and this was announced in July of 
this year. 

A recent report by the Department of Internal 
Audit, a synopsis of which the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board published in the quarterly report on 31st of Oc-
tober 2013, found serious concerns with regard to 
both the governance and the operations of HPL since 
its incorporation. The review found that, and I quote 
an extract: “as a result of an unclear operational pur-
pose for Healthcare Partners Limited (HPL) the audi-
tors were not able to determine how HPL fitted into 
BHB’s operational model and strategy. The auditors 
therefore could not determine the true organizational 
impact of HPL’s existence on BHB’s operations or 
whether HPL was achieving its intended purpose.”  
 Mr. Speaker, the current Bermuda Hospitals 
Board recognised the issues and has taken positive 

steps to wind up the company and, to the extent pos-
sible, recover the funds it had invested. The board of 
the BHB fully accepts the findings of the Director of 
Internal Audit’s report.  
 Healthcare Partners Limited comprised three 
main business units: Physician Billing, Medical Conci-
erge Service and Ultimate Imaging Limited.  
 Arrangements are being made by the BHB to 
transfer Physician Billing to the BHB Finance Direc-
torate.  
 BHB recognises that the Medical Concierge 
provides a valuable service to those patients and their 
families who have to travel overseas for medical at-
tention. However, the business has failed to live up to 
its financial expectations, and BHB is reviewing the 
options as to whether this service should be retained 
in-house by BHB, if at all, and if so, what the service 
should look like. 

BHB has taken several important steps with 
regard to Ultimate Imaging Ltd. that will enable 
Healthcare Partners Limited to be dissolved. This 
work is ongoing.  

In closing, Mr. Speaker, everyone will be 
aware that the financial position of the Bermuda Hos-
pitals Board is challenging and that it has had to make 
tough decisions. The Healthcare Partners Limited 
venture has failed to deliver the benefits that were 
expected of it and, as such, the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board has taken this decision to wind up the com-
pany. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Member, the Honourable Minister for 
Tourism Development and Transport. Minister Shawn 
Crockwell, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you. Good morn-
ing, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
2014 CRUISE SHIP SCHEDULE—CLARIFICATION  

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to clarify some of the items that were presented to this 
Honourable House last week regarding the 2014 
Cruise Ship Schedule.  
 In my Statement, I noted that Carnival Cruise 
Line would make two calls in 2014, with the Carnival 
Spirit and Carnival Splendour making one call each. 
Our records show that Carnival made a berthing re-
quest on January 23rd, 2013, for a Spirit-class ship to 
dock at Royal Naval Dockyard in May of 2014. After 
internal discussions, the request was approved on 
January 30th, 2013, and included in the draft 2014 
Cruise Ship Schedule. Between the time of the ap-
proval and the preparation of the Cruise Ship Sched-

 Bermuda House of Assembly 

http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/Home/The%20Dissolution%20of%20Healthcare%20Partners%20Limited%20-%20November%2029,%202013.pdf
http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/Home/The%20Dissolution%20of%20Healthcare%20Partners%20Limited%20-%20November%2029,%202013.pdf
http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/Home/Clarification%20of%20the%202014%20Cruise%20Ship%20Schedule%20-%20November%2029,%202013.pdf
http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/Home/Clarification%20of%20the%202014%20Cruise%20Ship%20Schedule%20-%20November%2029,%202013.pdf


Official Hansard Report  29 November 2013 251 
 
ule, Carnival made the decision to redeploy the ship to 
another location, but did not inform us that they 
wanted to withdraw the berthing request. After com-
municating with Carnival, it is now confirmed that the 
Spirit will not call in Bermuda, but the Splendour will 
make one call. For that mistake, Mr. Speaker, I apolo-
gise. 

Also, it was announced in my Statement that 
Royal Caribbean’s Vision of the Seas will be having 
three cruise calls from Charleston, South Carolina, a 
cruise port that is of importance to us since it is con-
sidered an untapped market. In early discussions with 
Royal Caribbean, they had indicated that three calls 
from Charleston will be calling in Bermuda in 2014. 
However, it was not clear at the time that those 
cruises would actually originate in Fort Lauderdale, 
with a stop in Charleston. We consider this a mis-
communication between the cruise line and ourselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, I believe it would be useful to 
describe how the process of developing the annual 
Cruise Ship Schedule is done. Up to 18 months prior 
to the beginning of a cruise ship season, we actively 
pursue cruise lines to have them consider Bermuda 
on their itineraries. This is generally done at the Minis-
try level, with involvement from the Department of Ma-
rine and Ports and the local shipping agents. After 
preliminary discussions, we request the cruise lines to 
formally submit a request to the local shipping agent, 
who officially communicates the request to the De-
partment of Marine and Ports, and then finally to the 
Ministry for formal approval. Again, this is done up to 
18 months in advance of the cruise ship season, so 
we would have started working on the 2014 season in 
the fall of 2012. 

In the first instance, we approve our regular 
weekly cruise lines—Norwegian Cruise Line, Celebrity 
Cruises and Royal Caribbean—since they represent 
the greatest number of cruise calls. Once we have 
their berthing requests, we include them in the cruise 
calendar. At the same time, we entertain and pursue 
what we term “occasional callers,” which includes the 
other cruise lines who call in Bermuda for a limited 
number of visits. Assigning berths for these occa-
sional callers is at times difficult, since we only have 
two cruise berths to accommodate the larger cruise 
ships, with the regular weekly callers having priority. 
The long lead time is necessary for us to prepare for 
the cruise ship season, enable the cruise lines to re-
deploy their ships from other ports and for them to 
market the cruises for their Bermuda itinerary.  

For 2014, we have 104 regular callers and 27 
occasional calls, including the Carnival Splendour and 
the Vision of the Seas.  
 Mr. Speaker, during the time period between 
when we first receive berthing requests and the actual 
preparation of the draft Cruise Ship Schedule, we fre-
quently contact the cruise lines to confirm that they 
still intend to stop here. In fact, we also check with the 
cruise lines after the actual Cruise Ship Schedule is 

first published, and are now in the process of recon-
firming all of the 2014 cruise requests. It is under-
standable why changes do occur, given the long lead 
time between when we first accept a berthing request, 
when we initially publish the Cruise Ship Schedule 
and when the season actually commences in April. 

The final step in the process of developing the 
annual Cruise Ship Schedule is to publish it online. 
We aim to do this no later than the November preced-
ing the commencement of the cruise ship season; 
thus, the reason we are publishing it now. This is done 
to enable those providing services for the cruise lines, 
such as local tour operators and transportation pro-
viders, advance notice so they can better plan for the 
season. Government departments such as the De-
partment of Public Transportation, the Department of 
Marine and Ports Services, Transport Control De-
partment, Departments of Tourism, Public Works, 
Parks and others rely on the Cruise Ship Schedule to 
better prepare their fiscal year budget and work plans. 
The West End Development Corporation requires the 
Schedule at this time to make preparations for their 
planning of the upcoming season, while tour operators 
require the Schedule to plan for their season. I can 
assure you those involved in the local cruise ship 
product understand there are occasional changes in 
the Schedule between the time it is published and 
when the season actually commences in April.  
 Mr. Speaker, an article in the Bermuda Sun 
disputed my statement that, “We consider Charleston 
an important cruise market because cruises from 
there generally bring a different demographic to Ber-
muda, as compared to the traditional visitors from 
Boston and New York.” I further stated that, “Our ex-
perience has shown that cruise visitors originating 
from the Southeast United States have a better un-
derstanding of our unique culture and history, and of-
ten have more disposable income to spend while 
here.”  

The Bermuda Sun used [United States] De-
partment of Labor statistics comparing the disposable 
income of the Southeast to other regions, concluding 
that the Southeast was lower than other regions. For 
clarification, our data comes from the Port of Charles-
ton, who conducts extensive surveys of visitors com-
ing to Charleston and the incomes of the wealthy resi-
dents who reside in the Charleston area, the target 
market we wish to pursue. According to their surveys, 
56 per cent of those visiting Charleston have a dis-
posable income in excess of $100,000. Thus, I remain 
by my statement regarding the potential for cruises 
from the Southeast market, specifically the Charleston 
region.  
 Mr. Speaker, I hope I have clarified some of 
the comments made in my previous Statement, while 
providing this Honourable House with information on 
how the annual Cruise Ship Schedule is planned and 
prepared. I remain excited about the 2014 Cruise Ship 
Schedule that we have worked hard to complete. 
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The Speaker: There are no Reports of Committees 
which means we move to Question Period. 

QUESTION PERIOD 

WRITTEN ANSWERS 

The Speaker: We first have written responses from 
the Honourable Minister of Health to questions from 
MP L. F. Foggo relating to the Bermuda Hospitals 
Board.  

One of those questions was oral, and I would 
ask the Honourable Member if she would now ask her 
oral question. 

QUESTION 1: BERMUDA HOSPITALS BOARD 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
To the Honourable Minister: Can you please 

provide this Honourable House with the sum total of 
savings realised by the Bermuda Hospitals Board by 
not having to pay salaries for the Lamb Foggo Urgent 
Care facility during the time period that it reduced op-
erating hours at the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care facility 
in St. David’s? 

The Speaker: Yes, Minister? 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
BHB reduced hours in April 2013 and realised savings 
of $196,523 on salaries and an additional $200,000 
for security services. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 

[Inaudible interjection] 

The Speaker: Yes, you may. 

QUESTION 2: BERMUDA HOSPITALS BOARD 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Minister, could you please give a breakdown 

of how many employees—for each division, that is—
the professional employees and how many security 
officers that would be, please? 

The Speaker: Minister? 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I can get that in-
formation to the Honourable Member. 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: One more supplementary 
question, Mr. Speaker? 

The Speaker: Yes, you can. 

SUPPLEMENTARY 

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Minister, can you please ex-
plain how—and I do not say this in any way to be de-
meaning to any profession, Mr. Speaker—how the 
blue-collar worker, security officers, outweigh profes-
sional services in terms of salary in that short time 
frame? Would you be able to give any explanation for 
that in terms of hourly rates, why one would be higher 
than the other? Because one would think that profes-
sional services, in terms of what they normally get 
paid, would outweigh the salaries for security officers. 
Thank you, Minister. 

The Speaker: Minister? 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will have to ob-
tain the specific breakdown from the finance depart-
ment of the BHB. I will be happy to provide it and give 
it to the Honourable Member. 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much, Minis-
ter. You will provide that for the Member. 

Thank you very much. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS 

The Speaker: We have written responses to ques-
tions from MP W. H. Roban relating to the Hospitals 
Board. 

And we have oral responses from the Premier 
to questions from the Honourable M. A. Bean relating 
to his press statement issued on October the 13th.  

I will now ask the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition if he would ask his first question. 

QUESTION 1: “BERMUDA IS STARTING TO MOVE 
IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION” (PRESS STATEMENT 

OF 13 OCTOBER 2013) 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
Good morning to Honourable Members. 

Mr. Speaker, in his1 press statement issued 
on October 13th, 2013, the Honourable Premier said, 
(in quotes) “Bermuda had more than 4,000 people out 
of work and many more earning less than before” (end 
of quote). 

Would the Honourable Premier please share 
with this Honourable House the official source of the 
4,000 figure he referenced in his statement? 

1 Bermuda Sun, 13 October 2013 
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
And Opposition Leader, thank you for these ques-
tions, actually. 
 The estimate of 4,000 persons came out of 
the work that was done in 2012 of the Labour Force 
Survey Executive Report produced by the Department 
of Statistics. At that particular time, in May/June, on 
the table, it was estimated that 3,305 members of 
Bermuda were unemployed. 
 Now, as we forwarded through to the first 
quarter of 2013, as we sat down and looked at those 
numbers and the downward turn and more people 
becoming unemployed, it was estimated that based 
on that time period of an additional seven to eight 
months after the report, that we were more likely at 
4,000 persons. But these numbers and estimates 
came from the Statistics Department. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Let me just add one more 
part there. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Also, just so that we are all 
aware, we do have a household expenditure survey in 
December that will give us even firmer numbers com-
ing up, this coming month. 
 
The Speaker: Do you have a supplementary? Yes, go 
ahead. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Good morning, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning, colleagues. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 

 
SUPPLEMENTARY 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: Can the Premier confirm whether 
or not he has confidence in the work output of the De-
partment of Statistics? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We have confidence in all 
of our civil servants. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Premier. 
 Yes, you have a supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

My supplementary question is, in the re-
sponse that the Premier just gave, the Premier stated 
that the “estimates” from the Department of Statistics. 
Could the Premier please confirm to this Honourable 
House that the Department of Statistics supplied him 

with a figure that said 4,000 people were unem-
ployed? 

 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Honourable 
Member.  

Statistics continue to be estimates. And as I 
already said, in 2012, of May/June, the report came 
out with an estimate of 3,305 unemployed. We fac-
tored in, when I gave my statement, the following 
months and came up with an estimate of approxi-
mately 4,000. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have another supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I do, Mr. Speaker. Because I wish 
that the Premier would say who is “we.” Is it the De-
partment of Statistics or himself? 
 But moving on, Mr. Speaker, in his response, 
the Honourable Premier stated that he had . . . Who-
ever did this estimate said that there was a rise, I 
guess in unemployment, to move from a 3,300 figure 
to a 4,000 figure. 
 I would then ask the question, Mr. Speaker, 
How does he reconcile that increase in unemployment 
with his statement from the Throne Speech, which 
said that “the Island has recorded two consecutive 
quarters of job growth”? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly, Mr. Speaker. 
 When you start looking at job growth, that 
does not necessarily mean employment happens im-
mediately. When [we have an] increase of [the num-
ber of] businesses being registered, it does not always 
mean that those jobs come immediately afterwards. 
The report said that we increased the number of busi-
nesses. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Leader of the Opposition, you 
have your second question? 
 
QUESTION 2: “BERMUDA IS STARTING TO MOVE 
IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION” (PRESS STATEMENT 

OF 13 OCTOBER 2013) 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the same statement of October 13th, 2013, 
the Honourable Premier said (in quotes), “Within 
weeks of coming into office, we had to seek emer-
gency loans on Wall Street because the government 
was running out of money, literally days away from not 
being able to pay its bills, including the salaries of civil 
servants.”  
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The Speaker: I am sorry. Sorry, sorry, Honourable 
Member. You should be going to number two. You 
jumped to three. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I am sorry. I am sorry. Yes, 
this toy in my hand, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, right. Get that toy working 
properly! 
 Yes, yes, second question. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, my apologies to 
you and to the Honourable House. 
 Mr. Speaker, in his press statement issued on 
October 13th, 2013, the Premier said (in quotes), 
“More than 7,000 people have left Bermuda, taking 
with them jobs and the business those jobs gener-
ated.” Would the Honourable Premier please share 
with the Honourable House the official source of his 
7,000 figure he reckons in his statement? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 These numbers came from the Department of 
Immigration—in particular, work permit records. We 
looked at the decline in the number of work permits 
since 2008 and factored in additional numbers based 
on family size of guest worker households, under-
standing that there is a stat of 2.39 members to a 
household. So, just because there is a member who 
holds a work permit leaving, there is an additional one 
or two persons who goes along with that as well who 
was spending into the economy. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have a supplementary, MP Burt? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Absolutely, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I thank the Premier 
for his answer, but I am hoping that he can clarify. 
 Is the [Premier] saying that he received fig-
ures from the Department of Immigration which said 
that there were 7,000 fewer work permit holders? And 
if not, how many fewer work permit holders exactly? 
Because the question from the Leader was, What was 
the official source of the statistics to say 7,000 people 
had left? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am going to begin to start 
repeating myself. I said it already. It came from the 
Department of Immigration. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I know, as you al-
ways say, the answer is the answer. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But I will ask the Premier if he— 
 
The Speaker: Another supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, another supplementary. 
 If the Premier would please clarify if the De-
partment of Immigration said that there were 7,000 
fewer people in this country? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Seven thousand people 
have left Bermuda. It was sourced from the Depart-
ment of Immigration. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Premier. 
 Honourable Leader of the Opposition, your 
third question? 
 
QUESTION 3: “BERMUDA IS STARTING TO MOVE 
IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION” (PRESS STATEMENT 

OF 13 OCTOBER 2013) 
 

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the same statement issued on October 13th, 
2013, the Honourable Premier said (in quotes), 
“Within weeks of coming into office, we had to seek 
emergency loans on Wall Street because the govern-
ment was running out of money, literally days away 
from not being able to pay its bills, including the sala-
ries of civil servants.”  
 Would the Honourable Premier please share 
with the Honourable House which Wall Street firms 
provided emergency loans referenced in his state-
ment? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I believe that the Honourable Member is 
aware that this was clarified the following day. When 
the statement came out . . . I will use it as a term of 
art. This was certainly a mistake that was made. It 
should not have been printed. These mistakes happen 
sometimes in printing things. But it was not a Wall 
Street firm. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Thank you, Honourable Premier.  
 We now move to questions on the Statements 
made this morning. 
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I have a supplementary to 
the— 
 
The Speaker: You are a little bit slow, Honourable 
Member. You are a little bit slow. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I am; I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: But I will allow you the question. But 
you have got to be quicker than that. I was moving on. 
  

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you. 
 My supplementary to the Honourable Premier 
is that, if it was not a Wall Street firm, who was it that 
loaned the money? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That question was an-
swered the following day as well. It was the Bank of 
Butterfield. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Front Street, not Wall 
Street. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: My other supplementary 
was, How much money was given to the Government 
for the loan? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We can supply that infor-
mation. I do not have it with me right now. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Pre-
mier. 
 We now move (and we will not drop back and 
punt) to the Statements. The first Statement by the 
Honourable Premier, I recognise the Member from 
Pembroke East—no, sorry, the Honourable Walton 
Brown. You were the first one here. So Pembroke 
Central. Please excuse me. (Sorry, MP Roban.) 
 

QUESTION 1: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am hoping the Premier can 
answer the following question: Is the Premier at all 
concerned that in attending at the Joint Ministerial 
Council in London chaired by the UK Government and 
discussing issues of a wide range of subjects, that he 
is giving the British Government a level of authority 

over issues they have no constitutional responsibility 
for? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: And, Mr. Speaker, by joining and 
signing up for the Overseas Association Decision . . . 
the Honourable Premier is speaking about the visit to 
London, the Joint Ministerial Council. And there are 
some things that relate to that trip that he spoke on 
which I wish to have addressed, if that is possible. 
 
The Speaker: Sorry. You address whatever . . . you 
know, you have to ask the question. What is your 
question? Just ask the question. I will determine. If it 
is not an appropriate question, I will let you know. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you. The question, Mr. 
Speaker, is that, by joining the Overseas Association 
Decision [OAD], the Government of Bermuda is now 
committing itself— 
 
The Speaker: No, Honourable Member, you are not 
making a statement. You ask a question. You cannot 
say . . . Ask the question. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Is the acceptance of the Over-
seas Association Decision a further erosion of our 
ability to make decisions based on our constitutional 
remit? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. There you go. That is a question. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is not in the Statement here. But I will 
oblige the Member. There is a meeting being held 
next week concerning the OAD, and we can get some 
more information there. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Did you have another supplementary? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: You will yield. 
 Do you have a supplementary or a question? 
You have a question? You have a supplementary on 
what has been asked. Go ahead. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 With respect to the Premier’s Statement read 
just a few moments ago, in the final paragraph the 
Premier has indicated that he looks forward to main-
taining the level of engagement— 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. No, that is a new ques-
tion then. You are going somewhere else. 
 And Honourable Member, Walton Brown, did 
you have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Let the Honourable Member who asked 
the question get his supplementary in first. 
 You have no further supplementary? 
 So therefore, carry on, MP Burt. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 In the answer that the Honourable Premier 
just gave to the Honourable Member from Pembroke 
Central, he said that he will be communicating that 
decision in the future. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask the question that, why is it 
that the Premier of Bermuda has not explained to this 
House or the people of Bermuda his Government’s 
choice to sign up to the Overseas Association Deci-
sion of the European Union? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 We can make that information [available] 
forthwith. I am going to oblige that, even though it has 
nothing to do with the Statement. 
 
The Speaker: It runs on from the Statement. It is cer-
tainly connected; otherwise I would not have allowed 
the question to be asked. 
 You have a supplementary, MP Bean? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I will use it as my supplemen-
tary. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, may I quote from the Premier’s 
Statement, fourth paragraph down— 
 
The Speaker: Are you on the same question? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Same question, supplemen-
tary question, yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Because the responses are 
not bringing clarity. So maybe this question will. 

 He says, “The process of the JMC is finalized 
through a joint communiqué agreed and adopted by 
all leaders and representatives of the UK and Over-
seas Territories.” 
 This joint communiqué, Mr. Speaker, con-
tained a tremendous amount of information, upon the 
Opposition’s review and study of it, although that in-
formation is not contained in the Premier’s— 
 
The Speaker: Question? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: My question is, In his state-
ment of the joint communiqué, it speaks to the UK’s 
position of offering a delisting of Overseas Territories 
with the United Nations. The question would be, What 
is the One Bermuda Alliance Government’s position, 
and other Overseas Territories’ position, on this con-
cept of delisting that has not been made in your 
Statement, but is certainly contained in the joint com-
muniqué? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. We are willing to en-
tertain questions concerning the communiqué. Unfor-
tunately, as of yesterday, when we were still within our 
Joint Ministerial Council, amendments needed to be 
made to the communiqué. And I would be more than 
willing to allow you to . . . I am just letting you know. 
You are talking about the communiqué. I can make 
the communiqué, in its entirety, with the amend-
ments— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: BMA. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: There are still some 
amendments that are being made as of yesterday 
while we were flying back here. So that is what I am 
just trying to get you to understand. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Premier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: One more supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: So, is the Premier confirming 
that the United Kingdom or FCO have released a draft 
statement, draft joint communiqué, without the ap-
proval of the Overseas Territories? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am sorry. Could you re-
peat that question, please? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Has the United Kingdom re-
leased a draft communiqué without the approval of the 
Overseas Territories? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. It would not have been 
without the approval. We knew that we had a work in 
progress. So they were putting it out. But we will get 
the amended communiqué. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It was not without our ap-
proval. 

Just for clarification, while we were in the 
meeting, there were amendments being made also 
while we were in these meetings as the discussions 
were taking place. Because there was not clarification 
on certain issues until we got into those particular 
meetings and subjects.  
 While in those meetings concerning subjects 
of the environment and the like, we tended to get the 
response more of a waffle as opposed to a clarifica-
tion on where they stood. 
 
An Hon. Member: Like right now. 
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, it is not like now. I am 
just telling you exactly what has happened. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, answer the ques-
tion. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: You want clarification; I am 
giving it to you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: You have a supplementary on that?  

Yes, Honourable and Learned Member from 
Sandys, MP Wilson. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you very much. And this 
is a supplemental. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Would the Honourable Premier indicate 
whether or not he finds it unusual that the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office would put on their website for 
all and sundry to see a communiqué that governs the 
proceedings and the agreements that were made on 
the 26th of November 2013 in London at the Overseas 

Territories Joint Ministerial meeting in which you pre-
sided as the President of the Political Council? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Member from Pembroke East, 
MP Roban, you have a question? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I have a supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary, yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of the Premier’s answer 
as it relates to unresolved questions as it relates to 
the communiqué, can the Premier give us specifically 
what those unresolved issues were that are likely to 
be amended in the communiqué which we will get and 
which the Premier has made an undertaking to pro-
vide us with, specifically those issues that need to be 
amended? Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. I can make that 
available. I am still waiting for the final version myself. 
So just understand that, as of yesterday, the JMC was 
still ongoing, and until last night. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Pre-
mier. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, it did not. It ended last 
night. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 You had a supplementary on that, MP Ro-
ban? Yes. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: So, Premier, in light of your 
answer, you are telling us that at this point it is unclear 
what those unresolved issues are as it relates to the 
Ministerial communiqué? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. What I am saying is 
that I do not have the communiqué in front of me so I 
can highlight those areas right off the bat. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Premier. 
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 You have a supplementary on that? Yes, MP 
De Silva. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. I would like to ask the 
Premier, Mr. Speaker, if the Premier can give us an 
idea of the number of unresolved issues. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That is a dangerous ques-
tion to answer. When I get it, I will give it. I do not 
have it. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Hon-
ourable Member. 
 Thank you, Members.  
 I recognise now the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke Central, MP Walton Brown. You have a 
second question? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: It is a supplemental. And then I 
will get to my second question. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I am hoping the Honourable Pre-
mier can explain to this House the circumstances un-
der which the whole issue of delisting came about. 
Who initiated it, and what were the respective posi-
tions of the Overseas Territories, given that the United 
Kingdom for 25 years has been attempting to have all 
of its colonies delisted from the UN Special Commit-
tee of 24? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. When we have that 
final communiqué, we will give you that full informa-
tion. But the discussion came up on Monday through-
out the UKOTA [United Kingdom Overseas Territories 
Association] meeting amongst the Overseas Territo-
ries. 
 

QUESTION 2: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: Who raised that question? 
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: UKOTA. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Who raised it? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: UKOTA. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 

All right. Thank you. Thank you, Premier. 
Let us not have . . . When you have a chance 

to stand up, you can ask a question. There will not be 
this shouting across the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Forgive me, Mr. Speaker. I was 
acting inappropriately. 
 
The Speaker: You now want to ask a second ques-
tion? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: My third question. 
 
The Speaker: Your third question, yes. 
 

QUESTION 3: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: In the Ministerial Statement, the 
Premier said that (and I quote), “Visa issues were also 
discussed at the forum, in addition to human rights in 
respect of residents of Overseas Territories.” 
 Could the Honourable Premier explain to this 
House what the nature of those issues was and what 
was the position advanced by the Bermuda Govern-
ment? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. Unfortunately, I 
was not in that particular forum. I was in another 
meeting during that [time]. Minister Fahy will bring that 
information to us for clarification. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So, is the Premier saying that his 
Minister did not inform him of the nature of those de-
liberations? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We have not had the 
chance to consult. We were in different meetings. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: A third supplemental.  
 So, is the Premier— 
 
The Speaker: No, no. You only have two supplemen-
tals, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Right, right. My second supple-
mental. 
 
The Speaker: No, no. You have already had two sup-
plementals. Please. Honourable Member, thank you. 
 I recognise the Member from Pembroke East. 
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Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker, 
to the Premier’s answer. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Is the Premier telling this 
House, Mr. Speaker, that he and his respective Minis-
ters did not discuss specific issues that they would 
have discussed there? And thus, having . . . Well, did 
not discuss issues that they were going to be outlining 
at the conference before; thus, he was not aware that 
this was being dealt with by his Ministers at the con-
ference? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly we had an 
agenda concerning our passports, and that agenda 
primarily centred around the fact that we did not 
agree. And amongst the UKOTA, as a group, we did 
not agree on the move by the Brits in order to take 
over the producing of passports. We unanimously dis-
agreed with this decision. And I was not in the meet-
ing as those debates were going on. But that was the 
agenda going into the forum, that we would not agree 
to this move. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member from Sandys. MP Kim Wilson, you 
have a question or a supplementary? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: This is a question, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: You have a question? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, with your leave, I am referring to 
the web page of the Foreign and Commonwealth Of-
fice. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

QUESTION 1: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I wonder if the Premier can ex-
plain to this Honourable House and the people of 
Bermuda why it is that on the 26th of November, a 
communiqué was published on behalf of the Joint 
Ministerial Council, which closed today, with the 
agreement of a joint communiqué which sets out the 
priority issues. 
 My first question would be, Would he confirm 
to this Honourable House that he, obviously as the 
leader of the Government that was there present, 

would have agreed to the contents of the Joint Minis-
terial Council’s communiqué dated the 26th of Novem-
ber? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. On the 26th, we 
met and we did not agree. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member? Yes, supplemen-
tary? 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I apologise, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: It is all right. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: So then, it is the Honourable 
Premier’s contention that the Foreign and Common-
wealth— 
 
The Speaker: Is it? You are asking a question. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Is it the agreement . . . ? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Did I not say, Is it? 
 
Some Honourable Members: No. 
 
The Speaker: You said “It is,” not Is it. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Oh, I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
Thank you. I apologise. 
 Is it, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Premier’s 
contention that the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
is placing misleading information on their website 
when they indicate that on the 26th of November, at 
the Joint Ministerial Council, after the closure, an 
agreement of a communiqué was issued on behalf of 
all of the Overseas Territories present? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. As of the 26th, 
the communiqué is misleading. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 All right. I recognise . . . Is this for a supple-
mentary, Honourable Member? Yes, carry on, MP 
Roban. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 Mr. Speaker, would the Premier agree that 
this is the second instance where it appears as if the 
Overseas Territories and the UK Government are at 
cross purposes? The Premier came back to this 
House and reported similarly with the meeting with Mr. 
Cameron that there was some disagreement. 
 
The Speaker: All right. I think the question is, Is this 
the second time? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: So, is it clear and would the 
Premier agree that this is the second opportunity or 
the second instance where there were clearly cross 
purposes between the Overseas Territories and the 
British Government with information that he has com-
municated about the Overseas Territories? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. I certainly can 
see how that would be interpreted that way, yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I said yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. All right. 

Thank you, Honourable Member. 
You have another question? 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I have two questions. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, okay. Right. You have not asked 
any questions yet. So your first question. Go ahead, 
Honourable Member Bean. 
 

QUESTION 1: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, the Premier 
mentions that all territories with financial services as a 
significant economic activity were applauded on their 
willingness to join the Multilateral Convention on Tax 
Matters following the G8 Summit earlier this year. This 
is in addition to the combined 160 TIEAs (or Tax In-
formation Exchange Agreements) the territories have 
in place. 
 My question, Mr. Speaker, to the Premier: 
Does the One Bermuda Alliance Government and 
other Overseas Territories deem the Multilateral Con-
vention a continuous shifting of the goalposts and a 
movement towards being forced towards or into 
automatic exchange of information? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, certainly. I find that 
. . . There is an amusing part to that question. It is a 
good question. But we, through this journey (myself 

and the Finance Minister), have jumped through the 
goalposts of the OAD only to find out that the OECD 
[Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Devel-
opment] moved the posts over to the north, only to 
find out that the multilateral agreement moved the 
posts to the south. So, we do see these goalposts 
moving on a continuous basis. 
 We can attribute that to the changing of the 
economies and other countries seeking out opportuni-
ties for revenue. It is a concern of ours, a real concern 
of ours. And that was made known during the meet-
ing. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 

Honourable Member, do you have a supple-
mentary? Or you will get your own supplementary in 
first? 

 
SUPPLEMENTARIES 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
thank you, Mr. Premier. 
 If it is a major concern with the current Gov-
ernment, with yourself, and with other Overseas Terri-
tory governments, were discussions held as to the 
possibility of taking another approach in dealing with 
what amounts to an encroachment on our fiscal sov-
ereignty? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly, we could have 
maintained the move to just simply signing TIEAs. The 
challenge became in that many of the nations that we 
would be signing up to TIEAs with would have already 
signed to the multilateral agreement, making it a fu-
tile—moot . . . so. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have another supplementary? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: One more supplementary, 
yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Would the Premier and the 
One Bermuda Alliance Government agree that this 
movement towards being forced into automatic ex-
change of information could signal the death knell to 
the international business sector? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: As a point of clarification, 
certainly, we see that, for sure. The real issue is not in 
the exchange of information, but that that information 
is made public. That is where the real contention is. 
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 As you already know, we have exchange of 
information if it is requested by those whom we have 
signed TIEAs with, or groups who are amongst the 
multilateral agreement or the OAD or the OECD. 
 The challenge is a public register. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke East, for a supplementary, is it? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, in light of the 
Premier’s answers to the questions posed, would the 
Premier agree that in light of the circumstances that 
Bermuda, as an Overseas Territory, has been put in, 
that it may likely require that he and his Ministers at 
times will have to resist some of these efforts by the 
UK and OECD and other bodies to sign agreements 
that might not be in our country’s interests? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The intent is always to look 
out for Bermuda’s economy and what drives it. And 
we will protect that with all the fervour that we do 
have. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I have one more. 
 
The Speaker: You have another question, yes. Abso-
lutely, yes. Carry on, Leader. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My third question . . . I mean, sorry, my sec-
ond, but last, question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

QUESTION 2: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Premier says in his 
Statement, “Minister Simmonds was also keen to es-
tablish a greater link between the UK and the territo-
ries on business, trade and investment.” 
 My question is, does the Premier and the One 
Bermuda Alliance Government see a conflict within 
that statement by Minister Simmons and the previous 
question in terms of being forced into automatic ex-
change of information? Or is it almost a pacifier that is 
being put in our mouth as a result of this force in 
terms of the Multilateral Convention? 

The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. But I certainly recog-
nise that there are opportunities that we can leverage 
off all through business and the likes. 
 One of the opportunities we had of being in 
the WIEF Forum (the World Islamic Economic Forum), 
came about as a result of a joint venture and us 
speaking with Prime Minister Cameron and getting on 
to some of these business opportunities that they 
would be involved in. We simply wanted to ensure that 
we stand toe to toe with them and that we would be 
treated in like manner at the forums. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Supplementary? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Save for diversification, our 
business is basically trade and investment. So, would 
the Premier acknowledge that fact that the signing of 
the Multilateral Convention is actually in conflict with 
the development of business, trade and investment in 
Bermuda and other Overseas Territories? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Not in its entirety. We 
sought out, before we made any decisions concerning 
the signings, the business community first so that we 
had a better understanding of where they were going 
and what they were looking for before we made any of 
these decisions. 
 So, no. We will continue to seek out an un-
derstanding of the business models that are out there 
and make our decisions in the best interests of Ber-
muda. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 You have a supplementary? A question. Just 
a minute. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: You have a question. Well, MP Roban 
was early to my desk. 
 So, I recognise now the Member from Pem-
broke East, MP Walter Roban. You have the floor, for 
a question. 
 

QUESTION 1: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 My question for the Premier is, as stated on 
the second page of his Statement, he refers to Minis-
ter Fahy leading discussions on the section of Pass-
ports and Immigration with regard to repatriation of 
British Overseas Territories passports to the UK and 
immigration policies and visas and asylum. 
 Would the Premier be able to provide specific 
clarity as to the position of the association, and also 
the position of the Political Council on what the British 
Government is attempting to do around the issue of 
passports? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. You know, it was very 
interesting to hear some feedback concerning this 
matter. The UKOTA certainly was dogged about the 
fact that it did not agree with this whole process of 
removing the production of passports from the Over-
seas Territories back to Britain. 
 The feedback that we got was, it was a cost-
savings measure that they were looking to take ad-
vantage of, and that concerns us. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Honourable Member Roban, you 
have a supplementary on that? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And in addition to security 
as well. Those were the two reasonings on the table, 
security as well. 
 
The Speaker: I recognise MP Roban for a supple-
mentary. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. Supplementary. 
 Can the Premier clarify the issue? Since the 
Premier has made us aware that this was one issue 
that there was disagreement with the UK Government 
on, is this one of the unresolved issues that will be in 
the upcoming Ministerial document that he will present 
us with? Is this one of those places where it is going 
to be clarified? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. The Honourable 
Member is certainly online with that. It is a strong point 
of contention amongst all the Overseas Territories. 
We are very much concerned over moving in this di-
rection of one place producing these passports. So, 
yes, we do not agree. And it was contentious. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Is there another supplementary on that? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. 
 

The Speaker: Yes, second supplementary. Go 
ahead. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, is it the view of 
the Premier, in light of the strong disagreement, that 
there is likely to be any movement in the British Gov-
ernment, or have they indicated that they are possibly 
willing to move on this issue at all in the future, in light 
of its impact on the members of the association? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. There was no 
indication at all that they were going to move from 
their position. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise the MP from Pembroke Central, 
for a supplementary, obviously. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I hope the Premier can answer this question, 
Mr. Speaker. Was the issue of having the right of the 
vote stamp placed in the Bermuda passport ever 
raised? Because that, of course, has multitudes of 
benefits, and it was an issue before. Did that come up 
at all in the meetings? 
 
The Speaker: All right. Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. That did not come up. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have a second supplementary? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Given that having that stamp 
would allow Bermudians to travel far more widely 
without the need for a visa in a multitude of countries, 
would the Premier direct his Government to ensure 
that that issue is raised so that Bermudians, thou-
sands of whom do not hold British passports, can take 
advantage of the benefits that accrue from that? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The Honourable Member 
brings up a very important point. And, yes, we will. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Member Wilson, the Learned 
Member, MP Kim Wilson. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
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The Speaker: Yes. Ask your supplemental first. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: My supplemental is bearing in 
mind the question that was just asked by— 
 
The Speaker: MP Brown? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: MP Brown. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and the Premier’s response of how impor-
tant it was for the issue to be raised. 
 Could the Premier please explain why, given 
that level of importance, it was not raised at this meet-
ing for Bermuda? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, I cannot. But we can 
find out. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I tell you I was not there; I 
was at another forum. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you very much. 
 I recognise now the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke East. You have a question? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: A second question? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: A second question and my final 
question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

QUESTION 2: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, the Premier in his 
Statement, on page 2 at the top, it states, “All territo-
ries with financial services as a significant economic 
activity were applauded on their willingness to join the 
. . . Convention . . . following the G8 Summit earlier 
this year.” 
 Can the Premier inform us if the British Gov-
ernment indicated when (and the Premier’s robust 
defence of Bermuda’s position is quite noted and cer-
tainly has been publicly talked about and profiled) 
when the British Government itself will ensure that the 
public registry that they themselves have . . . Is there 
any clarity as to when they will be fulfilling the obliga-
tion of the public registry themselves, which was a 
subject of this Multilateral Convention that you actually 
list in your Statement? 
 

The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Again, another very good question. This is a 
serious point of contention, when we have the UK 
making such a statement on beneficial ownership in a 
public registry in word, but certainly have not been 
able to apply it in deed. 
 I do not believe that it will happen. I do not 
believe that they have the ability to make it happen. 
This will definitely be led by the US themselves, 
whose GDP at one point amounted to most of all the 
Europeans put together. So the force and the horse in 
the room really is the US pushing this into this direc-
tion. The US, I do not think they can tell you who is on 
their register. So, I just do not see it happening. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Hon-
ourable Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, be careful, as 
the . . . I recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member, MP Wilson. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
The Speaker: I heard some rumblings in the back-
ground. 
 

QUESTION 2: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Premier, in an-
swer to the question concerning the information on the 
web page, which I previously referred to, from the 
Foreign and Commonwealth Office [FCO], which indi-
cated that there was a joint communiqué that was 
dated the 26th of November that was released on be-
half of all of the members present . . . And the Hon-
ourable Premier indicated, you will recall, that that 
was misleading, that the FCO’s web page was mis-
leading. 
 I wonder also now if the Honourable Premier 
can explain why, on the Joint Ministerial Council’s web 
page, they also make reference to a joint communiqué 
that was signed and agreed by all members present. It 
is dated the 26th of November 2013. 
 
The Speaker: That is a second website you are talk-
ing about? A second?  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I apologise. 
You are absolutely correct. The website I am now re-
ferring to, which addresses the same communiqué 
that was agreed to— 
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The Speaker: Right. But a different website. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: This website is the Joint Ministe-
rial Council. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you very much. 
 On the 26th, we did come together and we 
were not in agreement. And I will say again, we were 
not in agreement with the communiqué that was in 
front of us. So we sought out to make corrections dur-
ing that time. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We did not send it out. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We did not send it out. 
 
The Speaker: Do you have a supplementary on that? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I have my question. 
 
The Speaker: You have a question. MP Burt, then, 
your first question. 
 

QUESTION 1: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my first question to the Premier 
is along the same line of questioning. But was the 
Premier or any Member of his Government aware that 
there was a communiqué that was posted on the 
FCO’s website which states that all territories were in 
agreement to this decision, and which has also been 
published in local media in Bermuda? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
The Speaker: MP Burt, do you have a supplemen-
tary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes. My supplementary is, The 
Premier has stated that he was not aware of this 
statement. Yet the press statement that was sent out 
by DCI [Department of Communications and Informa-
tion] yesterday makes reference to this communiqué. 
Can he please clarify? 
 

The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. That was an at-
tempt by us to ensure that we got information out as 
an ongoing communiqué, as the meetings were ongo-
ing. We certainly wanted to get out there what was 
happening during those meetings. 
 But understand that, as these meetings were 
going on, amendments were being made as each dif-
ferent forum was discussed, based on the responses 
we were getting from the FCO, the Ministers, and the 
like. When they were unsatisfactory, we made 
amendments right there. So. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 MP Burt, a second question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: A supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: A supplementary on that? Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes. Mr. Speaker, in light of the 
fact that the Premier’s press office referred to a com-
muniqué, does the Premier still maintain that he was 
not aware that a communiqué was published three 
days ago on the Foreign and Commonwealth [Office] 
website? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. I have already an-
swered that. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Just say— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That is the same question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Second question, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

QUESTION 2: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the second question 
is, and I had referenced this earlier in a supplemen-
tary question. The Premier’s Statement, he refers to 
the joint communiqué. The joint communiqué on the 
FCO website states, “We welcome the fact that Ber-
muda has now joined the Overseas Association Deci-
sion.” 
 My question is, Mr. Speaker, when did the 
Government decide to join the Overseas Association 
Decision? 
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The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I do not recall the exact 
date. But it certainly was, I would say, at least three 
weeks ago maybe. I would have to check with the 
Minister of Finance. But I do not have that date on me. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, if I may follow up 
with a supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Given that the decision was made 
three weeks ago and given that Parliament has been 
sitting for three weeks, is there any particular reason 
why the Honourable Premier has neglected to inform 
this Honourable House of this major shift in foreign 
policy? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. I will have a chat 
with my Minister. But it was decided several weeks 
ago. I cannot give you that exact date. But we apolo-
gise. We can get that information to you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I will move on to my 
third question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: My third question is, in the— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Members have three questions, Hon-
ourable Members. Three questions. You are trying it 
on for size, yes? I know you would like for it to be only 
two. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

QUESTION 3: JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: 
LONDON, 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: In the progress report submitted 
by the Bermuda Government to the FCO, which is 
referenced in the Premier’s Statement when he 

speaks about action points, the progress report sub-
mitted by Bermuda states, and I quote— 
 
The Speaker: By whom? Sorry? Progress report by? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The progress report by the Ber-
muda Government which was submitted to the FCO 
for this meeting states, Mr. Speaker, and I quote: 
“Government has plans to expand the geographic 
scope of the current Economic Empowerment Zone 
legislation to cover the entire island.” 
 Can the Premier please tell this Parliament 
why he feels it is best to share his Government’s 
plans with the United Kingdom before he shares them 
with Bermuda’s people? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I take homage to the con-
cern there. And we will ensure that when these deci-
sions are made, we get this communiqué out to you. 
That should not have happened. When the decisions 
were made, it should have come out. I will look into it. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, that is not nec-
essary. 
 You have the floor, Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, based on the Premier’s last response, is 
the Premier saying that policies, domestic policies 
followed by the One Bermuda Alliance Government 
have been communicated with the FCO prior to being 
communicated to the Bermuda public? And what is 
the position, in tying into that, of the OBA Government 
in that same document towards the FCO’s position 
towards economic diversification? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It is certainly not our inten-
tion to be discussing policy, local policy with the FCO 
or any other organisation before we discuss it locally 
here. So it is not our intent at all. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. You have a supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Second one. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes. My supplementary on this 
question, Mr. Speaker, is that when the Premier refers 
to domestic policy, in that exact same progress report, 
it says that the One Bermuda Alliance is “assessing 
the feasibility of establishing a marine protected area 
. . .” It then goes on to say, “This project will likely re-
sult in a significant area of our EEZ designated as a 
no-take zone.” 
 
The Speaker: And you are reading from? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am reading from the progress 
report which was submitted from this Government to 
the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, which is on 
the Foreign and Commonwealth Office website, of this 
meeting. 
 The question that I had, Mr. Speaker, as a 
supplementary, as we are still following onto this pro-
gress report, is, When was this decision made and 
why was it not communicated to the Bermudian peo-
ple? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. There is no decision. 
This is an ongoing discussion that is happening. And 
there are opportunities to work together with the Brits 
on this here, but it is an ongoing discussion. There is 
no decision at all. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: My second supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no. You have had two supple-
mentaries. No. You have had the questions that you 
can ask. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. We will 
now move to the next Ministerial Statement, and the 
one by Dr. Gibbons with reference to CedarBridge 
Audited Financial Statements. I have MP Roban, who 
has a question. 
 MP Roban, you have the floor. 
 
QUESTION 1: CEDARBRIDGE ACADEMY 2011 FI-
NANCIAL STATEMENTS AT MARCH 31ST, 2011 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. One question, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 On page 2 of the Statement, there the Hon-
ourable Member states, “When the Director of Internal 
Audit issued her report on January 28, 2011, a num-
ber of action items had already been completed, while 
others remained outstanding.” 
 Can the Minister clarify specifically which au-
dit points were actually completed and were listed in 
that report as such? 

The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I would 
have to go back and check. There was a statement in 
May. And I think he was referenced there. But I do not 
have it at hand right now. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. And you 
can get the information for the Member. Thank you 
very much. 
 We now move to the next Statement by the 
Honourable Minister for Health and Seniors, with ref-
erence to BHB [sic] winding up. And I recognise the 
Honourable Member, MP Zane De Silva, who has a 
question. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I think you 
should probably just make a quick correction, when 
you said “the BHB winding up.” I do not think you 
mean that. It is HBL, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: HBL. Excuse me. Yes. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Even though, in light of re-
cent events, we might want to get rid of the whole 
BHB board! 
 
The Speaker: Please, Honourable Member! That is 
enough. 
 

QUESTION 1: DISSOLUTION OF HEALTHCARE 
PARTNERS LIMITED 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. All right, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my first question to the Honour-
able Minister is [about what is stated] on the second 
page of her Statement. She said that the Bermuda 
Hospitals Board [BHB], the internal audit at the Hospi-
tals Board “found serious concerns with regard to . . . 
the governance and operations of HPL . . .” 
 Can the Honourable Minister tell us what 
those serious concerns are? And if she cannot, will 
they be tabled? 
 
The Speaker: First question is about the concerns. 
That would be a second question. The next question 
would be . . . You do not want that answered? Okay. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the concerns were included in 
the internal audit report and have been posted on the 
BHB website. I would be happy to give Members the 
information from that statement if it is appropriate. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. That is fair enough. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. The con-
cerns are—and this is from the internal audit state-
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ment—“There is unclear or questionable purpose or 
mandate for HPL resulting in the inability to determine 
how HPL fitted into BHB’s business operational model 
framework and strategy. We therefore could not de-
termine the organisational impact of HPL’s existence 
on BHB’s operations and/or whether the entity HPL 
was achieving its operational or financial purpose or 
mandate.”  
 The report goes on to say, Mr. Speaker, 
“There was a lack of ethics, integrity, transparency 
and accountability relative to the investment of BHB’s 
funds in the assets of HPL, exposing such invest-
ments to poor financial returns and/or total loss, and 
increasing the potential for conflict of interest situa-
tions, self-directed motives and questionable business 
decisions.”  
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Did the auditors or the Minis-
ter talk to the current or past CEO so that they may 
get some of these answers? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The answer is yes, did you say? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes. The answer 
is yes. And I can say that, in accordance with the 
Statement, it says that the comments and recommen-
dations of the internal audit have been accepted by 
the board. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 You have another supplementary? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I was just a little confused. 
The Honourable Minister said “accepted by the 
board.” So, just to confirm, the former CEO and the 
current CEO were consulted with regard to some of 
these concerns that she outlined in her previous 
Statement? 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is another supplemen-
tary. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. All right. The Minister 
said yes. 
 

The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: My second question, Mr. 
Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

QUESTION 2: DISSOLUTION OF HEALTHCARE 
PARTNERS LIMITED 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Also on the second page of 
the Statement, the Minister has stated that, “BHB has 
taken . . . important steps with regard to Ultimate Im-
aging . . .” What are those important steps? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Ultimate Imaging is partially privately owned. And the 
important steps would be to segregate the BHB’s in-
volvement in Ultimate Imaging so that Ultimate Imag-
ing can continue and BHB extricates itself from the 
process [sic]. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am sorry. That 
should say from “the ownership,” not “the process.” 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Has a cost been attached to 
this separation? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I 
would have to get that information. I will be happy to 
give it to the Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 Now, you have a supplementary, MP Lister? 
A supplementary on this? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes. Following on from the 
questioning by the Shadow Minister, I would like to 
ask the Minister, How many such ventures existed? 
And how many of them actually lost money? And— 
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The Speaker: That is a question there. That is two 
questions already. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, I was trying to make it one. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will bring for this Honourable 
House the plethora of challenges that were experi-
enced by this subsidiary, HPL, and the losses that 
they have made resulting from the decision which cost 
the BHB significant sums of money. I will be happy to 
table those reports for this Honourable House. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 Honourable MP Lister, you have another sup-
plementary? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, just following on. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Apart from Ultimate Imaging, 
which is referred to in the report, are there any other 
ventures worth keeping? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: As the Statement 
indicated, the service respecting the concierge is 
something that the BHB is considering. Whether they 
keep that segment of the service from HPL, whether 
they bring it in-house, and, if they do, what would a 
new service, what would a revamped service look 
like? That would be one bit. 
 There were other things that I would say were 
not worth keeping. But that was one that was certainly 
under active consideration as to whether it should 
continue. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The learned Member from Sandys North, did 
you have a supplementary on that? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: Okay. All right. 
 We now move . . . oh, you have question? 
The Honourable Member, MP Weeks, has a . . . Do 
you have a question or a supplementary on this? 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: One question and probably a 
supplemental. 
 
The Speaker: A question, a question. 
 

Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

QUESTION 1: DISSOLUTION OF HEALTHCARE 
PARTNERS LIMITED 

 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: The Honourable Minister said 
in her Statement today, “The current Bermuda Hospi-
tals Board recognised the issues and has taken posi-
tive steps to wind up the company and, to the extent 
possible, recover the funds it had invested.” 
  I would like to ask the Honourable Minister, 
What are these positive steps that have been taken by 
the Bermuda Hospitals Board? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Winding up HPL, 
segregating those areas that BHB might consider to 
be beneficial, discarding those things which have 
been negative and also attempting to recoup any 
monies that might still—that might still—be available. 
There is no guarantee that any money will be avail-
able, but any money that might be available to be able 
to recoup. Those are the steps that are being taken. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Honourable and Learned Member from 
Sandys North, MP Michael Scott, you have a supple-
mentary? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I have a supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: Supplementary? 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you for 
that. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Will the Honourable Minister 
of Health tell this Honourable House what was the 
total amount invested by HPL? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will get that 
number and share it with the Honourable House. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Any other questions on this Statement? 

There are no more questions on this State-
ment. So we will move to the next Statement, by the 
Minister of Tourism Development and Transport. 
 I recognise first the Honourable Member from 
Warwick [South East], MP Lawrence Scott. You have 
the floor. 
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Mr. Speaker, real quick, how 
much time do we have left for question time? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, we have three 
minutes. 
 

QUESTION 1: CLARIFICATION OF THE 2014 
CRUISE SHIP SCHEDULE 

 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Okay. My first question is, 
the Minister has mentioned the tour boat operators. Is 
the Minister going to have the tour boat operators help 
with the transportation of the cruise visitors in the 
2014 season, or continue to have them left out of the 
loop as he did in 2013? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Those conversations are being held, and we are con-
sidering it. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Is this a supplementary? 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: If he is going to include the 
tour boat operators, why is he bringing back the Mil-
lennium? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, this is not a 
part of this Statement. I have made a Statement as to 
the Millennium, its success, and why we are going to 
bring it back. We have done it already. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, you have a supplementary? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, a new question. 
 
The Speaker: You have a question? Okay. 
 

QUESTION 1: 2014 CRUISE SHIP SCHEDULE 
CLARIFICATION  

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Minister stated in his State-
ment, the second-to-last paragraph, “Thus, [he re-
mains] by [his] statement regarding the potential for 
cruises from the Southeast market, specifically the 
Charleston region.” 

 Now, Mr. Speaker, information has now come 
out which has resulted in his statement in the first 
place, that the cruise is actually not originating in 
Charleston. Yet, the Minister still stands by his state-
ment. 
 Will the Minister stand and say or clarify, was 
his statement, even though he still stands by it, mis-
leading to this Honourable House? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes. The original state-
ment had two inaccuracies. One was that the Carnival 
Spirit was going to make a call. The berth was still 
reserved, but they had not cancelled the berth. The 
other was that the cruise was coming, originating out 
of Charleston. It originates from Fort Lauderdale. It 
calls in Charleston. It picks up potential passengers in 
Charleston, and then it comes to us. That is my infor-
mation, that people have an opportunity to board. That 
is the information I have received. But we do know 
that it originates in Fort Lauderdale, and we were in-
accurate in saying last week that it originated from 
Charleston. 
 The Government remains committed to get-
ting cruises out of that region. But that is the informa-
tion I have received. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I cannot speak to any 
number. But my understanding is the opportunity is 
available for individuals to board in Charleston. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Will the Honourable and 
Learned Minister, once he gets confirmation whether 
passengers embark in Charleston, then come back to 
this Honourable House and give more clarity to his 
Statement? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I can clarify whether or 
not there are individuals getting on in Charleston. I will 
clarify that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 Yes, you have a second question? 
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QUESTION 2: 2014 CRUISE SHIP SCHEDULE 
CLARIFICATION  

 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Well, it would have been a 
supplementary, but I will make it a second question. 
 In having such a long lead-in time in which to 
prepare the Statement, why did the Minister not en-
sure that he had his facts straight prior to speaking on 
the floor of the House? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
The Speaker: That is it. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Do you want me to an-
swer the question? 
 
The Speaker: No. That is it. The time is up. 
 Thank you, Members. That concludes our 
Question Period. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: We now move to Congratulatory and/or 
Obituary Speeches. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Sport, Minister Wayne Scott. You have the 
floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, last week, Satur-
day night, I had the privilege of hosting my first Pre-
mier’s Concert. And all indications are that it has been 
the best one so far. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: This is the 29th year, Mr. 
Speaker, and we had some phenomenal, phenomenal 
performances. 
 I would just like to really quickly mention and 
give credit to those performers. We had Matthew 
Ross on the trumpet. We had In Motion School of 
Dance. We had a ladies saxophone group from out of 
Saltus, the Sassy Saxes. We had a young Jude 
Richardson on the piano that played Beethoven’s 
Waltzing Sonata in C by memory—absolutely phe-
nomenal, had a standing ovation. We had Angelis 
Hunt doing a solo. Saltus Grammar Performing Arts 
Department also put on a small Shakespeare act, 

which was, again phenomenal. A young Malik Alick on 
piano. 

A dramatic drama presentation by Julia Frith 
that, Mr. Speaker, I asked my director to get me a 
copy of that so I can go home and watch it in my living 
room by myself and shed some tears. It was just so 
heartfelt, amazing. We had art by Indigo Palacio, 
which again some great art; and a spoken word by 
Tenae, which was, I would like to think, very politically 
correct by being politically incorrect. It was very 
pointed and phenomenal. And then, United Dance 
Production ended it with tap dancing. [A] phenomenal 
performance, just again showing the amount of talent 
that we have in our Island is something that we have 
to continue to support. 

I would also ask, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
send congratulations to 19-year-old Zeiko Lewis. He 
has become the first Boston College player to be 
named the Atlantic Coast Conference Freshman of 
the Year. And I would like to associate my cousin, the 
Honourable Member Lawrence Scott, as well as the 
Member Jeff Sousa. Again, just highlighting a lot of 
the skill and talent we have with our young people, not 
just in art, but in sports as well. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. [David’s], the Honourable Whip. MP 
Foggo, you have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just want to say congratulations to the prize 
giving recipients at the Berkeley Institute. I can say 
that I, along with the Honourable MP De Silva, the 
Honourable T. Lister, we were in attendance. And it 
was heart-warming to see so many of our young peo-
ple continuing to excel. Indeed, those who were high-
lighted, high honours, received an average of 87 to 
89, and the principal honours received averages of 90 
and above. And I just think this speaks to our public 
education system continuing to turn out students who 
are of a very high calibre. That is just focusing on the 
academics. 

The Members that I just said were in atten-
dance, that was it. It is disheartening that no one from 
the Government was there to see excellence. 
 
The Speaker: This is for congratulations. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: That is why I did not want to 
say that, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Right. You should not say that. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: So, I have to say, job well 
done to the many recipients [in the] various catego-
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ries. Our schools, as have been highlighted through 
various documents, are recognising our young people 
in various areas. So, not only did we see recipients for 
their academic excellence, but also for other areas of 
excellence, such as arts, technology and the like, 
sports and the like.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s [West], constituency 2. MP 
Nandi Outerbridge, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to send congratulations to one of 
my constituents, Ms. Kristin White, on her new ap-
pointment as the Development Director for the St. 
George’s Foundation. Her commitment to St. 
George’s is admirable, and I wish her well in her jour-
ney. I would like to associate . . . Can I associate the 
whole House? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I want to quickly 
refer to three matters. Once again, today is the day. 
Today is the day that the successful Uniform Final 
Examination results are announced for the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants. We have four young people, 
young Bermudians, who will join the ranks of success-
ful Chartered Accountants. Three of these are mem-
bers of staff at PricewaterhouseCoopers: Ms. Alexis 
Barker, Jessica Butello and Timothy Fox. The fourth is 
from my old firm, Deloitte’s, Christopher Lopes. All of 
these are trained here in Bermuda. I will associate the 
Honourable Pat Gordon-Pamplin, the Honourable 
Member Walton Brown and the Honourable Member, 
Mrs. Atherden— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: —and everybody, everybody, 
everybody, everybody, everybody! 
 As you noticed, two male, two female; I am 
pleased about that. The numbers vary from year to 
year, and obviously we will continue to work hard to 
get the numbers up. 

 Second, Mr. Speaker, I too, as was men-
tioned, was at the Berkeley Institute yesterday. I was 
there with my wife. And the reason we went, apart 
from supporting Berkeley, was because our grand-
daughter, Dee-Neishae Zuill, was a prize winner. Dee-
Neishae won the award for the most improved stu-
dent. She deserved the award because of her com-
mitment and deportment and change. Dee-Neishae is 
in her third year now. She is really doing well overall, 
and so much so that she is now a member of the 
choir. She sang as part of a duet yesterday at the 
death and funeral of Dr. Maxwell. She sang a solo that 
day. She is really coming along well. So we are very 
pleased about her progress. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Undoubtedly, undoubtedly. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am also going to stay on the 
family thing by saying that we also attended the Pre-
mier’s Concert, which was a very good event. It was 
closed out by UDP [United Dance Productions], which 
did a fabulous job, as always. One male dancer, Keith 
Trott, who is my grandson on the other side—Keith 
has been with UDP from small. And anyone who has 
seen UDP dance has seen Keith dance, and he is 
really fantastic. He did a tremendous job. And this is 
what he wants to do. This is where he wants to spend 
his career, and we want to encourage him in every 
way. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises 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, I rise first of all on a sad note 
this morning and would ask that the House send con-
dolences to the family of the late David White, to his 
former wife, Sarah, and to his daughter, Leslie Ann. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, the late editor of the Ga-
zette needs no introduction. I think all of us had ex-
perience with him over the years. He was the editor 
from 1976 to 1998, a very fractious period in Ber-
muda; I guess all periods are fractious in Bermuda. 
But certainly, a very tenacious and strong believer in 
pursuing what he felt was right. As some have said, 
he had a lot of courage in some of the positions he 
took. He was clearly passionate about Bermuda. I 
would say a formidable opponent if you were on the 
other side, or from his perspective, the wrong side of 
an issue. And some of us were from time to time. 
 Also, [he was] a very strong patron of the vis-
ual arts and an avid collector in his own right, Mr. 
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Speaker. I know that the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Bascome, from St. George’s [North], would like to be 
associated with those condolences. 
 While I am on my feet, Mr. Speaker, I would 
also ask that congratulations be sent to the winners of 
the TechAwards 2013. It is an annual award now put 
on by the Department of E-Commerce, and it publicly 
recognises outstanding achievement of Bermuda-
based companies, organisations and individuals for 
their creation and use of innovative technology. There 
were some 68 different organisations and individuals 
who were nominated this year. I would ask that con-
gratulations be sent to the overall winner, MediaMine, 
for their [mobile] app, which provided information for 
visitors, in this case, to the Hollywood Walk of Fame. 
There were also winners in the youth projects, and 
that was Mount Saint Agnes [Academy]; and in the 
People’s Choice award it was Bermemes.com, the 
social media site. 
 Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I would 
also like to be associated with the congratulations for 
the winners at the Berkeley prize-giving and just say 
that the Minister [of Education], the Senator, Mr. 
Brangman, had intended to go, but had, unfortunately, 
a family issue. I think it is unfortunate that we have 
snarky comments. I can remember going to any num-
ber of events where, as the Opposition, I was the only 
one there. Sometimes people are pulled in various 
directions. So, unfortunately, he would have gone, but 
had otherwise family commitments. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [South East], MP Lawrence 
Scott. 
 MP Lister, take your seat, please. Thank you. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I just would like to ask the House to send a 
letter of congratulations to Bernews. As I spoke last 
week about the youth being recognised, Bernews has 
dedicated the Sunday [edition] to putting out good 
news and inspirational news about our youth and 
about our community on their website. 
 So with that, Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [West], MP Jeff Sousa. You 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: And of course, good morning to the 
Honourable Members on the other side. I should say 

everybody in the House, as well as those in the listen-
ing audience. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hope you did have a great 
Thanksgiving dinner yesterday. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: You, like myself and many others, 
have close relationships with the United States of 
America, our closest neighbour, and we all must give 
thanks. 
 On that note, I would like to ask that the 
House give thanks and send congratulations to the 
Fairmont Hotel Group, which is a pillar in our society 
in the hospitality industry, for their company’s man-
agement training programme. I was delighted to read 
in Wednesday’s Royal Gazette, this past Wednesday, 
where one of our young men, Jecoa Tucker, is cur-
rently in Dubai. The programme that the Fairmont Ho-
tel Group run encourages those that are in universities 
to become executive-level managers within five years 
and general managers within 10 years. I would 
strongly encourage more Bermudians to take advan-
tage of being involved in the hospitality industry, as 
there will be many more opportunities in the future—
hopefully, the near future. 
 I would at this time, Mr. Speaker, just like to 
read a small quote that was stated by Jecoa Tucker in 
the Royal Gazette. 
 
The Speaker: He is a very good employee. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: He is trained well. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: “I was thrilled at the opportunity,” he 
said. “It is one thing to work in a hotel, but having the 
opportunity to travel [the world] and move around and 
gain more experience in the brand is something else. 
It is phenomenal. What was good for me, was that 
even after I graduated from the programme, they were 
still pushing me to grow in my career.” 
 So on that, Mr. Speaker, I can truly say, 
sometimes when we as a people go abroad (as we 
say, go across the pond) and garner more experience 
to come home, it can make a difference. And of 
course, we have two great examples in recent times, 
that of Phil Butterfield and Brian Duperreault. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I salute the Fairmont Ho-
tel Group for taking this initiative and encouraging 
other Bermudians to take advantage of this. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. You have the floor. 
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Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just rise to associate myself 
with the congratulations sent to a member of a young 
men’s social club of which I am also a member, Mr. 
Zeiko Lewis, who had this wonderful accomplishment 
of being ACC [Atlantic Coastal Conference] Freshman 
of the Year. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, as you know, I spent my 
time at the George Washington University. But what 
you may not know is that I also spent some time up at 
BC [Boston College] at Chestnut Hill. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, I did not know that! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, sir, the summer before I went 
to GW [George Washington University]. 
 And ACC is one of the best football confer-
ences in the country. It has three of the top 10 teams. 
 
The Speaker: Best soccer. Best soccer. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I prefer to refer to it as football in 
this country. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: It is called FIFA [Fédération Inter-
nationale de Football Association]. 
 Anyhow, I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But one of the best football con-
ferences in America, with three teams in the top 10. 
So, being named Freshman of the Year is an abso-
lutely amazing accomplishment. And he was also 
named to the conference’s All Second Team, as a 
freshman. So I look forward to bigger and greater 
things [for him]. But I just wanted to associate myself 
with those congratulations to a member of the Blue-
birds family. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I will associate the whole House, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West], MP Jeanne Ather-
den. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I rise today to ask that congratulations be sent 
to the family and staff of the Victor Scott School, and 
as I would recognise it, the Central School, which is 
the school that I went to. Today, Mr. Speaker, they are 
having the Homecoming celebration. Unfortunately, I 

was not able to attend because House business re-
quired that I be here. 
 
The Speaker: I am glad you do have your priorities 
straight, Honourable Member. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Yes, I do. I do. That re-
minds me of the school’s motto, which is Building on 
greatness, so hopefully, that is what we are doing 
here, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: But I also want to recog-
nise that today they were celebrating Jevon Williams, 
Dr. Muriel Wade Smith and Mr. David Bascome as 
heroes. I think it is very good for us to recognise that 
there are community individuals out there. And as we 
start to recognise them . . . Walton, are you asking to 
be associated with these? Okay, good. 
 I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I re-
minded myself about the school motto, and it is some-
thing that maybe we should all be doing here in Ber-
muda: Look Up! Fight On! And Win! Because, as you 
know, we had better look up. We had better keep 
fighting on. And we had better win this battle. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Speaker. MP Roberts-Holshouser, you have 
the floor. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I stand to be associated with the letter of con-
dolences being sent out to the family of Mr. David 
Leslie White, specifically his daughter, Leslie Ann, and 
Sarah Ann. I have to say that as a younger person, 
Christmastime was always made exceptionally special 
with morning breakfast at David White’s home. It was 
the beginning of the Christmas season for me and for 
my family. So he will be greatly missed. He was a very 
strong individual that I think has boded well with Ber-
muda. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Premier. Minister Michael Dunkley, you have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning to you and colleagues. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to be associated with the condolences sent to the 
White family. Mr. Speaker, the day I got involved in 
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politics, the deceased person, Mr. White, was the Edi-
tor of the Royal Gazette at that time. He wrote a 
scathing editorial about me after I just announced I 
was getting involved in politics. And it really bothered 
me! It really bothered me, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: But it bothered my family 
more. I will never forget the day when my wife read 
the paper. But, Mr. Speaker, about a year ago, I re-
ceived a letter from Mr. White, and then a phone call. 
And he apologised for the article, because he said 
that I had proved him wrong from what he wrote in the 
editorial. While he was a man of principle, he certainly 
realised when he erred on occasion. So, Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to send condolences to his family. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The year was 1997. I was 
asked the question by the Honourable Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Cole Simons— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: —Honourable Member 
Cole Simons would also like to be associated with 
these condolences. 
 Mr. Speaker, on a brighter note, I would like to 
be associated with the congratulations given by the 
Honourable Member, Minister Scott, in connection 
with the Premier’s Concert. The Premier would like to 
be associated with those comments, and MP Bas-
come, MP Minister Pat Gordon-Pamplin, and the 
House Leader Whip, Cole Simons. 

I did not have the pleasure to go the concert, 
Mr. Speaker, but I heard many good things about it. I 
think it is appropriate that congratulations be sent to 
the young lady who organised the concert, Jennifer 
Phillips. I know she goes above and beyond the call of 
duty to ensure that there is a great agenda set up and 
make sure it comes off. And while we need to ac-
knowledge everybody who participated, certainly the 
person pulling the strings to make sure that the curtain 
gets opened and everybody meets the high standards 
should be thanked. And certainly, Jennifer has done a 
tremendous job. So, on behalf of the Premier and col-
leagues, I would like to send a letter of congratulations 
to her as well. Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Deputy Pre-
mier. 
 Are there any other Members who care to 
speak? 

 So that completes our Congratulatory and/or 
Obituary Speeches. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are no Matters of Privilege. 
  

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: No Personal Explanations. 
  

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR THE  
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT  
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 
The Speaker: No Notices of Motions for the Adjourn-
ment of the House. 
  
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Hon-
ourable and Learned Member, the Minister for Tour-
ism. He is not here. 
 But we will go to the next. We will go to Hon-
ourable E. T. Richards. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: For that particular—we are 
onto Bills, yes? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, we are, Government Bills. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Because the register falls 
under my remit, there was a mistake in print here. 
 
The Speaker: I see. All right. Thank you for that. So it 
should be the Honourable Premier who is tabling this 
Bill. 

Carry on, Premier. 
 

BILLS 
 

FIRST READINGS 
 

GAMING REFERENDUM ACT 2013 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I am introducing the following Bill for its first 
reading so that it may be placed on the Order Paper 
for the next day of meeting: The Gaming Referendum 
Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
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 There are none. It does not sound like any. It 
sounds like everybody is saying yes. 
 
[Crosstalk and laughter]  
 
The Speaker: All right, Honourable Members. Please. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Minister for Finance. The Honourable E. T. Rich-
ards, you have the floor. 
 
CUSTOMS TARRIF AMENDMENT (NO. 3) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following 
Bill for its first reading so that it may be placed on the 
Order Paper for the next day of meeting: The Cus-
toms Tariff Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Health and Seniors. The Honourable P. J. 
Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor. 
 

PHARMACY AND POISONS AMENDMENT ACT 
2013 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following 
Bill for its first reading so that it may be placed on the 
Order Paper for the next day of meeting: The Phar-
macy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013. 

And I also ask Members’ indulgence in that 
the Bill itself has been entitled the Pharmacy and Poi-
sons Amendment Bill 2013. It should be Amendment 
Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you, Honourable Member. 
That is right. I appreciate that. Instead of on the Act 
that has been sent out to Members, it says Bill. So, 
Members, if you could cross out Bill and put Act. And 
we can move forward to amend that. We can amend 
that. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 There are no objections to that. So, we will 
have the Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 
2013 on the Order Paper for next week. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member, the Attorney General. The 
Honourable Attorney General, the Honourable M. J. 
Pettingill, you have the floor. 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, I am introduc-
ing the following Bill for its first reading so that it may 
be placed on the Order Paper for the next day of 
meeting: The Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 There are no objections. That Bill will be 
placed on the Order Paper. 
 There are no further Bills. 
  

NOTICE OF MOTION 
 
AUTHORISATION OF MAXIMUM GUARANTEE OF 
$18 MILLION BY CORPORATION OF HAMILTON, 
FOR DEVELOPING A HOTEL PAR-LA-VILLE CAR 

PARK SITE 
 
The Speaker: We move now to Notices of Motions.  

I will recognise the Honourable Deputy Pre-
mier, the Honourable M. H. Dunkley.  

Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I give notice that at the next day 
of meeting, I propose to move the following motion: 
 That this Honourable House authorise, in ac-
cordance with section 37(1) of the Municipalities Act 
1923, the giving of a guarantee up to a maximum of 
$18 million by the Corporation of Hamilton for the pur-
pose of developing a hotel on the site of the Par-la-
Ville car park. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any objections to that? 
 That will be placed on the Order Paper. 
  

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: We now move, Members, to the Orders 
of the Day. 
 The Chair will first recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Attorney General. The Attorney General 
Mark Pettingill, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I should have clarified this be-
fore, but, of course, these Bills are effectively rolled 
together in relation, certainly, to the Ministerial State-
ments. 
 
The Speaker: No. We will do them separately. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 So, the first Bill, Mr. Speaker, is the Bermuda 
Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013. I move that the 
Bill entitled the U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Convention 
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Amendment Act 2013 be now read the second time 
and committed. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

U.S.A.–BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, with your leave, 
though, the brief is set out in a way that deals with— 
 
The Speaker: Well, we are going to deal with [these] 
one at a time. Please work it so that . . . You are the 
Attorney General. You should be able to do it. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes, yes. I know. I have been 
caught on my feet before, so that is fine. 
 Mr. Speaker, the U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Con-
vention Amendment [Act] 2013. I am pleased to pre-
sent to this Honourable House for consideration the 
Bill entitled the U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Convention 
Amendment Act 2013. Mr. Speaker, this Bill and the 
one that will follow have the same objectives. I will 
endeavour to, without being repetitive, deal with the 
one and then the other. 
 
The Speaker: It is okay to be repetitive. It is just that I 
have not had a chance to look at it. So you can ap-
preciate that. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes. I appreciate it. Probably 
it is better if I do more editing in the second. 
 Mr. Speaker, the overriding purpose of this Bill 
and the one to follow is to enhance Bermuda’s tax 
information exchange framework. Mr. Speaker, the 
U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 
2013 is specific to the bilateral US–Bermuda ex-
change of information (or the EOI) relationship with 
the International Cooperation (Tax Information Ex-
change Agreements) Amendment Act 2013 in respect 
of all of Bermuda’s other bilateral and multilateral EOI 
relationships. 
 Mr. Speaker, the primary purpose of this Bill 
and the one to follow is to amend our TIEA [Tax In-
formation Exchange Agreement] legislation to ensure 
consistency, transparency and compliance with inter-
national tax information exchange standards recom-
mended by the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development (the OECD). 
 Ministry of Finance officials, Mr. Speaker, 
were in Jakarta, Indonesia, last week, attending the 
OECD Sixth Annual Global Forum for Transparency 

and Exchange of Information for Tax Purposes, and 
have now received Bermuda’s OECD peer review re-
port phase one, Legal and Regulatory Framework, 
and phase two, Implementation of the Standards and 
Practice in Respect to Bermuda, the OECD report. 
This report was made public at the OECD meeting 
last Friday. 
 Mr. Speaker, in fact, the OECD peer review 
assessment of 50 countries, including Bermuda, was 
made public last week to the world’s financial press. I 
am pleased to report that Bermuda has received the 
rating of largely compliant for handling a request for 
exchange of information under TIEAs. This is the 
same rating as the United States and the United 
Kingdom, and some other members of the G8. 
 Mr. Speaker, Bermuda’s OECD report, how-
ever, carries some recommendations that will need to 
be addressed if we are to safeguard our largely com-
pliant rating over the long term and improve our rating. 
Mr. Speaker, these Bills will address some of the rec-
ommendations included in this report by replacing the 
current practice of the Minister issuing a notice of in-
formation to the person in possession of the re-
quested information, with a new practice whereby the 
Minister would ask the court to issue a production or-
der to the person in possession of the requested in-
formation. 
 Honourable Members are advised that today 
Bermuda has 65 EOI partners (countries) on a com-
bined bilateral and multilateral basis. These countries 
expect Bermuda to keep confidential the sensitive 
background details that are contained in EOI requests 
and only reveal it to the non-government persons dur-
ing court proceedings. To reveal such sensitive back-
ground details to the person in possession of the re-
quested information when there is no court proceed-
ing in existence will concern our EOI partner/countries 
and would be seen as Bermuda breaching the confi-
dentiality articles contained in every TIEA agreement. 
 Mr. Speaker, also of significance last week, 
the Court of Appeal ruled on a TIEA case in which the 
Government had appealed against the Supreme Court 
ruling. The Court of Appeal ruling on this said, and I 
quote, “More difficult is the question whether disclo-
sure of the terms of the request in advance of Court 
proceeding involves a breach of Article 8 [of the 
TIEA]. For practical reasons, it would clearly be unsat-
isfactory if proceedings had to be begun before dis-
closure could be made.” 
 Mr. Speaker, the legal fraternity will under-
stand this to mean that even if their client has no cur-
rent intention to make an application to start legal pro-
ceedings against the Minister, their client nevertheless 
has a right to see the EOI request in order to make up 
their mind if they wish to apply to start legal proceed-
ings. The effect of such applications of Bermuda 
law will mean Bermuda law is not in compliance with 
the TIEA’s confidentiality article.  
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 Mr. Speaker, the amendments effected by the 
two Bills require the foreign country’s EOI request to 
be shown to the court in an ex parte hearing, in cam-
era, and if the court is satisfied after seeing the EOI 
request, the court may make a production order re-
quiring the person in possession of the information to 
deliver the information to the Minister to give the Min-
ister access to such information. 
 Mr. Speaker, the person receiving the court 
production order will not receive details of the informa-
tion request; rather, the production order will set out 
only the description of the information requested of 
the person in Bermuda as it is articulated in that re-
quest. 
 Mr. Speaker, you can see the court production 
order regime implemented by these two Bills meets 
the requirement of confidentiality of our TIEA partner-
relation countries that they expect Bermuda to follow. 
If these two Bills are not enacted, there could be on-
going attempts by many persons in possession of the 
requested information to force the Minister to hand 
over the original EOI request even when the person 
has no intention at the time to file for judicial review, 
and hence, there is no court proceeding in existence. 
 Mr. Speaker, if the Minister of Finance hands 
over the foreign country’s EOI request, the person in 
possession of the requested information—and there is 
no court proceedings in existence—the TIEA’s confi-
dentiality articles will be breached and Bermuda will 
be exposed to punitive action from the foreign country, 
thus harming Bermuda’s international bilateral and 
multilateral relations. 
 Mr. Speaker, these two objectives of the two 
Bills—one, to eliminate the risk of being forced to give 
copies of the EOI request to non-government persons 
when there is no court proceeding in existence, and 
two, to reduce the frequency risk of extensive delays 
in providing requested information to our TIEA party 
countries—will serve to protect Bermuda’s national 
and economic interests. 
 While the recent French blacklisting of Ber-
muda was not related to delays in EOI caused by the 
regulatory and judicial review challenges in Bermuda, 
it should be noted that France has blacklisted Jersey 
because the number of French requests are delayed 
in judicial review proceedings in the Jersey Royal 
Court. 
 Mr. Speaker, Ministry officials have discussed 
the objectives of these two Bills with their Internal 
Revenue Service (IRS) colleagues in the US, who 
have expressed their support of these Bills. Addition-
ally, the IRS senior officials considered last week’s 
Court of Appeal ruling requiring the Minister to give 
copies of the EOI request to the person in possession 
of the requested information, when there is no court 
proceeding in existence, is in breach of the TIEA con-
fidentiality articles—a conflict, if you will, occurring 
between the international position and our laws. 

 Finally, Mr. Speaker, we are mindful that 
Bermuda will soon sign a US FATCA [US Foreign Ac-
count Tax Compliance Act] inter-government agree-
ment with the US Treasury that may increase the 
amount of EOI requests that we receive from the IRS. 
The current litigious environment, an attitude by some 
toward the Minister of Finance issuing notices, pre-
sents a material risk factor into Bermuda’s relationship 
with our most important trading partner, the US, and 
with our other EOI partner countries. We must ad-
dress this, and it is addressed by the two Bills being 
presented here today. 
 Mr. Speaker, I can advise that two weeks ago 
Thursday, the day before the Minister of Finance ta-
bled these two Bills, the Ministry reached out to indus-
try stakeholders for consultation. Though this matter is 
urgent to implement, the Government has honoured 
the tradition of consulting with industry stakeholders 
before debating Ministry of Finance-related Bills in this 
Honourable House. The consultative period for one 
week ended last Friday. Industry provided many 
comments and views. The Government has listened 
and considered them, and will make some amend-
ments to the Bills when the two Bills are in Committee; 
however, the Government could not include every 
recommendation when balanced against the Bermuda 
national interests. 
 Mr. Speaker, I now read for the second time 
the Bill entitled the U.S.A.–Bermuda Tax Convention 
Amendment Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys [South Central], 
MP Kim Wilson, the Shadow Attorney General. You 
have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise 
on behalf of the Opposition to voice our support with 
respect to this legislation.  
 Mr. Speaker, we recognise that the OECD 
initiated globally endorsed standards of transparency 
and exchange of information in tax matters are quite 
important, and we also recognise the role that Ber-
muda plays with respect to that. 
 Mr. Speaker, we recognise that such stan-
dards will greatly help to dispel the incorrect and false 
notion that Bermuda is a tax haven. 
 Mr. Speaker, we also, as the Opposition, rec-
ognise the importance of ensuring that our legislative 
and regulatory framework is consistent with interna-
tional standards, as well as the requirements that 
have been pronounced by the OECD. 
 We believe that this piece of legislation, in 
addition to the International Cooperation (Tax Informa-
tion Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act, which 
we will be speaking about in a few moments, Mr. 
Speaker, are examples of the necessary progressive 
steps that we as a country must make to ensure that 
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we can improve our existing tax information and ex-
change framework. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are fast approaching an era, 
with regret (viewed as regret by many), where banks’ 
secrecy, information and so forth, is coming to an end. 
We have heard a little bit of discussion earlier today, 
and I am sure we will continue to hear further discus-
sions, concerning the UK FATCA, the model 2, and 
Bermuda’s role with respect to that. 
 However, I think recent events, particularly in 
the last couple of years, Mr. Speaker, have shown 
how vulnerable tax systems can be in jurisdictions 
where they do not have the requisite regulatory and 
legislative framework. And for that, Mr. Speaker, we 
as an Opposition will be supporting this particular 
piece of legislation, as well as the next one. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable 
Member. 
 Does any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 It looks like I am recognising the Honourable 
Minister of Finance. Minister Bob Richards, you have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I thank the Honourable and Learned Member for her 
support for this Bill. 
 Just to sort of give a non-legal perspective to 
this, obviously a lot of this has to do with Ministry of 
Finance. But we in Bermuda are guppies swimming in 
an ocean of sharks. And nowhere is that more appar-
ent than in this area of heightened sensitivity to taxes, 
tax avoidance, tax evasion and the unwelcome spot-
light that has been shone on Bermuda in these mat-
ters. 
 Certainly, one of the things that was not said 
by the Honourable Premier in his Statement this 
morning was that one of our crucial missions when we 
were in London this week was to push back at the 
accusations being made against Bermuda by various 
organisations, particularly in the UK, against Overseas 
Territories, and specifically against Bermuda insofar 
as the international tax system is concerned. Both the 
Premier and myself gave statements to the press over 
there and had (what I would say) more like confronta-
tions with certain members of the NGO [non-
governmental organisation] community over there who 
are hysterical about this, I would have to say. 
 But it is very important—we felt it was very, 
very important—for us to tell the Bermuda story and to 
tell it forcefully. Because if we do not, other people will 
tell it for us and they will tell their story instead of the 
real story. 
 Now, Bermuda Government has laboured 
long and hard on this tax information exchange issue. 
The former Government, the PLP Government, la-
boured long and hard on this. And I have to say, with-

out trying to blow smoke at people, that when I came 
into the Ministry of Finance, I was most impressed 
with the team that we had, the treaty team. What I 
found there was professional and well informed, very 
competent. So I need to recognise that here and now. 
 While I was in London, I signed Bermuda’s 
40th Tax Information Exchange Agreement with Po-
land. But in spite of all of these efforts, Mr. Speaker, 
we have this strange situation before us right now, 
and my honourable colleague made reference to it, 
that we have been blacklisted by France. This is a 
classic case of the left hand not knowing what the 
right hand is doing. 

There is this thing in the OECD called the 
peer review group. That is the group that my honour-
able colleague mentioned that rates all jurisdictions as 
it relates to them being compliant with respect to tax 
cooperation. This peer review group, the committee 
that does this work, consists of members from various 
countries in the OECD. What is really ironic here, Mr. 
Speaker, is that France has two members on this 
committee. They have the chair, and then they have 
another member. 

In spite of the fact that France has two mem-
bers on this peer review group, more than anybody 
else, they have reviewed Bermuda. They have found 
us to be largely compliant, just like the US and the 
UK. In spite of that on this right-hand side, on the left-
hand side of the same government, they blacklist us. 
This is the kind of capricious nature of this ocean of 
sharks that I am talking about. I mean, it is totally un-
predictable, totally unpredictable. 
 So, we are working diligently to try to correct 
this blacklisting situation. I am confident that we are 
going to get positive resolution to it. I do not want to 
get into any of the details of that, because it might 
jeopardise the whole thing. But it is important for 
Members and Bermudians to understand what we are 
up against here. We are up against very large and 
very powerful countries whose actions are not pre-
dictable, for whatever reason. 
 So, we have to try to do what we can to try to 
avoid situations that cause these large countries to 
put us in the cross hairs. And that is what this legisla-
tion is about today. We have seen this in Jersey, 
where in our legal system, in the British legal system, 
everybody has a right of judicial review, even if it is 
against the government. But that kind of notion is not 
universal in this world, Mr. Speaker. It is not universal. 
It is not universal not only in this world; it is not univer-
sal amongst First World countries, it is not universal. A 
lot of First World countries, where that kind of thing is 
unthinkable for a judge to take a judicial review 
against the government . . . But that is part of our legal 
tradition, and it is a good one, because as we all 
know, governments can get out of hand. But in some 
countries, that is not even thinkable. 
 So, when in the case of Jersey, people were 
bringing a TIEA request and putting it under judicial 
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review, certain countries found that country to be un-
cooperative, saying, Well, you know, we just do not 
recognise this judicial review thing. The government is 
the government, and we want the information. So, you 
are being uncooperative. And whether my case 
against you, the dot on the map, is justified or not, I’m 
a big guy, you’re a small guy, so I’m going to blacklist 
you. 
 That is kind of how it is going here. So, we 
have to take whatever means we can to move us from 
the cross hairs of the big guns. That, in non-legal lay-
men’s terms, is what this legislation is about. It is not a 
guarantee that this will not happen. It is not a guaran-
tee. But if a production order from a judge reduces in 
some way the probability that something will go to ju-
dicial review, it is worth doing. Because there is a lot 
at stake for us—[but] nothing is at stake for the big 
country. 
 In the current case with France, there are over 
$44 million of reinsurance contracts [that] have al-
ready been cancelled that have to do with Bermuda—
over $44 million of reinsurance contracts so far have 
been cancelled coming out of France. So there is a lot 
at stake. 
 So, as I say, in just layman’s terms so that 
people understand what this is about, this is a very 
important issue for us as a jurisdiction. Not only rein-
surance, because there are other types of business 
that goes on between us and France and any other 
OECD country that might decide to put us in the cross 
hairs. But this is something that we can do to try to 
lower the probability of some sort of glitch taking place 
which may appear to put Bermuda in the box of unco-
operative. 
 So, as we go forward in this fluid and some-
times hostile environment—and it will be hostile until 
the global economy totally gets back up to speed. 
Right now it is sort of struggling along, making slow 
growth, and therefore, tax revenue everywhere is 
weak. Once we come out of that, I think some of this 
will subside. Not all of it; it will never totally subside. 
But some of this will subside when the global econ-
omy gets in better health. But right now, there is this 
feeding frenzy looking for tax revenue. And they see 
little dots on the map like us, where we have high 
numbers like GDP per capita and that sort of thing, 
and they say, Yeah. You guys must be taking our 
money— even if we are not. 
 So that is what this is all about, and I just 
wanted to put it in that perspective. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Does any other Member care to speak? 
 The Chair will now recognise the Leader of 
the Opposition. MP Marc Bean, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And 
I would like to thank the Minister of Finance for his 

comments, and even his acknowledgment of the pre-
vious Government’s, the PLP Government’s human 
efforts in ensuring that adequate Tax Information Ex-
change Agreements were signed so we can keep this 
big, bad gorilla (for lack of a better term) off our backs. 
 As my Shadow Attorney General, the Hon-
ourable and Learned Member Kim Wilson, has al-
ready stated, we on this side are fully in unison with 
the Government in their attempts to ensure that these 
large countries do not interfere with our well-being. 
Obviously, we started that process in recognition of 
these external pressures. 
 But I think, especially since we had a discus-
sion, or question-and-answer period, over the meeting 
that the Premier [had] in the UK . . . I asked some 
questions as to whether or not we perceived these 
efforts (and it was adequately articulated by the Hon-
ourable Minister of Finance), do we perceive these 
efforts as being a direct threat to our well-being in this 
country? And, in agreement, yes, it is. 
 Now, when you have a David-and-Goliath 
scenario, especially in the financial world, especially in 
this modern world, it is not as easy as picking up a 
sling and one stone and slaying Goliath. I wish it were.  
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter]  
  
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Honourable Premier 
says, Pick up five. Even five stones might not be 
enough. 
 So I think it is high time for us in this Honour-
able Chamber, and Bermuda by extension, to have a 
very serious conversation, without prejudice and with-
out fear of favour, so we can adequately educate the 
populace as to just the gravity of the threat that we are 
facing. 
 Now, I could tell you for a fact that when I sat 
around the Cabinet table and I saw the amount of 
TIEAs we were signing, I always asked the question, 
Why? Why can’t we resist? Because, quite frankly, Mr. 
Speaker, this whole movement by the OECD, and the 
United States in particular, and other European coun-
tries, speaks against all, all of my principles. It 
reaches to the core of my being, from a political and 
economic perspective. And I take offence to the fact 
that we find ourselves in such a vulnerable position in 
the international community. 
 So, I think it is high time that we do have a 
discussion on whether or not there is a different ap-
proach that we can take to resist this multilateral 
global effort towards tax harmonisation. I say “tax 
harmonisation” to juxtapose it against our position, 
and other Overseas Territories’ positions, that of tax 
competition. So, the big Goliath is saying that we need 
to have tax harmonisation across the board. If you ask 
me, it is almost an attempt, a long-term attempt to 
create a global tax—a global tax! Where you have 
some supranational body who somehow meddles 
within the jurisdiction and sovereignty of small and 
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large states, it is an overreach. Again, I say it is offen-
sive! It really is. 
 So, tax competition, Mr. Speaker, is such that 
you have these large states, in the European Union 
and North America, who have run tremendous deficits 
year over year and accumulated a tremendous 
amount of debt. So the politicians—the politicians in 
these countries feel it is in their favour, because they 
are chasing additional funds, they are trying to go af-
ter the low-hanging fruit. So they feel that, because 
jurisdictions like Bermuda, who decided to specialise 
in international financial services so we could eat 
food, they would then feel that places like Bermuda 
are hindering their ability to collect revenues through 
their high taxation rates. 
 In other words, Mr. Speaker, if it was not for 
those countries’ fiscal policy, I do not think we would 
be in business! They are the cause and we are the 
effect. Capital, which is global, likes to be mobile and 
likes as few restrictions as possible. And these coun-
tries, because of their political decisions, because of 
the growth of their welfare states, have now set their 
eyes on places like Bermuda and other offshore fi-
nancial jurisdictions. 
 Mr. Speaker, tax harmonisation is the new 
buzzword. This is the excuse that they are using to 
attack us. But really, it is just politically motivated by 
politicians who are drunk. They get drunk off of the 
largess of the state. They get drunk with the power of 
taxing their citizens to no end, which when we put it in 
the proper context, too much taxation, or taxation 
driven by those motives, is really just the confiscation 
of productive wealth. And it ultimately stifles economic 
growth. 
 But it is a good thing you have places like 
Bermuda that see that! So we put in a framework to 
ensure that capital can easily flow, and oftentimes, it 
round trips. So it will come to Bermuda to be rein-
vested right back into these jurisdictions. In other 
words, you have savvy investors who want to invest in 
these countries. But because of the excessive tax 
rates, it is not feasible. If it were not for us, whatever 
economic growth that you see in the UK and the US 
and other high-tax jurisdictions will come to nought 
because the capital flows will freeze up. 
 So, we have a very vital role to fulfil in becom-
ing an offshore financial centre or a free-market juris-
diction. And I will defend that to no end. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, are you going to 
go on much longer? Because otherwise, we could 
break for lunch and then come back with you. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Oh, certainly. I would like to 
break for lunch. 
 
The Speaker: And you will come back? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes. I am sorry. I am sorry. 

 
The Speaker: No, that is all right! No, you were going 
well. I did not know whether you were getting close to 
winding up or not. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Okay. 
 So, Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I move now that we break for lunch until 
2:00 pm. 
 
The Speaker: We will break until 2:05 pm, Honour-
able Premier. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: [Okay] 2:05 pm it is. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:31 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:04 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

U.S.A.—BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
[Continuation of Second Reading debate thereon] 
 
The Speaker: We will continue with the Leader of the 
Opposition.  

Continue your presentation. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, can you tell me how much time I 
have left? 
 
The Speaker: You have got 17 minutes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Seventeen. I do not think I will 
take up all that time. 
 Mr. Speaker, in continuing my remarks on this 
Bill, prior to lunch I spoke of the critical role that off-
shore financial centres fulfil in terms of global capital 
flows and investment. Oftentimes it is the countries 
who are acting like Goliath that benefit more so than 
anybody else. As an example I use an example of 
much of the foreign direct investment in the United 
States and the UK comes from their citizens who be-
cause of the fiscal policies of that country find it more 
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beneficial to invest through Bermuda back to their 
domicile. 
 Also as an example, you have (for instance) 
this nation of India with a population of a billion peo-
ple. Well, 90 per cent of the foreign direct investment 
into India goes through the offshore financial centre of 
Mauritius. And 90 per cent of that 90 per cent is actu-
ally Indian capital. So you have Indian persons who 
will go to Mauritius and establish a company, invest-
ment vehicle, whereby then they will invest right back 
into India. The reason why they are doing it is be-
cause they want to maximise their return on invest-
ment and they want to avoid what amounts to be con-
fiscation of productive capital by the Indian state or 
other countries. 
 Mr. Speaker, this tax harmonisation initiative 
with just a Goliath initiative, that campaign started 
around 1998 when you had a report called Harmful 
Tax Competition, which basically states that tax com-
petition “may hamper the application of progressive 
tax rates and the achievement of redistributive goals.” 
That is coming from persons who started the cam-
paign, the Goliath, the OECD, the European Union 
States and, subsequently, the United States.  

Basically it is a statement by the politicos that 
the whole drive to chase down offshore capital is to 
give them the opportunity to pursue or to continue to 
pursue their welfare policies. And so that is where you 
heard “redistributive goals.” And it is something that, 
again, I take offense to. I really do on the most fun-
damental of grounds. 
 Well, after that did not get the attraction that 
they wanted, in terms of trying to clamp down on the 
free movement of capital, then you had a movement 
by the OECD with the creation of Tax Information Ex-
change Agreements. And when the OECD realised 
that they were not attaining the goals they came in 
what the Minister of Finance alluded to earlier in his 
remarks as this “peer review,” which on the surface 
seemed like Bermuda and other offshore territories, in 
addition to members of the G8 and the OECD, would 
sit down as equal partners to discuss how we can 
bring tax harmonisation about.  

But, in fact, Mr. Speaker, what it revealed was 
an attempt by the larger indebted welfare states to sit 
in judgment over us smaller, weaker, offshore finan-
cial centres. It is not really a mutually beneficial peer 
review. The deck was stacked. It was almost as if 
when we attended this review and we participated, we 
were like in the dock and they were the prosecution, 
and we were the ones who are on trial. 
 And so more resistance, not as tough, not as 
sharp in terms of resistance, but resistance came 
nevertheless. And in the midst of that we also took a 
path of what I call least resistance. Another term is 
appeasement by the amount of TIEAs that we have 
signed over the years.  
 Now we understand. We went into it with good 
faith and said, Okay, let’s try it. If this is their demand, 

they want a TIEA, let’s sign as many TIEAs as possi-
ble just to get these people off our back. But once we 
signed the TIEAs, and these same states realised that 
what they are seeking really is not going to be able to 
manifest, they moved the goalposts again. And, lo and 
behold, then you have the FATCA, which— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, the FATCA agreement 
All right? Which is an initiative by the United States 
Government and the Internal Revenue Service. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, it is not Britain in particu-
lar. But the EU and the OECD have borrowed it from 
this next extension of power and they are creating 
their FACTA 2.0s, their variance, their derivatives of 
that same piece of legislation. 
 Well, I will tell you what, Mr. Speaker, this is 
what I know: The FACTA is not going to be enforce-
able. Economic theory and principles will show that 
they are not going to be able to enforce it. In fact, 
what they want is not just a push for automatic infor-
mation exchange, they want countries like us to actu-
ally do their dirty work and become almost like a dep-
uty tax collector. Unbelievable! Unbelievable! 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, you would not go that 
far, but if you read that 1,000 page piece of legisla-
tion—FACTA—you would realise that that is the whole 
intent. And so that is the next phase of what amounts 
to be fiscal imperialism. Fiscal imperialism. And I do 
not care if people in the UK or the US read it on the 
front page. That is what they are. You know how I am, 
Mr. Speaker, I call it as I see it whether they get of-
fended or not. 
 
The Speaker: Careful how we talk about our— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It is fiscal— 
 
The Speaker: Be careful how we talk about our 
neighbours and our friends. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well,— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I mean, because they are our 
neighbours— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: —that does not mean they 
are our friends. 
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The Speaker: Yes, but . . . but . . . but . . . just— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And I heard the Honourable 
Minister Grant Gibbons, the Minister of Economic De-
velopment— 
 
The Speaker: You need to hear the Speaker. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: That is who you need to hear. So . . . 
so just— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, and he interpolated and 
said, Well, that is sage advice. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, I will be interested to 
see what his comments on this issue are, because I 
am not standing up here to criticise the One Bermuda 
Alliance Government. I am actually standing up here 
in the spirit of collaboration. I understand that this is 
strategic interests and so politics have to be put aside. 
But we have gone too long appeasing these Goliaths. 

So what can we possibly do as small island 
states to resist what amounts to be fiscal imperialism, 
what amounts to being an attack on financial privacy, 
what amounts to be an attack of the principle of the 
right to private property, what amounts to being a 
globalised, centralised effort to restrict entrepreneur-
ship and global capital flows for the whims of so-called 
politicians in other places? Mr. Speaker, what can we 
do?  

It is important and high time that we in this 
country . . . and I know the steps have been taken. 
Former Premier Cox started it and it is being contin-
ued by the One Bermuda Alliance Government. But 
we need to be a little louder in our voice. The only 
power we have in international relations when you 
have the big against the small, the mighty against the 
weak, is the voice of power of moral persuasion. We 
cannot go to war. We cannot threaten sanctions, like 
they do for us. But we have a moral voice.  

So we have to redouble our efforts to explain 
the virtues of a free market jurisdiction, an offshore 
financial centre to the well-being of global prosperity. 
And we are going to have to internationally articulate it 
in a manner which the naysayers (those who are anti-
tax competition) would not be able to come back with 
spurious claims and moving the goalposts and just 
making it up as they go. It is absolutely essential, be-
cause if we move onto this FACTA-type of arrange-
ment, I guarantee you that our international business 
sector will be destroyed.  

I know we have issues internally when talking 
about IB [International Business] and the trickle-down 
and the effect that it has, its presence on Bermudians. 

But that is something that we have to put to the side. 
IB is our goose that lays the golden eggs. 

I would appeal, and I would let the Premier 
and the Minister of Finance know, that when you are 
ready we will be ready too. And we are going to walk 
side by side. And if it means that we have to take the 
lead and get other weaker, smaller, offshore financial 
centres to lend their voice to this attack on our fiscal 
sovereignty, then the Progressive Labour Party will 
walk hand in hand with you. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke Central, MP Walton Brown. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this issue is one which, as our 
Honourable Leader has just said, we stand side by 
side with the Government on. We know that interna-
tional business is critical to our livelihood. We recog-
nise that we need to try to find ways to sustain it, and 
also to weather the tide of encroachment that powerful 
countries have engaged in to attack our model. 
 Before I get to my comments, Mr. Speaker, I 
have one particular question for the relevant Minister 
to answer. And that is: What are the practical conse-
quences of being put on the (what is called) “blacklist” 
that France has undertaken? What are the practical 
consequences in terms of penalties and limitations? I 
know the Honourable Minister for Finance (who is not 
in his seat) said that we had lost $44 million in insur-
ance premiums. So, other than that, what additional 
consequences are there in being placed on the black-
list? 
 But you know, Mr. Speaker, this entire issue 
relates to powerful countries being able to assert their 
authority over much smaller jurisdictions and having 
the wherewithal to be able to do so. The whole reason 
for the TIEAs and the constant refinements of these 
agreements relates to powerful countries trying to get 
at and indirectly attacking the viability of our taxation, 
our system. Everyone would know that our taxation 
system was developed in response to local conditions. 
It evolved over decades (if not more than a century) to 
reflect local considerations. But in the eyes of rich 
countries, they have gone so far as to attack the mer-
its of our system. So we need to provide a robust de-
fence. 

A ‘tax haven’ is not an accurate description for 
Bermuda because all companies pay taxes. But we 
have suffered internationally, Mr. Speaker, in not be-
ing able to adequately counter the argument that 
Bermuda is a tax haven. We created the image of 
lacking in authenticity to some extent, Mr. Speaker, by 
having Bermuda described and promoted as an off-
shore jurisdiction. And the very term “offshore” gives a 
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negative connotation in terms of legitimacy because it 
is only in juxtaposition to what is onshore, which is 
what is deemed to be right and proper. But as far as I 
can see, Mr. Speaker, I am onshore. We are just on 
an island.  

We have to try and counter that image of lack-
ing in legitimacy. And we have people who advocate 
on our behalf. We have lobbyists in Washington, we 
have people in London to advocate on our behalf, and 
we have a very competent technical staff in Bermuda. 
So part of our challenge is to help the world to better 
understand what it is we do and how we do it and the 
merits of our system. 

Now, one of the challenges that we face (and 
I have said this directly to the Honourable Premier and 
I will say it again here) is that we lend legitimacy to the 
United Kingdom to have authority over our tax system 
when we run off to London. We listen to their almost 
preaching about what we should be doing. For dec-
ades, Mr. Speaker, we have been able to weather the 
storm of international hostility. But to have a country 
that is constitutionally bound to protect our interests to 
act contrary to our interests is just not acceptable.  

So I would encourage the Government to 
demonstrate a greater level of resolve and try not to 
simply heed the wishes of the United Kingdom in 
terms of what we need to do. We know what we need 
to do. For decades we had BIBA and other entities 
that worked to promote Bermuda around the world. 
We need to continue to do that. And we cannot allow 
the UK Government to have moral authority on these 
issues. 

The other point I would like to make, Mr. 
Speaker, is that within the international environment 
there is already a framework for rich countries to ade-
quately and properly tax those companies they seek 
to tax, but they lack the moral courage to do so. The 
United States has a system where any American citi-
zen has to pay taxes on their income anywhere in the 
world. So if they have applied that tax framework to 
individuals, there must be a mechanism they can ap-
ply so that companies that are legitimately American 
companies can also pay taxes no matter where they 
are in the world, because the companies that come 
here come here under legitimate, legal authority. And 
the implication globally is that they come here some-
how subverting legislation and that . . . that colours 
our reputation, Mr. Speaker. 

So we need a multitude of attacks on this is-
sue. We will stand side by side with the Government 
in doing so, but it has to be a much more robust at-
tack. It cannot be simply one which concedes author-
ity to people (and to organisations in my view) which 
do not have the authority. And I listened to the Hon-
ourable Premier say recently that you need courage in 
order to properly lead. I would encourage the Premier, 
and I would encourage the OBA Government, to 
demonstrate courage in the international arena. 

Yes, we are a colony. Britain has certain con-
stitutional powers over us. But we still have a voice. 
So let us use that voice. Let us engage in the spirit of 
collaboration that everyone says they are committed 
to. We will work with you to ensure that Bermuda’s 
interests are better protected than they are now. It is 
our solemn commitment and we stand ready to do so. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East, MP Roban. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker.  

I do not wish to speak long on this, perhaps 
merely just to echo the comments of the Honourable 
Opposition Leader and the Honourable Member who 
just took his seat as to the potential gravity that is be-
fore us with what seems to have been certainly very 
clear since 2008, but even had shadows of it prior to 
that.  

Honourable Members on the other side, like 
the Honourable Member Grant Gibbons who was 
once a Finance Minister had, himself, to deal with 
these challenges in his capacity. His value will be de-
cided by history, Mr. Speaker. But I am willing to just 
identify that this is a long-standing issue that Bermuda 
has faced going back to the mid-90s with the OECD 
then seeking to scrutinise our Island and its activities 
within the area of financial services and the Bermuda 
Government having to use its own means (with little 
help from the UK) to represent itself around these is-
sues. And it was certainly done successfully. 

But as has been repeated by the Honourable 
Opposition Leader, the goalposts have continuously 
changed around these issues. And it was a goalpost 
that created this regime of the need for Tax Informa-
tion Exchange Agreements that we have quite suc-
cessfully taken on and actually created with a number 
of nation states. But it does appear as if the goalposts 
continue to change. And even how a former Govern-
ment dealt with this issue may be very different than 
the current Government has to deal with the issue in 
that despite the fact that we are on the executive of 
the Global Forum, despite having been appropriately 
labelled “largely compliant,” as the Honourable Fi-
nance Minister said, despite moving from Grey List to 
White List, we have moved as a country quite suc-
cessfully away when certain criteria were set in front 
of us to successfully move away from being in an area 
that had us under certain negative scrutiny.  
 And just to slightly digress, I even remember 
an Honourable Member who sits in the chair of Fi-
nance for the Government now, and in another place, 
some years ago suggest that we as a country need to 
be suspicious of supranational organisations like the 
IMF [International Monetary Fund] when the Govern-
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ment (of that time) sought to meet certain require-
ments. We were under certain review by the IMF at 
the time and . . . certainly in another chair that Hon-
ourable Member did suggest that we should shed 
some suspicion on this sort of encroachment. 

Well, it is ironic now that that Honourable 
Member . . . and I am not saying this to disparage the 
Honourable Member. I am just saying it is interesting 
how the history of these activities go and that here we 
now find ourselves, again, meeting another goalpost 
put up by the G8 and the G20 just mere months ago, 
for which we had to go over and the Honourable Pre-
mier and the Finance Minister had to suffer an audi-
ence with the Prime Minister of the UK to pledge that 
we are going to sign certain multilateral agreements. 
You know, goalposts are constantly being changed. 
And I suggest, as the Honourable Opposition Leader 
has said, there are going to be more goalposts put up. 

I do not believe that irrespective of even Mr. 
Cameron, Mr. Speaker, saying that we are not a tax 
haven [that] that is going to matter, because we have 
heard that before. We have heard Ministers of state 
responsible for Bermuda repeatedly say, after having 
had the opportunity to, I guess, understand what Ber-
muda does, say they are not a tax haven. But then 
again [in] a couple of years, the goalposts are moved 
again, and we become labelled again.  

This seems to be a constant (and I hate to 
say) “game,” Mr. Speaker, because it seems like they 
are playing a game with our lives, with our livelihood, 
with Bermuda’s interests. And all territories, not only 
Bermuda, but the other Overseas Territories [OT] that 
are involved with offshore financial services, seem to 
all be subjected to this effort with the developed na-
tions who are (as the Honourable Opposition Leader 
said) starved for tax revenue, and are looking around 
for low-hanging fruit. Almost like . . . you know how it 
is in Bermuda when rats begin to appear in your yard. 
It is usually because something where they live has 
been disturbed, and they usually go out and find 
somewhere else to live, or are foraging for food; or a 
food source has been taken away from them or their 
habitat has been disturbed. It is almost like that—rats 
looking for other places to go and to forage from other 
places. That is what it seems like.  

Now, I am not trying to suggest that our 
friends are rats, Mr. Speaker. Let me just make it 
clear. I am just . . . it is just an analogy, right?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: It is just analogy.  

When places like the city of London and Wall 
Street find themselves starved for capital, they seem 
to want to forage somewhere else, to look for . . . 
Where can we get revenue?  

When the stock exchanges are not performing 
well, when economies are not doing as well, Wall 
Street and London and other financial centres look for 

other places to find the revenue from which they are 
starved. And it seems like Bermuda, irrespective of 
our efforts to deal with things like International Coop-
eration (Tax Information Exchange Agreements) 
Amendment Act 2013 and doing our best to ensure 
that we are working within the framework that basi-
cally the international community has set, Mr. Speaker  
. . . And we have been doing this for quite some time 
going back to the tax arrangement with the US signed 
in 1986. 

We have been abiding by these guidelines, 
and it can be argued that we have become somewhat 
a victim of our success, which is why the IMF and the 
OECD and others have come to sort of poke into our 
affairs. And as the Honourable Member Mr. Brown 
has said, they are even trying to direct us as to how 
we tax ourselves internally, as has been stated, when 
our tax regime has been in place for over a century to 
appease to our domestic needs.  

Clearly, we have not been relying on aid and 
outside funding from either the UK or the United 
States or Canada, or any other of these large powers 
to fund our affairs. Unlike some of even our other col-
leagues as Overseas Territories that are dependent 
on aid money. They are dependent on greater over-
sight, not only for their governmental affairs, but also 
their financial affairs. We know what has happened 
recently with Turks and [Caicos]—more reliant—and 
even Montserrat. So we are not as reliant and we 
have somewhat successfully . . . well, yes, actually 
successfully. Have for quite . . . for, like, generations 
maintained a fairly sustainable, self-governing 
mechanism for raising revenue internally and dealing 
with most of our internal affairs. Certainly, our consti-
tutional framework reflects that. But here we are being 
pressured in ways that are extraordinary, under the 
scrutiny of supranational bodies.  

I commend (as I did earlier today) the effort of 
the Premier when he was in the UK to stand up for 
Bermuda and that is what Premiers do. I commend 
him for the efforts, along with his colleagues that were 
over there. But as I think has been articulated by both 
the Opposition Leader and by my honourable col-
league, we may need to change tactics. We may need 
to develop a strategy that will require us to be less 
compliant with some of the articulations and the inter-
ests which the UK Government, in particular.  

As far as I am concerned . . . and I will say 
this (I am not asking anybody else to endorse what I 
am saying): I have the view that the UK Government 
in 2008 threw us under the bus when it came to the 
whole issue of tax avoidance and now they call it . . . 
what do they call it now? Tax avoidance— 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Tax harmonisation. That was 
called something else a couple of years ago.  
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So they keep changing even the terminology 
for the same thing. And so we as a country are forced 
to use our hard-earned domestic tax dollars to defend 
our position overseas, frankly, in a world that the Brit-
ish are supposed to constitutionally be holding for us, 
not throwing us under the bus, not subjecting us to 
this extraordinary supranational scrutiny, which harms 
our domestic interests, and requiring us to invest 
money in even having representation abroad—have a 
Washington office, have a London office—just to 
watch what is going to happen in Whitehall next, what 
is going to happen in Washington next.  

And that is domestic money that could be 
here funding relevant programmes here in Bermuda, 
helping people in different ways. But we have to send 
it abroad to maintain certain structures overseas, as if 
we were an independent country, just to look over our 
affairs in these other jurisdictions around the OECD in 
Brussels, around . . . or what is happening in Wash-
ington, around what is happening in London, and do-
ing all these other things. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I applaud the efforts of the 
Government thus far. I believe they are well-
intentioned and are determined to ensure that our in-
terests are properly represented. But I would suggest, 
and I believe my other colleagues have suggested, 
that other tactics may need to be devised. Even dif-
ferent from what the PLP Government itself had to 
deploy when it was dealing with the issue of the TIEAs 
and the blacklist. They may need to think of new 
strategies to appropriately defend and represent Ber-
muda in the international marketplace as it appears as 
if this onslaught from the other developed jurisdictions 
like the United States, like the UK, and others is going 
to continue.  

They are going to continue to move the goal-
posts around us. And this will put further stress on our 
ability to be an open marketplace for international fi-
nancial services. I believe it is going to put more pres-
sure on us because that is not an industry that loves 
or sort of covets further regulatory frameworks to have 
to abide by. That puts costs on their ability to operate 
and do business as it puts costs on us in having to 
provide the regulation. So we may have to have an 
even stronger and robust approach to this.  

This is not a criticism of the current Govern-
ment’s efforts. It is, as my Honourable Leader and 
other colleagues have said . . . we stand with the 
Government with these issues. And we will support 
what they do to ensure that Bermuda’s interests 
around this piece of legislation and whatever else has 
to be done, and anything else that they are confronted 
with in the international marketplace is required be-
cause this is about Bermuda. It is Bermuda’s interests 
and that pertains to all of us and it is important that we 
stand together in defending it to whatever part of the 
globe is required. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Gov-
ernment Whip, MP Cole Simons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I had no intention of speaking, 
but I was motivated by the comments made by a 
number of— 
 
The Speaker: If everybody who said they have no 
intention of speaking . . . we would have no speeches 
in this House! 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I know, I know. 
 Mr. Speaker, I sat here and listened. And I 
thought I would bring some reality into some of this 
debate, because I work in this space. 
 Mr. Speaker, as you know, international busi-
ness is a global business that continues to evolve and 
will evolve for the rest of my life. And we cannot con-
fuse tax exchange information with the different sys-
tems of taxation that we have. 
 This debate today is about those two issues. 
Now I agree, and I will defend to the very end the cur-
rent tax system used by Bermuda Government. And I 
think the Premier is right. And I think the Opposition is 
right in defending our tax system. We have a con-
sumer-based system and the US has an income-
based system. And the reality is France has an in-
come-based system and those high net worth indi-
viduals that have money are saying, We have a 
choice now. We can arbitrage the different systems 
and move to different countries. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, more than ever a number 
of US citizens have begun to renounce their US citi-
zenship because they believe that their tax structure is 
wrong and it is costing them too much money to live 
and it is taxing them far too much. 

The French people, for the top bracket their 
income taxes are at 75 per cent. And what are the 
French people doing? They are making decisions and 
moving to other jurisdictions. And so tax competition is 
a real issue, and it will be an issue for the rest of my 
life and the rest of your life. And people will adjust and 
find the right system that is most appropriate for them. 
So we will always have tax competition by jurisdiction 
and people will adjust their lifestyles, they will adjust 
their domiciles, [and] they will adjust their residences 
accordingly. As was said earlier, it is up to the gov-
ernments to decide what system is most appropriate 
for them economically. 

I want to go to the tax exchange information 
side of the equation. Mr. Speaker, I believe that we 
are, as a practitioner in this industry, a bit too paranoid 
in believing that it is only us that has been really, 
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really impacted by this. And I am saying “us.” I mean 
the offshore. So I am speaking for Bermuda, Cayman, 
Isle of Man, and Jersey. The reality is a lot of G10 
countries have signed up to FACTA. They have 
signed up to the Financial Action Task Force. They 
have signed up to multilateral agreements and they, 
too, are abiding by the same regulations. So it is not 
just Bermuda and they are not just aiming at Ber-
muda, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, keep the chatter 
down a little. It is kind of loud.  

Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: And so, Mr. Speaker, I think 
we need to recognise that this is the order of today. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have clients that are invested 
in funds in the UK, in Switzerland, in Luxembourg, and 
in Japan and they are now beginning to come back to 
me as a service provider and ask for this information 
for their shareholders. So they are doing the same 
thing that we have to do—these G20 countries. So it 
is not just the offshore centres that are providing this 
exchange of information. 
 I was in New York on business in October and 
I spoke to my counterpart. I said to her, How is 
FACTA impacting you? You are actually in New York, 
you are a US institution. And she said to me, Cole, it 
is unbelievable. We have a lot of international clients 
and we have to comply with all of the treaties that 
those countries have with the US. And so just as we 
have to comply treaty by treaty, they are doing the 
same thing because a lot of these major financial cen-
tres have international clientele. 

So it is not just Bermuda that is facing this is-
sue. We have chosen to play in the international fi-
nancial service space. This is the order of the day. A 
lot of the multi-national corporations are de-risking 
their books of business and saying, This is my core. I 
am sticking to my core and any other ancillary busi-
ness that will provide more risk to our books we are 
getting rid of. And if it means that we are not sure of 
the type of business that clients are involved in, they 
are gone. We are not going to compromise our repu-
tation.  

If the companies do not compromise their 
reputation, then their countries will not have their 
reputations compromised because business is trans-
acted in companies and companies are located in ju-
risdictions. All the cases that we see in court today 
that involve various jurisdictions basically stem from 
transactions within companies that are domiciled in 
those jurisdictions. So you have . . . if the company is 
clean, the jurisdiction will be clean, Mr. Speaker. 

So I would humbly submit (as the Shadow At-
torney General always says) that we cannot be too 
paranoid on the exchange of information treaties. It is 

the order of the day. The large countries are required 
to subscribe to it, the offshore centres are required to 
subscribe to it, and as long as we are in international 
business, we all have to subscribe to it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Learned Member from Sandys North, constituency 36, 
MP Michael Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, very dangerous 
pharmaceutical drugs are the order of the day (speak-
ing to my friend the Honourable Member Mr. Simon’s 
last comment as he took his seat). Very dangerous 
drugs that make us feel suicidal or give us a sense of 
. . . infect our blood. But they are becoming . . . they 
are pushed on us. The fact that it is the order of the 
day to have TIEAs does not mean that we have to 
cave into them.  
 
An Hon. Member: We don’t have to. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And we must not. This is a 
time for vigilance. This is a time for vigilance, and I 
heard that theme being expressed by the Leader of 
the Opposition who spoke directly after the Finance 
Minister, Mr. Richards, today—the Honourable Mem-
ber. This is a time for vigilance.  
 We fear this kind of outcome, Mr. Speaker, in 
this jurisdiction. We are a services jurisdiction that is 
providing tax neutrality. We are an environment where 
we attract businesses because of our low tax nature, 
and we have got to protect it. The undesired outcome 
for Bermuda is to have our dollar to the US dollar ratio 
eroded from 1:1. It is to avoid getting into the position 
where some supranational organisation has to start 
lending aid to this country. This is where we must be 
vigilant. 
 International rules to be imposed on countries, 
Mr. Speaker, to minimise the tax . . . to minimise the 
revenues of multinationals is a squabble that is going 
on big time between countries other than Bermuda 
and France, as the Minister of Finance indicated. It is 
certainly going on between two larger countries—the 
United States and France. So France has this concept 
. . . I think it is . . . they have been described as “sta-
tists.” The two most recent presidents, Sarkozy and 
Hollande, believe that all the problems of that country 
will be solved by bigger government. This is their ap-
proach. And it is completely different from, [and a] 
contradistinction to, the United States who believes in 
a more market-driven economy. 
 
An Hon. Member: In theory. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: In theory.  
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 So when France seeks to impose, as they 
sought to do, international tax rules on multinationals 
in France—Google, notably, and Amazon—the United 
States had to push back. So we have an ally even in 
the United States who is in a similar battle.  

I heard the Minister of Finance describe Ber-
muda as a “minnows,” but I subscribe to what the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Roban, and the Leader of 
the Opposition have said, we have to become activ-
ists. They were seeking to prevent one of the most 
high-performing multinational technology companies 
in the world from making revenue, making a profit. 
And the United States pushed back.  

The Minister of Finance for France wanted to 
link taxes to the collecting of data . . . of data users, or 
of all of us. And so this is how the French Government 
is . . . this is the approach of the French Government. 
And so when they make these pushes against Ber-
muda with the kinds of claims that they make . . . I 
want us to be aware, as the Honourable Member Mr. 
Simons said, that Bermuda is not the only target in the 
crosshairs of France. But, you know, France did not 
succeed in these kinds of actions and growing their 
government is not going to be a pleasant outcome for 
them. 

I am not suggesting that we should not have 
any reason to fear these reputational attacks on us by 
a country such as France. But if we align ourselves 
with the United States as a classic trading partner 
(and they have been for years), that is one level of 
advocacy that we can pursue as opposed to just re-
garding ourselves as sitting ducks, or minnows.  

This is a world where we are living in an in-
formation age. Remarkably, the power of putting out 
your case gets a heavier impact today than it ever did. 
So aligning ourselves, making our meetings and our 
alliances, with the United States and with Switzerland 
(who has been making similar kinds of speeches as 
the Opposition Leader has made, and that the Hon-
ourable Members Mr. Brown and Mr. Roban have 
been making) . . . making these kinds of alliances will 
assist us. This is where Bermuda should be spending 
its energy, and not regarding ourselves as minnows 
about to be consumed.  

And we should use information. To the extent 
that it is possible, where we have these large judicial 
bodies that will consider and hear cases, our attor-
neys in this country . . . Madam Shadow [Attorney 
General] and Mr. Attorney General are attorneys in 
this country and ought to be more activist too in fight-
ing in our corner wherever justice requires that we do 
it. 

So we have a multi-pronged approach where 
we protect our interests. We are being vigorous and 
vigilant in protecting our interests. 

Mr. Speaker, the OECD is based in Paris and 
they have been responsible for these rules and regu-
lations which we have been subscribing to and all of 
the hurdles we have been hopping through. They are 

in Paris, and France is the very country which is pri-
marily responsible for this untoward activity towards 
the United States and, we have been hearing, towards 
this country. We need to be vigilant that things that 
come out of the OECD and the culture that is 
spawned out of the French Government is carefully 
watched. And there should be more resistance today.  

The world has changed even from the time 
when we were making and signing the TIEAs (as re-
cently as three or four years ago). The world has 
changed; it is becoming more aggressive. It requires, 
therefore, a change of policy from us. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not just . . . and we heard 
from the Honourable Members, Mr. Brown and Mr. 
Roban, it is not only France who has been targeting 
us. The UK—the mother country, the administering 
power for this country—have not been our friends on 
many occasions in this area of financial services and 
attacking our jurisdiction. The Public Accounts Com-
mittee Chairman lined up and hauled before its Com-
mittee in the United Kingdom the Chairman of Google, 
once again—I think we have been hearing about 
this—had Google’s Chairman for Northern Europe 
come before it and she accused this Google of being 
evil, only because it was simply trying to minimise its 
tax payments.  

We have heard about it with Starbucks in 
England. And so Britain will act in its own interests 
and this is what the Honourable Member Mr. Roban 
was saying. Britain will act in its own interests and it 
will completely overlook the fact that constitutionally it 
is meant to be protecting its territories. 

So Britain, France, and there may be others, 
are engaged in a philosophical policy—for France it is 
large government, for Britain it is reducing the impact 
of the departure of tax revenues out of its jurisdiction 
and into countries such as Bermuda, Cayman, et cet-
era. And this is what they will do. But we must be vigi-
lant. And I come back to it, to the extent where it is 
necessary for us to be judicially activist, then we 
should be.  

And we should form alliances. This Govern-
ment and any future governments should form alli-
ances as urgently as we can with countries such as 
Switzerland and the United States who will take the 
line that we are . . . against this exchange of informa-
tion that is both . . . and the publication of it and look 
for and inform the world—the global community—
about better ways of managing this whole question. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Economic Development, Dr. Grant Gib-
bons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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 Mr. Speaker, the debate on the U.S.A.–
Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013 has 
ranged rather broadly, I would say. And I guess I 
would like to make a few comments (I hope I will not 
be too long). 
 I think it would be fair to say that there was 
some consternation raised earlier about the fact that 
the goalposts are changing. And I think those of us 
who have been up here for a while probably know that 
the goalposts are always changing, and they have 
been changing for a long time in Bermuda’s history. 
And the remarkable thing is that Bermuda has always 
done pretty well through it.  

I mean, you can go back to some of the is-
sues with respect to a lot of our tourism business and 
retail here. Bermuda used to do a wonderful business 
in china and wool sweaters and cashmere and things 
of that sort. And lo and behold, the US came along 
and they lowered the tariff between the US and the 
UK and all of a sudden that business started to disap-
pear very quickly. 
 I can remember back in 1997 when the whole 
issue of anti-money laundering first came up and the 
British were basically twisting our arms rather strongly 
that they wanted Bermuda to be the first ones out of 
the gate to put in anti-money laundering legislation. 
And, needless to say, it was not a contest that we 
wanted to be first across the line on. But the fact of 
the matter is that at the time (you will probably re-
member this, Mr. Speaker) a lot of people were say-
ing, This is the end of our international business. It is 
going to go somewhere else. And, lo and behold, I 
think we did what I think we are pretty good at—which 
is, living by our wits and understanding when we need 
to make moves, and when we do not. 

I think the bottom line here is, clearly, we have 
to be on our toes. And that is precisely what the Attor-
ney General and the Government are doing here in 
trying to bring this legislation to say we need to adjust 
our rules of play in order to be able to work through 
this so we are not dead centre in the gun sights, but 
we are able to essentially move slightly to the side 
here. 

I remember very clearly back in 1997/98 when 
we were targeted as a harmful tax jurisdiction by the 
OECD. The Overseas Territories were summoned to 
the UK to answer for these reprehensible sins about 
being a harmful tax jurisdiction, and I can remember 
saying in discussion with the other OTs and some of 
the British Ministers there (in fact, Mr. Balls who is 
now the Shadow [Chancellor]), What are you talking 
about? You have French hairdressers incorporating 
their [businesses] in London in the UK to avoid French 
tax. London is as serious a tax jurisdiction as any 
around, and Delaware is sort of like that as well.  

I think the issue, Mr. Speaker, though, is . . . 
and I think we have to recognise that (and it is one of 
my favourite expressions) chance favours the pre-
pared mind. And one of the reasons we have interna-

tional business here is because somebody under-
stood that there was an opportunity in changing goal-
posts, in things moving around. And that is what we 
need to be very good at. Simply going out and trying 
to take a frontal assault on the US or the UK (or what-
ever else) is not going to get us anywhere.  

We are not David to Goliath in this match. We 
have to be nimble and we have to be very clever in 
terms of how we approach this. Some of it is done 
publicly, but, as I think Honourable Members on both 
sides have said, some of it needs to be very carefully 
strategised in the appropriate committees—whether 
they are US Appropriations [or] Ways and Means, 
things of that sort. But it has to be thought through 
very carefully and it has to be done not in a loud, sort 
of vociferous way because we simply do not have the 
resources here or the ability to shout as loud as a lot 
of the other people out there. We need to be very tac-
tical and very careful and calculated in our approach. 

I guess I am optimist, Mr. Speaker. We have 
been doing it for some time. We have been doing it 
probably for hundreds of years when you come right 
down to it. But the fact of the matter is that every time 
presents its challenges. Every time presents what I 
will call serious concerns about where things are go-
ing. But the fact of the matter is, I do not think it is time 
to say, as Chicken Little would, The sky is falling. It is 
all over. We are still a long way away from any sce-
nario of that sort.  

Should we be concerned? Absolutely. In the 
same way we should have been concerned in 1996 
and 1998 when the AML [Anti-Money Laundering] and 
some of the other provisions came through. But the 
fact of the matter is if we think this through carefully, 
and we basically choose our timing, I think we will 
come through this, as we have a lot of other things, 
fairly well. 

It is kind of interesting in a way, as well, be-
cause a lot of people have felt that . . . maybe a little 
paranoia is good, that all this is targeted— 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
[Gavel] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: There is a sense that 
all of this is targeted at Bermuda.  

I think as my honourable colleague, Cole 
Simons, has said (and I think others have said as 
well), the fact of the matter, when you look at things 
like FACTA—which the US simply unilaterally decided 
they were going to do—is that it does not just affect 
Bermuda; it affects any other country that has a US 
citizen.  

One of the interesting things about this ex-
pression, that every action has an equal and opposite 
reaction, is that if you are a US citizen these days and 
you are trying to open a bank account in Europe, best 
of British luck to you! No bank wants to touch you. 
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 So I think sometimes what you find in these 
things . . . and I think the amount of pushback on 
some of this compliance stuff, onshore as well, is 
really starting to build. I think these things go through 
cycles and I suspect that, obviously, we are going to 
go through a period where it is going to be reasonably 
aggressive. We are going to feel like we are the vic-
tim. We should not. We should be basically looking for 
opportunities here in the same way we have looked at 
our opportunities over the years. 
 So I think, yes, we should be concerned about 
it. Yes, we need to think carefully about it. But, no, we 
do not need to overreact on this and basically make 
the situation worse. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 It looks like that is all the speeches. 
 Minister, would you like to reply? 
 Minister Attorney General. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have to say that I have enjoyed listening to 
the debate. I thought that it was going to be one of 
these that everybody left and we, you and I— 
 
The Speaker: No, it was a good . . . It was a good 
debate, sir. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Absolutely. 
 [But] I thought that it was going to be one of 
these that everybody left and we, you and I, Mr. 
Speaker, and a couple of others—as we have seen in 
the past with some of the amendments (which I totally 
understand)—and then everybody floods back into the 
Chamber for adjournment. So it was nice to hear that 
Members are . . . you know— 
 
The Speaker: Paying attention. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —taking this type of interest, 
particularly in this area, which some might describe as 
soporific but . . . You know, I do not think we are all 
beyond having a good sleep over certain things, but 
this is one of those [things] that people seem to real-
ise the significance of. 

I concur with the comment that I heard inter-
polated by the Honourable Opposition Leader in say-
ing that we have been under-reacting for a number of 
years. Some may think that there is some truth in that. 
I think that what I am troubled by is some of the other 
speeches from honourable colleagues, with great re-
spect. [And] we do not want to go to an overreaction 
either.  

I think that probably the right analogy here is, 
Let’s not bite our nose off to spite our face, because 
those who certainly know me personally . . . I have 
been something of a pugilist over the years in my 
sporting life. And one has to know when to really get 

into a good hard fight and when to dance around a 
little bit and even retreat if necessary. And if you stick 
your head in too quickly and too aggressively you are 
liable to get a good black eye, or worse. I think that is 
a fair analogy as it relates to this. 

My honourable colleague, the Honourable Fi-
nance Minister, you know, made the correct analogy, I 
think, with all respect of the minnows and the sharks. 
And I heard my honourable and learned friend, Mr. 
Scott, say, Well, it is time to band together. But I can 
assure you that getting three minnows together in the 
shark tank, you are going to get gobbled up equally as 
quickly because you are going to be grouped in . . . 
you know, in the same type of thing. 

I think that whilst it has been an interesting 
debate. And I say this with great respect, because I 
know that my honourable and learned friend, Ms. Wil-
son, certainly, having been in this position, clearly has 
an understanding of it. It is perhaps that Members do 
not. And this is not any criticism because it is a work 
in progress and it is a lot of in-depth legalese. But 
[they] do not perhaps appreciate the in-depth nature 
of these TIEAs, and the type of situation that we find 
ourselves in. And it is not the situation where one can 
stand up, stick one’s chest out, and say, Well, you can 
all get stuffed. We are going to do our own thing. And 
there were overtones of that, as by way of suggestion 
in the Opposition saying, We would kind of like join 
with you with that type of approach. 

The Honourable Member, Mr. Walton Brown, 
asked, Well, what is the effect of this? Well, with re-
gard to the French, I can tell you this—their bargaining 
chip is to outrightly slam a tax on their citizens of like 
75 per cent. You know, that is the threat of it. If you 
are found to be dealing with a country that they do not 
consider to be compliant, we are going to tax you out 
of existence. And that is the reason maybe some of 
them are going to leave. And we have seen some 
high profile cases of this. This is a moving, complex 
area.  

So when we talk about things like people giv-
ing up citizenship—I heard that comment raised, you 
know, people giving up their US citizenship and all the 
rest of it—and moving somewhere else . . . okay, you 
want to open up our doors and say you can come be 
a citizen here? Wow! We can imagine the outcry on 
that one. You want to give up the US citizenship or 
your French citizenship? Come to Bermuda we will 
give you citizenship—hello. It has all gone quiet now. 
All right? We are not going to go down that path. And I 
know . . . I am pretty sure that is not what Honourable 
Members on the other side were suggesting when 
they think about it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So you have got to find a 
sensible middle ground. Now is the time for construc-
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tive diplomacy and engagement, not the time to stick 
your chest out. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member.  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The Honourable Member 
says we have no idea about diplomacy. I can tell you 
this: For the last 11 months I have been in some of 
these countries engaged in some of this diplomacy. 
And certainly, my Honourable Leader has been on a 
number of occasions. And people need to know this. 
That is what . . . they are having to be— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And he needs to be. He 
needs to be. And if Honourable Members do not— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, if Honourable 
Members do not get . . . I do not know if that is a criti-
cism, that he is away every couple of weeks— which 
is not the case. But the Honourable Premier has been 
away. The Honourable Finance Minister, Immigration, 
I as Attorney General have been away, [if they] do not 
get why then that tells you why they cannot be the 
Government, and why they should not be the Gov-
ernment. If they do not get what we are having to do, 
that explains it to me, and it should explain it to the 
country, because they clearly are not following the plot 
as to what is going on. 
 I will give you an example. The TIEAs ar-
rangement is why we are here today, and I do not— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
An Hon. Member: Intellectual dishonesty. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Intellectual dishonesty. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, let us . . . every-
one has an opportunity to speak. I do not mind when 
Members are speaking, but let us have a bit of order. 
 Thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Sometimes one gets the feel-
ing that they have read the calls notes or the “[For] 
Dummies” guides (which I am fond of all the Dummies 
guides in certain places) without getting into the real 
in-depth of it. 

The TIEA arrangements are very in-depth. 
And if they wrote it they should have a better under-
standing of it. And you would think that all the Mem-
bers would have actually, before they came [here] 

today, [read] it and really understood it. And you 
would have thought one more thing, Mr. Speaker: 
That they all would have read—they all would have 
read—before they came [here] today. I am sure the 
Honourable and Learned Shadow Attorney General 
read the recent Court of Appeal judgment cover to 
cover. I know because I did that case on behalf of the 
Government. I knew what was at stake. So I am sure 
they all sat and read— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Of course. Nobody is going 
to be surprised by that. We had to do it, though. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But see, that type of interpo-
lation . . . clearly not understanding— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Attorney General, it would 
be better for you to concentrate on the Speaker, not 
the interpolations. 
 Let me handle those interpolations. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, please. 
 Carry on, Attorney General. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, it is easy to 
come up here and wax eloquent about stick your 
chest out and be this and what is the effect and all the 
rest of it. I do not know who it is that we are grand-
standing for when those types of comments come 
across. But what it reflects, Mr. Speaker, is that they 
really do not understand the depth of the situation.  

If you understood it, then, obviously, you 
would be able to quote chapter and verse on what the 
outcome of that Court of Appeal judgment was, and 
the significance of it, and why we are here today hav-
ing to amend the law in the way that we are. Because 
one of the things that seems to be lost on all Members 
on the other side that were just speaking is that that 
particular case related to a criminal investigation and 
that came out.  

So we are in that position of these agree-
ments on the tax exchange information treaties. We 
are serving as a conduit. They are international trea-
ties, agreements made with other nations that every-
body is going to comply with this. We are going to 
comply and operate by the same rules so that it bene-
fits you and it benefits us. 
 So this type of, with respect, nonsensical ap-
proach of, I don’t know why we are signing all of these 
TIEAs. We don’t need to sign that one. That is just not 
how it works in the real world, in real diplomatic rela-
tions with other international countries. That is not the 
way that it works, that is not real-world stuff, Mr. 
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Speaker. Real-world stuff is that you sign up to these 
things so they are mutually beneficial, so that you are 
looked at in a good light, so that you are compliant. 
And in doing that— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And the position with regard 
to the TIEAs (and this is the best way to put it) which 
was put forward—they clearly do not have an under-
standing of this—is when you sign up to those TIEAs 
you serve effectively as a conduit. So when a country 
makes an application for information Bermuda is 
merely the conduit to ensure that they have the right 
to follow up on their laws with regard to their investiga-
tions.  
 And the case that was in the Court of Appeal 
related to a criminal investigation—that word has not 
been mentioned here today— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And the Opposition does not 
seem to get that. That part of these TIEA arrange-
ments are other countries making requests on the ba-
sis of a criminal investigation going on in their country. 
So if we want to start to suggest that we want to stick 
our chest out and resile from supporting other coun-
tries that we have agreements with to investigate 
criminal conduct, can one imagine— 
 
An Hon. Member: Who is saying that? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, that is what is being 
suggested. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: If we are saying— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order. Enough! I can-
not handle this here. Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Honourable Learned Member is mislead-
ing the House. No one on this side has insinuated 
sticking our chest up— 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is fine. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: We made it clear that we want 
to work in cooperation because this is about strategic 
interests, Mr. Speaker. 
 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: All this theatre is not— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Carry on. Carry on, Honour-
able Member. 
 If you could . . . yes, if you could stay off that 
line just a little bit in terms of— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, it was all about 
a chest stick-out sort of thing. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am talking about with re-
spect to strategy, which is what seems to be lost.  

So I am pleased that at least it seems to be 
okay, we are on the same foot and agreeing with it. It 
is just that it seemed to take a tack on approach. You 
know, we have to do these things. It is essential that 
they are done. It is a moving goalpost; it will move 
again. It will continue. It is not just going to . . . we are 
not going to pass these laws and stick where we are 
and be able to sit down and say, There you go, we’re 
done. It is a moving target. We have to get on with it 
and we have to get on with getting this legislation 
done. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 
 

HOUSE VISITOR 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Honourable Member, you need to send . . . 
and just before you do, we just want to recognise in 
the Gallery, sitting just near me here, the former 
Member of Parliament, Gerald Simons. He is in the 
House, a former Minister of the Government.  
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Welcome to the House. 

Attorney General? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I seem to have lost my [For] Dummies 
guide— 
 
The Speaker: Take your time. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It got picked up . . . I move 
the Bill now be committed. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Thank you. 
 It has been moved that the Bill now go to 
Committee. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
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 There are none. 
 I will ask the Deputy Speaker, Mrs. Roberts-
Holshouser, if she would please take the Chair [of 
Committee]. 
 
[Pause] 
 

House in Committee at 3:11 pm 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 

U.S.A.—BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill titled U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Convention 
Amendment Act 2013.  
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 This is the U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Convention 
Amendment Bill 2013. 

By way of explanation, this Bill amends the 
U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Convention Act 1986 (the 
“principal Act”) by repealing provisions empowering 
the Minister to issue notices to require production of 
information in response to requests for information 
under the Act. In substitution to the Minister’s powers 
to require information, provision is made for the Minis-
ter to apply to the Supreme Court for a production or-
der to require that a person referred to in a request 
and named in the production order deliver to the Min-
ister information referred to in the request. The Bill 
amends the principal Act further to make provision 
that is consequential and connected to the foregoing. 

 
The Chairman: Members, there are amendments 
which you will have in your possession shortly. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to the Bill? 
 Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises Mrs. Kim N. Wilson, 
Shadow Attorney General and Shadow Minister of 
Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I am somewhat speechless, and that is quite 
odd for me. We went through a similar exercise last 
week and I have just been shown an amendment . . . 

so you might . . . if I could just have one minute to 
read the amendment that was just put in front of me 
concerning this Bill. 
 
The Chairman: Absolutely, absolutely. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Chairman: Turn your microphone on. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I am sorry. Was the whole Bill 
moved, Madam Chairman? 
 
The Chairman: Yes, it was. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I am reading the amendment 
that just came in front of me as opposed to— 
 
The Chairman: And I want you to have the time that 
you need . . . so, take your time. 
 The amendment . . . if the Minister would read 
the amendment that is before us I think that would be 
helpful. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Contrary to [how] Members 
opposite work, it is actually like a team effort which 
includes the stuff being served. The amendments 
were served this morning, it is not with regard to . . . 
you might think that the Attorney General runs around 
doing everything himself. I know they may think that, 
but it does not work like that. All right? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So that is just . . . that is not 
how it goes. So with respect . . . with respect, these 
were all served this morning. I cannot speak as to why 
my friend does not have it. That is the way it goes. So 
I cannot speak to why my learned friend does not 
have it. They were all served this morning, the way 
they should be. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Madam Chairman, point of or-
der. 
 
The Chairman: Point of order. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: This Honourable Member, per-
haps not by design, is misleading the public to sug-
gest that these things were served. This is an 
amendment to a Bill that we are debating today . . . 
and that these amendments were served this morn-
ing. 
 It was served only literally three minutes ago, 
as well as to the other colleagues on the Opposition 
side. So to suggest that we received it when we got 
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here at ten o’clock is misinformation to the public. I 
just got it in my hand. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: With respect, my friend is 
quite right. I realise she just . . . what I should have 
said was they were delivered, as they should have 
been, to the House. 
 
The Chairman: Right. But I think what— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So the point that she just got 
it in her hands— 
 
The Chairman: I think that what is clear is that the 
Shadow and the Opposition have just received it in 
their possession. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I totally accept . . . so she 
needs more time to look at it. I have no issue with 
that. But they delivered . . . my honourable and 
learned friend knows how that works. They were de-
livered this morning. And it is not for me, with respect, 
to go and hand them out individually. It is not for me to 
hand them out individually. They were delivered. They 
know how that works. 
 
The Chairman: Member, if you would like to perhaps 
read the amendment just so that everyone can under-
stand what is before us. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: With regard to this, Madam 
Chairman, clause 3(e) is amended to say that (1) the 
newly inserted subsection 7 is amended (a) by delet-
ing “appeals such” and substituting “may seek review 
of the” and (b) by deleting “seven” and substituting 
“21.”  
 

POINT OF INFORMATION 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of information. 
 Again, and I do not believe for a moment that 
the Honourable Learned Attorney General would be 
attempting to mislead this House. I have been served 
with a copy of an amendment just a few moments ago 
that deals with nothing that was just read out. I believe 
what has been read out was what was tabled last 
week—and which I objected to at the last minute 
when those amendments reached me at 12:20.  
 The consolidated revised Bill that we received 
last week incorporates those two such amendments. 
Now I will invite my learned friend to correct me if I am 
incorrect. 
 
The Chairman: No, I would venture to say that in 
front of us . . . what we have just been given is indeed 

contrary to what was just raised. So you are abso-
lutely correct. 
 We are looking at the revisions that were just 
handed out, which reflect . . . and I will take the oppor-
tunity to read the amendments before us. 
 And that is “That the USA—Bermuda Tax 
Convention Amendment Bill 2013 be amended in 
clause 3, new subsection (1A) by deleting ‘28 days’ 
and substituting ‘21 days.’”  

That is what is before us on the Bill that we 
are discussing now. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: You are quite welcome. 
 
[Pause] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay, here we go. We are 
going to go through it— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I know, just letting you know. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, no, I know there is 
some intellect over there, that is why I was looking in 
one particular— 
 
The Chairman: Members. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: The Minister has— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The substituted Bill last week 
is what is causing the issue because of the moving 
target it was. My learned friend had the issue last 
week so we moved it to this week. 
 So she is quite right. The only amendment to 
the amended substituted Bill from last week, after 
judgment came out, is this particular one—which she 
has just been served with in her hand (which I totally 
get, which does not make it that convoluted). So if I go 
through them all clause by clause this will be the only 
one that is going to be amended today. 
 
The Chairman: Absolutely right. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Good? Okay. 
 So, therefore, before we get to that I will 
commence by moving clauses 1 and 2. 
 
The Chairman: Correct. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So clause 1 provides a cita-
tion for the Bill. 
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Clause 2 amends the principal Act in section 4 
to empower the Minister to accept requests for infor-
mation that do not fully state the required particulars 
under section 4(3) where the Minister determines that 
it is in the interest of Bermuda to do so. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 and 2? 
 There are no other Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 and 2. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I now move clause 3, which 
is the clause to be amended. 
 
The Chairman: Correct. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So the amendment to that 
clause is . . . I would move to amend that the U.S.A.—
Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Bill 2013 be 
amended in clause 3, the new substitution of (1A) by 
deleting “28 days” and substituting “21 days.” 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak on the amendment to clause 3? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, Madam Chairman. 
 Why move them from 28 to 21? 
 
The Chairman: Pardon me? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Why are we changing 28 to 
21? 
 
The Chairman: We are actually going to go clause by 
clause, so we will . . . if you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is a fair question. 
 
The Chairman: Ah! That is the amendment. 
 Thank you very much. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Health and Seniors, Zane J. S. De Silva, that had a 
question pertaining to the change from 28 days and 
substituting 21 days, which is the amendment before 
us. 
 Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: You see what a simple 
amendment it is? But it is a fair question. 
 That was just so we could be in accordance 
with the time for appeal, which is 21 days. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any other Members that 
would like to speak to clause 3? 
 Thank you. 

 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. 
 I just heard, I thought, the Honourable and 
Learned Attorney General indicate that that 21 days is 
consistent, so that it would be consistent with the time 
for filing an appeal. The Bill that I have before me 
speaks of no appeal, it speaks of a review. And I 
thought that was what we amended last week. So 
perhaps, unless I do not have the right Bill there is no 
provision for an appeal. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is relating to the appeal 
time in the Supreme Court Rules, with regard to the 
21 days; it is to be in accordance with that. It is not an 
appeal under this Act, this is a general provision. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am desperately losing my 
voice. I am not trying to be clever. That is in accor-
dance with Supreme Court Rules on 21 days, it is 21 
days for appeal if you are bringing a Supreme Court 
. . . so it is not going to be in this Act. It is the Rules of 
the Supreme Court. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clause 3? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Madam Chairman— 
 
The Chairman: Take your time. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: This is with respect to [new] sec-
tion 5 (8), provides for the Rules of court. Have I 
moved too fast? 
 
The Chairman: No, we are still on clause 3. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: [Clause] 3? 
 
The Chairman: Right. 
 Thank you, are there any other Members that 
would like to speak to clause 3? 
 No other Members. 
 Minister? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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The Chairman: Right. So we are going to go . . . we 
are going to look at approving [clauses] 1 [through] 3, 
okay? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, I have not, with respect, 
laid out what 3 is yet. I have just moved the amend-
ment— 
The Chairman: [Clauses] 1 and 2?  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: [Clauses] 1 and 2. Thank 
you. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 
[and] 2 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 and 2 approved.] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: We are on [clause] 3? 
 
The Chairman: Now we are on [clause] 3. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE 3 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, we were on the 
amendment to 3. That is what we just did. 
 
The Chairman: Please proceed. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay, thank you. 
 So clause 3 . . . it was a simple amendment to 
[clause] 3 from “28” to “21 days.” 

Clause 3 amends the principal Act in section 5 
as follows: The section heading is deleted and re-
placed with “Production orders.” Subsection (1) is re-
pealed and replaced with a subsection (1) which re-
quires the Minister to respond to requests for informa-
tion by applying to the Supreme Court for a production 
order that provides that a person referred to in the 
request must deliver to the Minister information re-
quired in a request.  

A new subsection (1A) is inserted to provide 
empowerment for the Supreme Court to consider the 
application for a production order and, where the court 
is satisfied that requirements for a request made have 
been fulfilled or that the Minister is justified in terms of 
the new section 4(5) for accepting the request, to 
make a production order requiring the person to whom 
the order relates to deliver to the Minister the informa-
tion referred to in the request or to give the Minister 

access to such information within a period of 28 days 
of the making of the production order. 

The clause makes consequential amend-
ments to subsections (3) and (4) and repeals subsec-
tion (5) to (10) and substitutes them with the following: 
The new subsection (5) provides for the time within 
which a production order is to be complied with, which 
is generally 28 days but power is given to the court to 
determine a different time or to entertain a request 
from the Ministry of Finance for a different time.  

The new subsection (6) enables the applica-
tion for a production order to be made ex parte to a 
judge in Chambers and it is to be heard in camera 
(that means in private).  

The new subsection (7) provides for the right 
for a person served with a production order to seek a 
review of the order within 21 days of the service of the 
order.  

The new subsection (8) provides the Rules of 
court to be made to provide for the discharge, varia-
tion, or review of production orders and to provide for 
proceedings in relation to production orders.  

The new subsection (9) requires that an offi-
cial of the Ministry of Finance who makes an applica-
tion for a production order must produce to the court a 
minute signed by the Minister of Finance authorising 
the officer to make the particular application for a pro-
duction order. 

 That is clause 3.  
 

The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members who would like to 
speak to clause 3 in its entirety? 
 There are no . . . thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I am just asking with respect to clause 3 [new 
section 5](8) which will make provision for the dis-
charge and variation of the production orders, et cet-
era. If the Learned and Honourable Attorney General 
could advise when we will see . . . or will he be tabling 
what those Rules of court relate to with respect to the 
discharge of those as per [clause] 3 [new section 
5](8). 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Those Rules are made by 
the Chief Justice which is the norm with regard to that 
type of revision. So when they are done then they can 
be dealt with accordingly. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clause 3 as amended? 
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 No other Members. 
 Minister . . . move clause— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I would move that clause 3 
be accepted— 
 
The Chairman: With amendments. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: With amendments . . . with 
the amendment. 
 
The Chairman: Amendment. 

It has been moved that clause 3 with the 
amendment be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 There are no objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
[Motion carried: Amendment to clause 3 passed.] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: If I could now move clause 4 
to the end of clause 8. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 It has been moved for clauses 4 through 8 . . . 
Minister. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 Clause 4 amends the principal Act to insert a 
new section 5A. The new section makes it an offence 
for any person who knows or suspects that the Minis-
ter is acting or proposing to act in response to a re-
quest to disclose such information to another person 
with the intention of prejudicing the implementation of 
the request received by the Minister. An offence is 
also committed under the section if a person makes a 
disclosure of information or other matter he has for the 
purpose of prejudicing investigations that may be 
made following a request. The exception to the re-
quirement not to disclose information is in the case of 
a professional legal adviser who discloses information 
to or a representative of a client who has been served 
with a production order and the information is dis-
closed for the purpose of giving legal advice. 
 Clause 5 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing and replacing section 7 to provide that where the 
Minister obtains any information under a production 
order made under section 5 or obtains any information 
under section 6 he shall keep such information confi-
dential, and may provide it to the requesting party and 
may make copies of such information if it relates to 
the request made. 
 Clause 6 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing and replacing section 9 with provisions that create 
offences for the contravention of a production order 
under section 5; for making a disclosure of information 

to prejudice the implementation of, or investigation 
relating to, a request, contrary to section 5A; for ob-
structing an officer executing a search warrant under 
section 6; for wilfully tampering or altering information 
being delivered pursuant to a production order, or for 
destroying or damaging information to be delivered 
pursuant to a production order. The penalty, where a 
person is found guilty of an offence, is a fine not ex-
ceeding $5,000 or imprisonment for a term not ex-
ceeding six months, or both such fine and imprison-
ment. 
 Clause 7 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing and replacing section 10 to provide for information 
to be given by the deposition of witnesses on oath or 
by original documents or copies of original documents 
certified or authenticated by a Notary Public, where a 
requests so stipulates and the production order makes 
such requirement. 
 Clause 8 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing section 12. With the change of regime regarding 
implementation of requests for assistance, the deci-
sion as to whether a person will be required to comply 
with a request for information shall now be based on 
the Supreme Court ruling to accept the Minister’s ap-
plication for the court to make a production order and 
not on the decision of the Minister to issue a notice. 
Review of the court’s ruling, and not judicial review of 
the Minister’s decision, will be the means of question-
ing the making of a production order. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 4 [through] 8? 
 There are no Members. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Chairman, I move 
that clauses 4 [through] 8 be approved. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 4 
[through] 8 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 There are no objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 4 through 8 passed.] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I now move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move that the Bill be re-
ported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House with the amendment. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Chairman: The Bill will be reported to the House 
with the amendment. 
 
[Motion carried: The U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Conven-
tion Amendment Act 2013 was considered by a 
Committee of the whole House and passed with one 
amendment in clause 3.] 
 
[Pause] 
 

House resumed at 3:31 pm 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 

U.S.A.—BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Members the U.S.A.—Bermuda 
Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013 has been ap-
proved with the amendment that was made on the 
floor. 
 We will move now to Order No. 2, the Second 
Reading of the International Cooperation (Tax Infor-
mation Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 2013. 
 I will recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Attorney General. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 
INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION (TAX INFORMA-
TION EXCHANGE AGREEMENTS) AMENDMENT 

ACT 2013  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
am afraid that my— 
 
The Speaker: Minister Pettingill. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —the clip with the guide to it 
was picked up (inadvertently I am sure). But I think 

that I can probably manage without it . . . I am just 
indicating that I do not have it right in front of me. 
 I would move now that the Second Reading of 
the International Cooperation (Tax Information Ex-
change Agreements) Amendment Act 2013 be com-
mitted. 
 
The Speaker: You want to just go straight into Com-
mittee?  
 All right. 
 Is there an objection to that? 
 Would you like to speak to it? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Sorry, no, no, Mr. Speaker. 
Be considered—I used the wrong term. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, absolutely. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I know you still want to hear 
it. 
 
The Speaker: Would you like to speak to it, Honour-
able Member? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, it was “consid-
ered.” I used the term “committed.” We are not quite 
at that stage, but hopefully it will get there quickly. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you said “committed.” 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I did, I did, I did. Maybe I 
should be committed the way I feel today. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: I am not going to say that, Honourable 
Member. But you . . . please continue on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, so if I may, for 
the indulgence of Honourable Members, I know they 
have already made speeches in relation to this. Effec-
tively I will briefly go through the brief as it pertains to 
this because it is in large part what I have already 
read. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present to the 
Honourable House now a Bill entitled the International 
Cooperation (Tax Information Exchange Agreements) 
Amendment Act 2013, commonly known as Ber-
muda’s Tax Information Exchange (TIEA) legislation. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I said before, these Bills have 
the overriding purpose to enhance Bermuda’s Tax 
Information Exchange framework in respect of all of 
Bermuda’s other bilateral and unilateral (EOI) rela-
tionships that are intended to be addressed. 
 Mr. Speaker, the primary purpose of the Bill is 
to amend our TIEA legislation to ensure consistency, 
transparency, and compliancy with international tax 
information exchange standards recommended by the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation Development 
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(OECD). Ministry of Finance officials were in Jakarta 
last week attending the OECD’s sixth annual Global 
Forum for Transparency and Exchange of Information 
for Tax Purposes and have now received Bermuda’s 
OECD Peer Report Phase rating. And I indicated ear-
lier, Mr. Speaker, with regard to the previous Bill, as is 
with this Bill, that I was pleased to inform that the rat-
ing of Bermuda was largely compliant. 
 Mr. Speaker, this Bill will address some of the 
recommendations included in the report by replacing 
the current practice of the Minister issuing a notice for 
information to persons in possession of requested 
information with a practice whereby the Minister would 
ask the court to issue a production order to the person 
in possession of the requested information. 
 Mr. Speaker, also significant (as I indicated 
before last week) is that the Court of Appeal ruled on 
a TIEA case in which the Government appealed 
against a Supreme Court ruling in a matter relating to 
Argentina, and I indicated what the court’s ruling was 
with regard to that. But more difficult is the question 
whether disclosure of the terms of the request in ad-
vance of court proceedings involved a breach of Arti-
cle 8 of the TIEA. “For practical reasons, it would 
clearly be unsatisfactory if proceedings had to be be-
gun before disclosure could be made.” That is from 
the Court of Appeal, which is in large part why we are 
addressing these issues now. 
 Mr. Speaker, amendments effected by the Bill 
will require the foreign countries’ EOI request to be 
shown to the court in ex parte hearing in camera. And 
if the court is satisfied after seeing the EOI request, 
the court may make a production order requiring the 
person in possession of the information to deliver the 
information to the Minister or give the Minister access 
to such information. 
 Mr. Speaker, the person receiving the court 
production order will not receive details of the informa-
tion in the request, but, rather, the production order 
will set out only the description of the information re-
quested from the person in Bermuda as it is articu-
lated in the request. 
 Mr. Speaker, you can see that the court pro-
duction order regime implemented by the Bill meets 
the requirements of confidentiality under our TIEA 
partner country . . . or what the TIEA partner countries 
expect Bermuda to follow. If these two Bills are not 
enacted there could be ongoing attempts by many 
persons in possession of the requested information to 
force the Minister to hand over the original EOI re-
quest even when the person has no intention or the 
time to file for judicial review, and, hence, there are no 
court proceedings in existence. 
 Mr. Speaker, [if] the Minister of Finance hands 
over the foreign country’s EOI request to the person in 
possession of the requested information and there is 
no court proceeding in existence, the TIEA’s confiden-
tiality Article will be breached, and Bermuda will be 
exposed to punitive action from the foreign country, 

thus harming Bermuda’s international bilateral and 
multilateral relations. And I outlined some of those in 
the previous speech relating to the USA Bill that we 
have just dealt with. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are mindful that Bermuda will 
soon sign a US FATCA government agreement with 
the US treaty that may increase the amount of EOI 
requests we receive from the IRS. 
 Mr. Speaker, I can advise that two weeks 
ago—the day before the Minister of Finance tabled 
the two Bills—the Ministry reached out to the industry 
stakeholders for consultation and that this consultation 
was duly noted and responded to by the close of 
business last Thursday. 
 Mr. Speaker, I now read for the second time 
the Bill entitled the International Cooperation (Tax In-
formation Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Attorney Gen-
eral. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member who 
would care to speak? 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Learned Member from Sandys [South Central], the 
Shadow Attorney General and Shadow Minister of 
Legal Affairs, MP Kim Wilson. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not want to sound repetitive, 
but the submissions that we made previously insofar 
as this Opposition recognising the importance of legis-
lation such as this in furtherance of our international 
obligations is critical for Bermuda and our reputation. 
And, as such, we do support this legislation as well. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Honourable Member David Burt has the 
floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as these matters deal with fi-
nance, and I did not discuss or participate in the last 
debate, I did not want this one to pass without just 
giving my thoughts. 
 I must say, however (not to reflect on a de-
bate) that I was disappointed by the characterisation 
of the Honourable and Learned Attorney General on 
the position of this side of the House. Because as the 
Honourable Minister of Finance said when he spoke in 
the previous debate, that when he came into the office 
he saw that there was a lot of work done and gave 
credit to the amount of work which was done. And we 
recognised what needs to be done in order to main-
tain our position as leaders in international tax trans-
parency.  

So I think I will start there. 
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 Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to talk long 
for sure because I am going to try to . . . sneak to the 
lounge right quick and I have my wife’s event tonight. 
But what I do want to say is— 
 
The Speaker: Oh, it is tonight! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: It is her Christmas party, what do 
you want? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, do not . . . just do 
not dig a hole for yourself. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I got you. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Well, what I would say, Mr. 
Speaker, is I just saw an article in Forbes and the arti-
cle in Forbes featured our Honourable Minister of Fi-
nance. And our Honourable Minister of Finance— 
 
The Speaker: Was that . . . I must read that . . . which 
one? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I think it was just posted today, 
actually. It might be today or yesterday.  

And the Honourable Minister of Finance just 
gave an interview to Forbes magazine in which he 
says a number of things which I think that we can all 
agree with. But I think what is important is that his 
views echo the views which were expressed by the 
Leader of the Opposition when he spoke in the last 
thing. And he basically said and if . . . I do not mind 
quoting, because I would like to quote the article, and 
I would like to commend him for saying that— 
 
The Speaker: All right, if you are quoting an article 
that is fine. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, I am. 
 He said when he was talking about the bad 
press which we were receiving in London, “In London 
we have been getting quite a bit of bad press, unjusti-
fiably so. We’ve been accused of things that we’ve 
had nothing to do with. If there are problems with the 
UK, the US or anybody else in Europe collecting their 
taxes, it’s because their system is deficient, not be-
cause we’ve done something wrong. We haven’t set 
up our country to be a tax haven. The situation we 
have in Bermuda is that we have a tax structure that 
goes back over 150 years. We haven’t changed our 
system in 150 years, so it has to do with the tax sys-
tems in the developed countries. If there’s a revenue 

shortfall, it’s the tax system in these countries. It’s not 
our fault.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, what I would like to say is, 
I could not agree with the Minister of Finance any-
more, and I think that is the crux of the argument. 
 So as the Honourable Leader of the Opposi-
tion said in the last debate, we on this side of the 
House will stand with the Government when it comes 
to defending our good name, our reputation. And we 
will stand with them should they want to take any 
measures to continue to preserve our independence 
when it comes towards our tax policy and the way that 
our economy functions, and which provides jobs and 
income for our people. 

Because it is my view that a lot of these 
measures are the preludes to attempting to interna-
tionally harmonise taxes. We have seen they are try-
ing to harmonise taxes, we have seen them try to 
harmonise taxes across the European Union, and 
they are just the beginning steps. It is like the moving 
of the goalposts. One day you are not compliant be-
cause of this, the next day you are not compliant be-
cause of that . . . what if in the future, Mr. Speaker, 
you are not compliant because you do not have in-
come tax? I am not saying that we are going there. 
What I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is that the slippery 
slope can continue to go. 

So I support the Minister of Finance in what 
he says. I support him insofar as making sure that 
people understand that we have a different system 
that has been in effect for 150 years. It may not be a 
perfect system, Mr. Speaker, but it is our system. And 
I think that we must continue to defend the way that 
we do business because it has done well for us. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any other Honourable Members 
who would care to speak? 
 I now recognise the Attorney General. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Well, actually I now move that the Bill be 
committed. 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you very much. 
 Are there any objections to the Bill being 
committed? 
 Deputy Speaker, please. 
 

House in Committee at 3:43 pm 
 

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
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INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION (TAX INFORMA-
TION EXCHANGE AGREEMENTS) AMENDMENT 

ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled International Cooperation (Tax 
Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013. 
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 This is the International Cooperation (Tax In-
formation Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013. I give the following explanation. 
 This Bill, which amends the International Co-
operation (Tax Information Exchange Agreements) 
Act 2005 (the “principal Act”), by repealing provisions 
empowering the Minister to issue notices to require 
production of information in response to requests for 
information under the Act. In substitution to the Minis-
ter’s powers to require information, provision is made 
for the Minister to apply to the Supreme Court for a 
production order to require that a person referred to in 
a request and named in the production order deliver to 
the Minister information referred to in the request. The 
Bill amends the principal Act further to make provision 
that is consequential and connected to the foregoing. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I now move clauses 1 
[through] 9, inclusive. 
 
The Chairman: Do you want to do the amendment? 
We have another amendment to this one I believe. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes, I am sorry, you are quite 
right. 
 
The Chairman: So therefore we will go 1 [and] 2? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That must have been . . . I 
will move 1 [and] 2, initially. 
 
The Chairman: Correct. Thank you, 1 [and] 2. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes, it is the same provi-
sion— 
 
The Chairman: It is the same. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: — [changing] “28” to “21.” 
 Sorry, should I . . . I will do 1 [and] 2, initially. 
 
The Chairman: Do 1 [and] 2, please. 
 

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Clause 1 provides a citation 
for the Bill. 

Clause 2 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing and replacing subsection (1) of section 5 so as to 
remove the option for the Minister to decline a request 
where the requesting state fails to pay costs to pro-
vide assistance and substituted with a provision ena-
bling the Minister to decline their request where the 
applicable agreement provides for him to do so.  

 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to . . . 
Minister, if you would like to take your seat. Are there 
any Members that would like to speak to clauses 1 
[and] 2? 
 There are no other Members that would like to 
speak. 
 Thank you, Minister. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move those clauses be [ap-
proved]. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 
[and] 2 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 There are no objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 and 2 passed.] 
 
The Chairman: Minister? 
 

AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE 3 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Chairman, with re-
gard to clause 3, there is an amendment to be tabled 
that my honourable and learned friend and colleagues 
should have. It is the same as the other one in the 
previous Bill that we just passed. 
 “That the International Cooperation (Tax In-
formation Exchange Agreements) Amended Bill 2013 
be amended in clause 3, new subsection (2), by delet-
ing ‘28 days’ and substituting ‘21 days.’” 
 
The Chairman: Are there any Members that would 
like to speak to the amendment? 
 It is the same as the first Bill that we have just 
. . . thank you. 
 If there are no other Members that would like 
to speak to the amendment, Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move that the amendment 
be approved. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the amend-
ment to clause 3 be approved. 
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 Is everyone in agreement? Are there any ob-
jections? 
 There are no objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Amendment to clause 3 passed.] 
 
The Chairman: Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 I would now move clauses 3 to—sorry, clause 
3. 
 
The Chairman: That is correct. You have to still go 
through the remainder of 3. 
 So you are going to go from 3 through— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Clauses 3 through 9. 
 
The Chairman: —[Clauses] 3 through 9. 
 Thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Clause 3 amends the princi-
pal Act by repealing and replacing section 5 as fol-
lows: The section heading is deleted and replaced 
with “Production orders.” The new subsection (1) re-
quires the Minister to respond to requests for informa-
tion by applying to the Supreme Court for a production 
order that provides that a person referred to in the 
request deliver to the Minister information required in 
the request.  

The new subsection (2) provides empower-
ment for the Supreme Court to consider the applica-
tion for a production order and, where the court is sat-
isfied that requirements for a request made have been 
fulfilled or the court is satisfied with the Minister’s de-
cision to honour a request in the interest of Bermuda, 
to make a production order requiring the person to 
whom the order relates to deliver to the Minister the 
information referred to in the request or to give the 
Minister access to such information within a period of 
28 days of the making of the production order.  

The new subsection (3) provides for the time 
within which a production order is to be complied with, 
which is generally 28 days but power is given to the 
court to determine a different time or to entertain a 
request from the Ministry of Finance for a different 
time.  

The new subsection (4) provides for informa-
tion to be given by the deposition of witnesses on oath 
[before the Supreme Court] or by original documents 
or copies of original documents certified by a Notary 
Public, where a request so stipulates and the produc-
tion order makes such requirement.  

The new subsection (5) enables the applica-
tion for a production order to be made ex parte to a 
judge in Chambers and to heard in camera.  

The new subsection (6) provides for the right 
for a person served with a production order to seek 
review of the order within 21 days of the service of the 
order.  

The new subsection (7) provides for Rules of 
court to be made to provide for the discharge, varia-
tion and review of production orders and to provide for 
proceedings in relation to productions orders.  

The new subsection (8) provides for regula-
tions to be made for purpose of giving full effect to the 
making of depositions and providing authenticated 
documents.  

The new subsection (9) requires that an offi-
cial of the Ministry of Finance who makes an applica-
tion for a production order must produce to the court a 
minute signed by the Minister of Finance authorising 
the officer to make the particular application for a pro-
duction order.  

The new subsection (10) requires the person 
with whom the information is required pursuant to a 
request shall not include the Government of Bermuda.  

And the new subsection (11) provides to en-
able an assistant financial secretary to discharge the 
duties and functions of the financial secretary under 
section 5. 
 Clause 4 amends the principal Act to insert a 
new section 5A. The new section makes it an offence 
for any person who knows or suspects that the Minis-
ter is acting or proposing to act in response to a re-
quest to disclose such information to another person 
with the intention of prejudicing the implementation of 
the request received by the Minister. An offence is 
also committed under the section if a person makes a 
disclosure of information or other matter he has for the 
purpose of prejudicing investigations that may be 
made following a request. The exception to the re-
quirement not to disclose information is in the case of 
a professional legal adviser who discloses information 
to or a representative of a client who has been served 
with a production order and the information is dis-
closed for the purpose of giving legal advice. 
 Clause 5 amends the principal Act in section 6 
to make provision that is consequential to the new 
provisions of section 5. 

Clause 6 amends the principal Act in section 7 
to make provision that is consequential to the new 
provisions of section 5. 

Clause 7 amends the principal Act in section 8 
to make provision that is consequential to the new 
provisions of section 5 and by repealing paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of section 8. 

Clause 8 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing section 8A. With the change of regime regarding 
implementation of requests for assistance, the deci-
sion as to whether a person will be required to comply 
with a request for information shall now be based on 
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the Supreme Court ruling to accept the Minister’s ap-
plication for the court to make a production order and 
not on the decision of the Minister to issue a notice. 
Review of the court’s ruling, and not judicial review of 
the Minister’s decision, will be the means of question-
ing the making of a production order.  

Clause 9 amends the principal Act by repeal-
ing and replacing section 9 with provisions that create 
offences for the contravention of a production order 
under section 5; for making a disclosure of information 
to prejudice the implementation of, or investigation 
relating to, a request, contrary to section 5A; for ob-
structing an officer executing a search warrant under 
section 6; for wilfully tampering or altering information 
being delivered pursuant to a production order, or for 
destroying or damaging information to be delivered 
pursuant to a production order. The penalty, where a 
person is found guilty of an offence, is a fine not ex-
ceeding $10,000 or imprisonment for a term not ex-
ceeding six months, or both such fine and imprison-
ment. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 3 [through] 9? 
 Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Two quick questions. One with respect to 
clause 3, at page 2. Clause 3, subsection (8), Regula-
tions may be made conferring on such functions as 
the persons as outlined in this particular subsection 
(4). I wonder if the Honourable and Learned Attorney 
General can provide us with information as to whether 
those regulations will be tabled here in the House. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Those regulations will in fact 
be tabled in the House. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I said they will be tabled in 
the House. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. Please proceed. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 My second question relates specifically to 
clause 9, Offences and Penalties. And I wonder if the 
Honourable and Learned Attorney General could ex-
plain to this Honourable House why it seemingly pro-

vides in the Bill that we just passed the penalty for the 
same offence is six months imprisonment on summary 
conviction not exceeding a fine of $5,000 whereas the 
Bill in front of us has a fine not exceeding $10,000 for 
the same penalty. I just wondered what was the dif-
ference in rationale behind that. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It just relates to what the US 
was in agreement with us doing in relation to their tax 
agreement arrangement, and what internationally was 
the standard with regard to that type of offence. So 
the two . . . that is the only distinction really between 
the two. The one that relates to a specific . . . the 1986 
Act and the amendment is specific to the United 
States. The other is a general arrangement, general 
TIEA arrangement with a multitude of other interna-
tional countries. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 3 [through] 9? 
 There are no other Members. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 I move that clauses 3 [through] 9 be accepted. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 3 
[through] 9 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 3, as amended, through 9 
passed.] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Chairman, I move 
that the Bill be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House with amendment. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
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 Agreed to. 
 The Bill will be reported to the House with the 
amendment. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: The International Cooperation (Tax 
Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013 was considered by a Committee of the whole 
House and passed with one amendment to clause 3.] 
 
[Pause] 
 

House resumed at 3:55 pm 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 
INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION (TAX INFORMA-
TION EXCHANGE AGREEMENTS) AMENDMENT 

ACT 2013 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Members, the International Cooperation (Tax 
Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013 in the name of the Attorney General Minister of 
Legal Affairs has been approved, with amendment, as 
presented in Committee. 
 We will move to Order No. 3, which is the 
Second Reading of the Firearms Amendment (No. 2) 
Act 2013 in the name of the Minister of Public Safety. 
 And I will recognise the Minister of Public 
Safety, the Honourable Michael Dunkley. 
 You have the floor. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that the Bill entitled the Firearms 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013 be now read the second 
time and committed. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Bill before the Honourable 
House this afternoon is the Firearms Amendment (No. 
2) Act 2013. Honourable Members will be aware that 
Bermuda is currently battling an infestation of feral 
chickens and pigeons. These animals are not only a 
public nuisance, but they also negatively impact Ber-

muda’s ecology, agriculture, and potentially human 
health.  

Mr. Speaker, occasional gardeners and com-
mercial farmers can all attest to the havoc caused by 
the growing numbers of free roaming wild chickens 
and pigeons.  
 The regulated use of air rifles has proven to 
be critical in managing these pests, which are very 
difficult to control by any other means, Mr. Speaker. 
 This Bill seeks to provide the Commissioner of 
Police with the power to issue annual licences for fire-
arms and shotguns used in connection with Bermuda 
Government approved and supervised pest control. 
 Under the Firearms Act 1973 the Commis-
sioner has limited power and discretion to issue an-
nual licences for the weapons that are classified as 
prohibited under this Act. As in most cases, Mr. 
Speaker, only temporary 60-day licences can be is-
sued in respect of prohibited weapons. 
 Honourable Members will recall a similar 
theme during a debate earlier in May surrounding the 
extended use of air weapons for practice and partici-
pation in sanctioned shooting competitions. As a re-
sult, Mr. Speaker, of the successful enactment of the 
Firearms Amendment Act 2013 such instances are 
currently the only circumstances in which the commis-
sioner is permitted to grant annual licences for fire-
arms. 
 Mr. Speaker, these limitations have hindered 
the Ministry of the Environment and Planning in their 
response to the feral chicken problem and have 
proven very challenging in terms of the duration of 
licences, required licence fees, and licence process-
ing.  
 The proposed amendments will ensure that 
the commissioner will still have the power to refuse 
and revoke licences, to limit the number of licences 
granted, and to impose restrictions on the use of fire-
arms.  
 However, where a legitimate need is estab-
lished for the use of an air rifle or shotgun for pest 
control, the commissioner will have the discretion to 
grant an annual licence as opposed to a 60-day li-
cence. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is intended that these amend-
ments will reduce the number of licences that are ac-
tually granted resulting in increased efficiencies and 
cost savings within Government. The benefits of one 
annual licence over five temporary licences will be 
evident in the savings on the administration required 
to produce and issue a licence. 
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will be 
aware that in the recent speech from the Throne this 
Government undertook to conduct a full review of the 
Firearms Act 1973. Much of the language of that Act 
is antiquated and does not reflect the country’s current 
situation and attitude towards firearms. 
 Honourable Members are assured that the 
review will be completed during this legislative year. 
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However, these amendments tabled for debate today 
are vital for the protection of our environment and ag-
riculture. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
commend this Bill to the House for further considera-
tion of Honourable Members. And my colleague, the 
Minister of Environment and Planning, will have more 
to say in just a few moments, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much, Hon-
ourable Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys North, MP Michael 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am very grateful for the presen-
tation on the Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Bill that 
has just been spoken to in general discussion by the 
Minister of Public Safety. 

Both of my colleagues—the former Ministers 
of Public Works, the Honourable Michael Weeks, and 
the former Minister of Works and Engineering, the 
Honourable D. V. Burgess—have indicated, Mr. 
Speaker, that this question of feral chickens (in the 
context of how a negative impact has been had upon 
the agriculture of the country) has been brought to 
their attention during the time that they had that seat. 
So the Opposition is in agreement with these amend-
ments today to control the whole question of feral 
chickens in our country by the use of culls or through 
shot fire to contain and control the populations. 

I note that . . . and I thought this was going to 
be an amendment that dealt only with chickens. I see 
that the lowly pigeon has been brought into the cross-
hairs of the equation. So be it. I thought that they gen-
erally confined themselves to city halls or on our 
streets. 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: No? 

But I know that the concern . . . all of these 
gentlemen live in the country, it is obvious, Mr. 
Speaker, on great farms. And, you know, they obvi-
ously have all of these pigeons that are— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes, that is true. 
 And so in a word, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Especially the Houses of Assembly. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And to the Minister of Public 
Safety, the Opposition is in full support of the amend-
ments to contain these quantities of fowl that are 
pests in our Island largely because of the huge im-

pact, the deleterious impact that they have upon our 
agriculture. 
 So, with those supportive observations, I take 
my seat asking, too, that, given both the velocity and 
danger of a shot gun, we expect that proper . . . those 
who handle these firearms will discharge them safely, 
particularly if they are firing into trees. There can be 
ricocheting taking place where these birds may hang 
out. And we know that these chickens are often in 
residential areas so we only underscore the need for 
safety, Mr. Speaker, which we anticipate and know 
that that will be a part of this process. 
 I, in preparing my remarks, also consulted 
with the Government veterinarian. He was entirely 
aware of the problem as it impacts on our agriculture 
and indicates his full support of these amendments 
today. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s [North], constituency 1— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Sorry, sorry, sorry. 

I will recognise the Minister for the Environ-
ment first— 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Minister Richards. 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The feral chicken issue in Bermuda is a very 
vexing one. When I was named Minister of the Envi-
ronment, I had no idea that complaints of chickens 
would be one of the most prevalent issues— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: After dogs, yes. 

—that I would have to deal with. But it is. 
 

[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Of course, the 
amendment that is put forward just makes the whole 
process more effective and efficient. It is not liberalis-
ing the current methodology for eradication of chick-
ens, it is basically just making it more efficient in terms 
of issuing of licences. There will be no increase in the 
number of licensed shooters. Currently there are five. 
And if you allow, I would like to give a breakdown of 
the categorisation of those shooters. 
 There are five full-time licensed shooters. 
They are all licensed by the Police. There is one full-

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  29 November 2013 305 
 
time staff member of Conservation Services who 
roams Island-wide, so he is basically roaming the Is-
land and is on call. Wherever he is needed he goes 
and he eradicates the chickens. There is one part-
time department licensed shooter. So that is two. 
There is one on-call contractor who is a licensed 
shooter. This individual has been dealing with pest 
control for over 20 years, so he was grandfathered 
into the equation. And then there are two volunteer 
licensed shooters—one who is a police officer and 
also president of the local rifle club, and the other 
member is a non-police officer but a member of a lo-
cal rifle club. So those are the five shooters. 
 
An Hon. Member: What is their accuracy? 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: They are good enough 
to shoot you.  
 The operating cost on an annual basis for the 
five licensed shooters works out to be $30,000 per 
year. That covers supplies, security costs for gun 
safes, fees for licences, contractor costs, and operat-
ing costs for a van. 
 What I would also like to stress, Mr. Speaker, 
is the security that is in place for these air rifles. I think 
it would be very useful to go through that briefly. 
 When the guns are not in use for long periods 
of time they are stored at the Police Armoury. When 
the guns are in use, they are stored in safes located at 
Conservation Services and Environmental Protection. 
These safes are alarmed and they are linked to the 
Police Armoury. So they are very secure. The largest 
calibre air rifles that are used are 22 calibre and they 
shoot a single 14.3 gram lead pellet. So it is very ef-
fective. 
 The Department of Conservation Services 
estimates that there are currently roaming wild in 
Bermuda between 20,000 to 30,000 feral chickens. 
Since January of 2013, we have had 256 requests for 
assistance to manage these chickens. We have also 
had 27 requests for pigeons, and 17 requests for 
crows. Currently the department receives four to six 
requests via its online system every week. So you can 
request online if you need to have pigeons or chick-
ens eradicated from your neighbourhood. 

This is an impressive statistic: Since August of 
2011 over 12,000 feral chickens have been removed. 
 
The Speaker: What? 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: To be exact—12,137.  

And during the week of November 18th to No-
vember 22nd, over 310 chickens have been removed. 
They are not only a health threat, they are a nuisance 
factor. And we have even had Members of this House 
request that chickens be eradicated from their proper-
ties.  
 So we are here to serve the Bermudian pub-
lic. 

 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 I am going to recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South East], MP Rolfe 
Commissiong. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, thank you for 
acknowledging me. 
 Mr. Speaker, the war on drugs has not borne 
success, and I doubt that the war on the chickens will 
either. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Judging by the Honourable 
Minister’s numbers— 
 
The Speaker: Twelve thousand chickens killed. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, they continue 
to increase exponentially. You know, we may need 
the power of divine intervention with respect to the 
chickens, Mr. Speaker.  

May I suggest that we open up Parliament 
over the next few weeks with a plea to the Almighty to 
rid us of the scourge of chickens! 
  
The Speaker: Feral chickens. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Of feral chickens, I am 
sorry. 
 Mr. Speaker, I knew that this war would be 
futile when about five or six months before the elec-
tion the former Minister, Honourable Member Weeks, 
who had responsibility, then being appointed as a 
general to conduct the war on behalf of the PLP Gov-
ernment had a press conference on television. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, he had the 
press conference outdoors. And as if to mock not only 
the Minister but all of Bermuda as he was having his 
press conference talking about these new measures 
to go after these chickens—these feral chickens—lo 
and behold, four or five chickens went by with their 
little ones in tow. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: So, Minister, I just hope 
that your political future is not contingent upon you 
winning this war!  
 
[Laughter] 
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: It would be a shame to lose 
such an able servant due to your failure to success-
fully consummate this battle.  
 I wish you all the best. And thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping, laughter and general uproar] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Member from St. George’s [North], constitu-
ency 1, MP Kenneth Bascome. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 My friend, Mr. Commissiong, has done an— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member from con-
stituency 21. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: [Constituency] 21, 
yes. 

However, Mr. Speaker, I can tell you that it is 
a serious problem in the East End of the Island. I re-
ceive phone calls on a daily basis from constituents 
asking if I can assist with eradicating their neighbour-
hoods of chickens. 
 You will be aware that Ferry Reach is an area. 
And we have the dilapidated golf course— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: No, the centipedes 
are in the St. David’s area. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, it is a problem. And I would 
just like to thank the Minister for taking the initiative to 
put this programme in place.  

I can tell you it is a problem. And we have 
many Bermudians who have not grasped the severity. 
They are actually feeding them! And they get a little 
attitude when you attempt to eradicate them. I was 
working with the Aquarium, they actually gave me 
three of their lobster traps and I was setting them in 
different people’s yards and having the Conservation 
Officer pick them up. He lives in my neighbourhood so 
I get to speak with him. And just this morning, Mr. 
Speaker, I had a gentleman come to me and tell me 
that the chickens have arrived back in his neighbour-
hood because if you have one rooster in the environ-
ment, Mr. Speaker, you are in serious trouble. 
 So I am saying it may sound like a joke, but 
we need to take a hold of this situation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I blame this 
Honourable House. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: About 15 years ago we 
failed. We failed to pass the Franchise Act. We could 
have had Popeye, Chick-fil-A, and Church’s Chicken. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This Honourable House did 
not pass the Franchise Act and we have all these 
chickens running wild! 
 Now, I am going to speak from experience. I 
am really frustrated about these chickens. They are all 
in Hamilton Parish— 
 
The Speaker: Do you have them in your yard, too? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am going to tell you right 
now. I am going to tell you my story. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am going to tell you the 
story. For some reason, chickens are in the east and 
cats are in the west. I do not understand that. And 
somewhere in between, in the town, we have got the 
chickens and the cats. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to kill 
some chickens since the beginning of this year. 
 
An Hon. Member: Do you have a licence? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And I am telling you I called 
up the Conservation Department, and I guess they 
thought I was still a Minister so they sent somebody 
down there immediately. They sent him down there 
and he was a cousin of mine from St. George’s. And 
he said, Wayne, I can get these chickens for you. His 
little thing just dropped on the ground, trying, I guess, 
to stun them. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, he said these chickens 
in Hamilton Parish must be the most intelligent chick-
ens around because they just run no matter who 
comes after them. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I am getting frustrated. I 
called him a couple of weeks ago and I said, Listen, 
my friend, my cousin, I have seen babies being born 
and I have seen them grow up—they are growing up. 
And there is this one rooster that I have been trying to 
take out for the last couple of weeks. But yesterday, 
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Mr. Speaker, I went home . . . I went home yesterday 
and I have a little slingshot. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I went chasing this chicken 
because I knew where he was hiding— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Just to assist my honourable 
friend, a slingshot is actually a prohibited weapon, so I 
am sure he is talking about something else— 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —other than a slingshot. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, it was like a 
little . . . it was a little elastic band. 
 
The Speaker: An elastic band. Yes. Yes. Not a sling-
shot; an elastic band. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And that is what I am talking 
about. 
 
The Speaker: Took an elastic band. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: An elastic band with a little 
piece of tape on it. 
 So, Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, I did not realise 
chickens were going to cause so much confusion in 
the House. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: But I hope that we can be succinct in 
the next five minutes and finish this debate. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I snuck up on 
this rooster and the rooster jumped in with my chick-
ens. I said, Lord, have mercy, this rooster is going to 
have a field day with my chickens. And so I took up a 
rake. I said, I am going to take this rooster out. I have 

never seen a rooster fly like a 747! He just took off. I 
mean, I have never seen a rooster run so fast. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, I heard the budget from the 
Minister. That is part of the problem. If he were to say 
to people in Bermuda that are unemployed, Every 
chicken you catch, you— 
 
An Hon. Member: You can eat. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Not eat— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Every chicken you catch . . . 
because it is a problem. It is a ridiculous problem. And 
I know that the Honourable Member over there, Mr. 
Dunkley, has some eggs . . . as far as producing 
eggs.  
 But I have never seen so many chickens in 
Hamilton Parish. And they are growing by leaps . . . 
and Mr. Speaker, around by Grotto Bay, they hide in 
those trees and will not come out. So we have got to 
find a way . . . and I do not know . . . as a matter of 
fact, the fellow showed up with one of the— 
 
An Hon. Member: Air rifles. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Air rifles. He is still there . . . 
still there. So I do not care how many rifles you get . . . 
and every time I drive home, Mr. Speaker, those 
chickens just look at me and just . . . go on. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I am saying that we have to 
do something. We have to come together united—
PLP and OBA on this one. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We have to. I do not care 
what it is, but we have got to fight this. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We have got to fight this in 
the fields. And my General, Mr. Weeks, failed on this 
so I am hoping that the General on this side will fight 
this and make sure that these chickens are eradicated 
throughout this Island. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you. 
 Can the Speaker limit the debate and say this 
is the last speaker? 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member from Warwick 
[West], MP Sousa. 
 You have the floor. 
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Mr. Jeff Sousa: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 As one who has been involved in horticulture 
and agriculture for the last 40 years, I have seen first-
hand the damage that these feral chickens have done 
Island-wide. And they are from St. David’s to Dock-
yard, I can assure all.  

I am glad to see that we have done this 
amendment in this way because many people do not 
like the idea of the poisoning. They look at that as not 
a humane way of doing it. But it is not just the chick-
ens, it is the pigeons around the hotels, et cetera. I am 
certainly not going to let . . . and as the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton Parish just stated, we need to 
be persistent with this and we can take care of it. And 
of course I am going to assist it any way I can with my 
experience in doing that. 
 But I certainly cannot let the Opposition have 
all the fun with this one. I recall a good 20 years ago 
when my children were young, and this little hen 
showed up around my house—the cutest little thing—
and we called it “Hangout,” a speckled little hen. So 
like any father . . . and it was actually close to Easter 
and we started feeding it bread. The next thing you 
know Hangout shows up with all these little black and 
white chicks, right around Easter—the cutest things 
you ever want to see in the world. But in the blink of 
an eye Hangout’s babies had had babies. I went away 
on a trip. I had this beautiful vegetable garden and it 
was just obliterated! It was horrible.  

So then I went on a mission to catch these 
chickens. I set a trap up way down by the garden. I 
had this long piece of fishing line which I had hooked 
up to the door (I did not have one of these fancy 
things that the Department of Conservation has to-
day), and every time a chicken went in the door, I 
closed the door. And then when I got a certain amount 
of them in there, I went down there and I took them 
out. I will not tell you how I took them out because 
they had messed with my vegetable garden, so I was 
mad.  

Today there is not one chicken on the Sousa 
homestead up on top of Burnt House Hill. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: So I, obviously, support this amend-
ment. It is a huge problem Island-wide, we get it in 
each constituency that we have. And I am happy to 
see that it is being put forth. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Now we are going to hear about Somerset 
chickens, the Honourable Member from Sandys 
South, T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry but I 
am actually going to disappoint you, because I am not 
going to tell you about Somerset chickens at all. 
 What I am concerned about (and we are hav-
ing a real good time up here today laughing and jok-
ing) . . . but if you look at this Bill . . . I studied this Bill. 
I listened very carefully to both briefs to figure out 
what it was actually going to do. And what the second 
Minister told us (and I thank him for his clarity, be-
cause I got it) . . . he said there are five people. The 
first Minister said they get a 60-day licence. So if they 
all got licences as many times as possible, you would 
have 30 licences in a year. So now we are going to do 
an annual licence. So we have five licences. That is 
all this Bill is. It is nothing else. 
 So we need something to be done about the 
feral chickens. 
 
An Hon. Member: Now you’re talking. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That is another Bill, or that is 
another piece of action, or it is something. But that is 
not what this Bill is. So getting all excited and telling 
our stories does not change anything. We have not 
changed anything today. 
 Now, what I would like the Ministers to con-
sider is increasing the licences. The Honourable 
Member, Wayne Furbert, mentioned in a by-
conversation down here to me, [that] we have marks-
men in the Regiment. Well, we do. We have marks-
men in the Police. We have all sorts of people who 
know how to handle a rifle. Should we be increasing 
the licences from 5 to 25? Should we look at, you 
know, other means?  

But right now what we are doing today is not 
addressing the problem. I am not saying that to criti-
cise the Minister. I am just saying that to say [that] all 
the jokes point out how serious it is. And it really is 
serious. I feel for the farmers because . . . someone 
can correct me if I am wrong, but in the past the farm-
ers could not get insurance against raids on their 
crops. Am I right? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: So if the chickens go . . . and 
you have seen it. There is field down opposite Coral 
Beach. You drive past it every day if you drive the 
South Shore. I have seen times where the chickens 
have just gone in, and whoosh!—from one end of the 
field to the other, the field is gone. The farmer has lost 
everything. So we have a serious problem that we 
have to address. 
 This is not doing it today, Mr. Speaker. But I 
am going to invite the Minister to really look at it and 
figure out a way to address this problem for Bermuda 
because we all take it very seriously. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: And do not forget what you told me 
earlier, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, yes, Mr. Speaker.  
 Mr. Speaker, I have a few questions for the 
Minister and they follow along the line of what was 
said by the speaker who just took his seat, because I 
had the same question. The Minister for the Environ-
ment said that 11,000 had been culled since 2011. 
However— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Pardon? Sorry, 12,000. 

But we have an estimated population of about 
30,000. So it would seem as though we are not mak-
ing a lot of progress. My eyebrows were raised when 
he said they are not anticipating giving more licences. 
So I do not believe that this is actually addressing the 
problem. 
 In addition to that, the amendment that we are 
looking at says that individuals can, if it is for Govern-
ment approved and supervised pest control . . . I 
guess my overall question was, What falls underneath 
that? I understand chickens fall underneath pest con-
trol because, apparently, this is what the discussion is 
about. I would also assume that maybe pigeons fall 
under. So I was hoping that there might be some defi-
nition. What, exactly, is the pest control that we are 
looking at doing (because other people are recom-
mending other things which may want to be added to 
the list insofar as pests)? So I think that that would be 
helpful. 
 And finally, because there has been a lot of 
talk about chickens, I also think that there is a very big 
need to address the pigeon population as well be-
cause pigeons, of course, can fly and their excrement 
can contaminate water supplies for many individuals 
which is not a good thing. So I certainly think that is 
something that needs to be looked at, and I hope that 
the Ministers will come up with a plan to possibly in-
crease the amount of persons who are getting rid of 
these pests so that we can have a healthier environ-
ment for all of our people to live in. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Southampton [East], MP Zane De Silva. 
 You have the floor. 
 

Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I too have enjoyed the stories 
told by Members this afternoon. But, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to make a suggestion to the Minister. And 
my suggestion would be for him to consider putting in 
there talking to the Department of Labour and Train-
ing. Maybe put an ad in the paper for anyone that is 
unemployed that may wish to take part. I do not know 
what is involved with the training of shooting some of 
these (the shooting process), but certainly they might 
be . . . if five people have licences, maybe they could 
take five people, or two persons, or three persons 
each, and take them with them.  

And what I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, is . . . 
I thought maybe I missed it and the Minister can help 
me. I cannot remember (when I was in Cabinet it was 
not under my Ministry) what these fellows were paid 
every year in order to do the job that they have been 
hired to do. But what I would do, Mr. Speaker, is sug-
gest to the Minister, with the amount of chickens that 
we have and the breeding that takes place and how 
quickly they breed, is to offer a price per head rather 
than say, Look, I am going to give them $30,000 a 
year or a month or whatever it is. Offer a price per 
head. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, a performance incen-
tive. 
 So if we have 30,000 chickens and if you 
have half of those that breed per year, you could have 
60,000, 70,000, 80,000 by the end of the year. So you 
are never going to . . . and, as my colleagues have 
said on this side, certainly in 14 years we had some 
challenges. We have not solved the problem. And, 
certainly, prior to 1998 we had the problem, and it 
continues. 
 So what I think might work is to actually take 
the five shooters that are licensed, take 2, 3, 4, 5 peo-
ple each, train them up, pick areas and . . . Mr. 
Speaker, if you say, Look, I will give you $5.00 a head 
or $10.00 a head, or whatever the case may be, we 
may find that we eliminate the problem that we have. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I know everyone had a good time talking 
about chickens. But the reality is that it is a problem 
that has been with us for some time. And one of the 
challenges of dealing with chickens is that they breed 
and they continue to breed. So even though you might 
kill the ones that you see running through your yard, 
you do not know how many eggs they have got locked 
off in the bush. And so it is a continuous challenge 
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which means (and I am here to maybe suggest some-
thing to the Minister to consider) if we are going down 
a path where we are seeking to eradicate chickens 
and pigeons, yet we are not being successful, it might 
be wise for us to come up with a different approach or 
different strategy. 
 Mr. Speaker, chickens and pigeons are food 
sources in the world. And I know the French love pi-
geon. It is a delicacy for them. And other jurisdictions 
around the world and cultures eat pigeons. And like-
wise all of us—except for vegetarians—love chicken. 
So it made me consider a model in New Zealand, Mr. 
Speaker.  

The red deer was imported into New Zealand, 
and, like chickens, they were held by persons as pets 
or farm animals. Eventually they broke loose, they 
bred, and they continue to breed, and they became a 
pest. And so eventually the Government put in a simi-
lar approach to what we are talking about today—
eradicate them—and they realised that they could not 
do it. So the next approach that they took was they 
said, Well, listen, let’s harness this resource. Instead 
of spending so much public funds on trying to eradi-
cate it and calling it a liability to New Zealand, let’s do 
something different that can change that liability into 
an asset.  

So they put in laws and rules which allowed 
New Zealanders to capture these deer and to have 
them in a properly secured pen and within five to six 
years New Zealand became the leading exporter of 
venison. So they turned trash into treasure. 
 If we find ourselves going down a path which 
is not successful and we are just throwing money to 
the wind, then we might want to take a look at includ-
ing our feral chicken population into our agricultural 
strategy and our food security strategy. 
 Now people might say there is risk in eating 
wild chicken. Actually, there is more risk eating that 
chicken that comes from Perdue—that is born and 
within three weeks its head is off and it’s ready to be 
cooked and is pumped up with steroids—than what 
you have as a wild chicken. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And of course we ate them 
when we grew up. Actually it was a delicacy, I am 
sure. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: Free-range chickens. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And that is what they call 
them, free-range chickens. 
 So when you have that type of situation, simi-
lar to Bahamas, Mr. Speaker. In the Bahamas you 
would know that Bahamians love to eat crab and rice. 
And when we say “crab,” we are not talking about blue 

ocean crab or opilio crab. We are talking about land 
crab—a bigger version of what we used to have run-
ning around this country. And Bahamians go woolly 
over crab and rice. And they catch them wild in An-
dros and places like that. But before they eat them 
they put them in a pen, and they feed them wheat and 
rice and other grains, basically to cleanse the crabs 
out. And so after about a week or two, or 20 days or 
something like that, the crabs go from being a wild 
pest to becoming a— 
 
The Speaker: Delicacy. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: A delicacy! And in the Baha-
mas it is a delicacy. 
 So I cannot see why in the future . . . if this 
approach does not work, let us take a new approach 
and see if we can harness this natural resource and 
channel it in a manner which it could be part of our 
agriculture strategy. It could produce eggs, it could 
produce meat, and maybe we turn, as I said previ-
ously, what amounts to be trash and a pestilence into 
a blessing and into treasure. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Sandys [North Central], MP Dennis 
Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, good afternoon, MP Lister. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: I really was not going to 
speak on this, Mr. Speaker, but— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: You sound like someone else earlier 
on. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: The stories up here have just 
taken me back down Memory Lane, and I think I will 
add a comment to this debate, Mr. Speaker. 
 There was a time when I was actually the Min-
ister of Environment, Mr. Speaker. And whilst I was 
Minister of the Environment we actually hosted an 
Overseas Territories Conference here under the Envi-
ronment banner for Overseas Territories, Environment 
Ministers and Conservationists. And a lot of common 
issues were discussed in that conference that we had 
here in Bermuda, Mr. Speaker.  
 We sat back and took interest in one of the 
things that was discussed and said, Hmm, I wonder if 
that would work in Bermuda. That is something we 
should consider. And doing a, sort of, public synopsis 
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or wrap-up of that conference, I actually took the bold 
step and said, I am going to throw it out there, know-
ing that we would get some reaction. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I did that, I received the 
most complaints and comments from people for about 
two weeks straight after I said it. I am going to say it 
again and ask the current Minister— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: I am going to say it. 

I am going to ask the current Minister to con-
sider it because the problem has gotten worse, Mr. 
Speaker. And that was in . . . I cannot remember 
which territories they were, but I think two territories 
mentioned that they take care of their feral animals—
not only the chickens, but other animals—in the same 
way. They go out and shoot the animals by licensed 
persons who go out and take care of them.  

One of the problems that they really had was 
with cats and they would treat their cats in the same 
manner. And they said it was accepted because the 
cats had become that much of a problem. (See, look, I 
am already getting ready—it’s to shoot.)  

Mr. Speaker, I publicly spoke to that at that 
time and got all sorts of phone calls and letters and 
comments from the feline associations. And, Mr. 
Speaker, I am sure we are going to get it again. But, 
Mr. Minister, I would ask you to consider that because 
the cat problem is getting just as bad as the chicken 
problem, if not worse in certain areas. And I think we 
should take a similar approach to try and curtail all of 
our feral animals, and not just the chickens and the 
pigeons. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Good, it looks like . . . oh, Honourable Deputy 
Speaker. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
The Speaker: You look like you are really ready to 
speak, Honourable Deputy Speaker. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Mr. Speaker, 
thank you very much. 
 I think that most people would probably not 
want me to speak, but I feel compelled and driven, 
especially after the last speaker, because I have re-
ceived assurance from the Minister who is responsible 
for this Bill today that under no circumstances will cats 
play a part in being eradicated through this form of 
trying to eradicate our chickens. 
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear! 
 

Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: It is something 
that was important to me to make sure that I had clari-
fication because there was a concern that under this 
Bill it said “pests.” And I am well aware that for many 
individuals across the Island that includes the feral 
cats. Yes, indeed, I cannot deny that we have chal-
lenges in Bermuda. Yes, indeed, I have to say if it was 
not for organisations such as BFAB [Bermuda Feline 
Assistance Bureau], who has spent thousands of pri-
vate dollars to try and control the feral cat population, 
it is imperative for everyone to recognise the initial 
problem with our feral cats is the human man.  

They are the individuals that are responsible 
for allowing their cats . . . because they could not be 
bothered, because they could not be concerned 
enough to neuter their cats. They would rather just 
dispel or dismiss a member . . . in some cases cats 
are not members of their households. But I have to 
stand to my feet to say we have an organisation in 
Bermuda that is doing their utmost to pay out of their 
own pockets to ensure that their cats are neutered to 
help control the cat population. And I would implore 
the population to take on the responsibility them-
selves. 
 That being said, I have been assured by the 
Minister that this culling of our problem in Bermuda 
right now—looking at chickens and pigeons—is going 
to simply stay there. I will be the first person to come 
back to this place and stand to my feet if I ever hear 
that a cat has been put down, even though I know it is 
humane, through this form of eradication. At this point 
in time I understand the Bill is only derived for chick-
ens or birds, and I would expect that that would be the 
situation.  
 I do understand that there is research being 
done as part of birth control for chickens. And that 
might be the long-term. I know it is still under investi-
gation. But what we are looking at, if something like 
that should ever become part of the market, an open 
market, we would see the eradication of chickens 
through birth control. And with the assistance of the 
Firearm Bill we will gradually begin to see a reduction 
in what Bermuda is going through right now with wild 
chickens, wild birds, and yes, indeed, wild cats.  

But what I would say and implore—especially 
to those people who are planning to leave the Island 
and they want to leave their cats behind—there 
seems to be no form of regulation right now . . . or let 
me put it this way. There is no control on individuals 
and their cats. So perhaps in the next year or so we 
might see some form of control.  

But right now people feel quite comfortable in 
just letting their cats go, letting organisations such as 
BFAB takeover, which is causing a problem. But with-
out BFAB it would be a bigger problem. At least BFAB 
has stepped forward at their own cost, their own 
pocket, to actually prevent more cats being born. If 
other individuals would . . . and perhaps even I might 
recommend that the vets who are making money on a 
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regular basis, perhaps they might volunteer to step 
forward and perhaps neuter a certain number of cats 
a year and we will gradually begin to see a decline. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Pembroke [East Central], MP Weeks. 
 MP Weeks, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon to you. 
 I was trying not to speak because of the repu-
tation— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Trying not to speak— 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —the reputation that pre-
ceded— 
 
An Hon. Member: The disgraced General. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: When I was the former Minis-
ter responsible, Mr. Speaker, and having to come up 
with a solution to deal with these feral cats— 
 
Some Hon. Members: Cats? 
 
An Hon. Member: You mean chickens. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —the feral chickens . . . the 
feral chickens, Mr. Speaker. I am sorry, Honourable 
Member. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I must say, Mr. Speaker, that 
if memory serves me right, the feral chicken popula-
tion started when Hurricane Emily destroyed a lot of 
the chicken coops and a lot of the chickens were al-
lowed to just run wild . . . not allowed to run wild, the 
hurricane destroyed chicken coops and then the 
chickens ran wild and they started to multiply expo-
nentially. In my tenure as Minister, like the current 
Minister has said, we got about 11,000. But I learned 
a lot about the chicken population, the feral chicken 
population and how they breed.  

So I commend the Minister for bringing this 
amendment to take it from every 60 days to every 12 
months—annually—because that just makes sense 
because the fight against the feral chicken is a con-
stant battle. And I even would like to say, while I am 
on my feet, that this is another job opportunity. I have 
heard other people say it, but this is another job op-

portunity to employ more chicken hunters and put 
them to work. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: And we could put them to 
work. And since we have five specialists, Mr. Speaker, 
it would be easy for these five specialists to supervise 
. . . especially some of the guys that we have up in the 
Regiment who already know how to use firearms and 
who also already know what safety with a weapon is. 
So the opportunity to create work is really tremen-
dous. 
 Now quickly, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to 
the feral cats. Also under my Ministry that was always 
discussed, and it is a real problem. We know how it 
started with homeowners and cat owners letting their 
[cats] run wild. And a lot of people who love felines do 
not want them also targeted. But I must say on a seri-
ous note the cat population, the feral cat population, is 
rapidly getting to the degree of the feral chicken popu-
lation. So even though we recognise how the cat 
came to be a problem, we have to realise that the fe-
ral cat population is also becoming a serious problem, 
just like the feral chicken and the feral pigeon.  

Now I am not going to stand here and say that 
we have to treat the feral cat the same way. 
 
An Hon. Member: You are thinking it, though. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: But having said that, Mr. 
Speaker, before I take my seat I really want us . . . 
and I implore the Minister to look at this as a job crea-
tion opportunity for a lot of young men that could defi-
nitely use it. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Great. 
 Minister, are you ready to speak? 
 Minister, quickly. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Minister, you can respond. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I tried to get to my feet about 
half an hour ago, but then we just went off on another 
tangent. 

Mr. Speaker, I have certainly appreciated the 
opportunity to listen to comments from Members this 
afternoon. Some of it was entertaining. Some of it was 
interesting. But I think to wrap it up at the end you 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  29 November 2013 313 
 
have to say that we have a serious problem and we 
have to do something about it. So, all of the sugges-
tions will be taken on board. 

I do not think we can underestimate just how 
serious we have allowed this problem to become 
when you look at . . . we are trying to develop (and the 
Opposition I think has agreed with the Government) 
an agricultural strategy for the Island. We are trying to 
get people back involved in that industry, and to see 
what pests can do in the community. It certainly has 
just gotten out of hand. 

There are a couple of points that I think are 
very important to stress here, as I have the opportu-
nity to wrap up, before we go into Committee. Let me 
be very clear that chickens and pigeons are the pests 
that we are intent on getting at. There is a big differ-
ence between them and cats on many fronts. The cats 
. . . as the Deputy Speaker has very clearly said, 
BFAB has worked for years to try to control that chal-
lenge we face here and has been very successful in 
some areas. And if people in the community rallied to 
help them, I think that we can continue to make suc-
cess. 

The challenge we have with pigeons and 
chickens is that hardly anybody has turned any atten-
tion to it, so we have just allowed that problem to in-
crease week by week, month by month, and year by 
year. And it is a tremendous challenge we have here. 

The Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, talked 
about issuing more licences. Well, certainly, there is 
the opportunity for the Department of Environment to 
issue licences, and I know they will be listening to this 
debate today. There is the opportunity for them to 
suggest that there are more licences available for that 
and the Police Commissioner can vet those licensees 
to make sure that they are appropriate. Because I 
want to take this opportunity to stress the safety and 
security that we need to implement at all times based 
on our policy with firearms in this Island.  

We cannot forget the challenges that still be-
set our community. And while we come up here and 
we can have an interesting debate and we can hold 
hands about [talk about] how we are going to move 
forward, we cannot forget that just [by] one slip of do-
ing things the incorrect way we could have another 
firearm in the street doing something that we all will 
stand up and cry against at all times, Mr. Speaker. 

So the current legislation that we have, the 
oversight by the department, and, certainly, the over-
sight by the commissioner’s team is a very strong, 
strong oversight there to allow us to be effective in 
what we are trying to do here. And so the department 
will certainly, if they believe they need to step it up a 
bit more, look at doing that opportunity. But I do not 
even think that the department or the commissioner 
. . . because it falls within the commissioner to grant 
the licence, to even consider trying to bring people off 
the street and licence them and train them to shoot 
guns.  

We have got enough people who are more 
than qualified to get in there and do the job because 
what we want to do is deal with pests throughout the 
Island. And I think we can do that. And I do not think 
we should take lightly the challenges that we face 
there. But the current Bill does not limit the amount of 
licences that can be given at any time. 

I am glad we had that end of the debate 
where we talked about what pests are and what will 
be culled out. I just want to reiterate for a fact that in 
Cabinet, in caucus, we talked clearly that we are fo-
cusing on chickens and pigeons. We believe we can 
make success in other areas with cats and other chal-
lenges we have, but chickens and pigeons are a pub-
lic health threat to Bermuda and they are a threat to 
the crops throughout the Island and the neighbour-
hoods and stuff like that.  

In fact, just last Sunday I got a call . . . and I 
am not even the Minister responsible for this area. I 
got a call about what to do. So it is out of hand. I think 
we can make some great progress in this area and I 
look forward to the new General to make the progress 
in this area where the last General tried so hard but 
the battle was not won. And I think together we can 
make a difference. 

There is one last thing that I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the Minister responsible in this area has 
made some comments on in the past. And it is about 
the integrated pest management plan that is within the 
department. That plan includes the feral chicken man-
agement plan where they use not only traps, but air 
rifles, shot guns, nets, and chemical bait as needed. 
So this is just another bit, another tool in the arsenal 
(so to speak) of what they have to do. And I would 
expect that the Minister will step it up and get the 
troops out in the field and do what we have to do.  

So I urge people to call in. Give the depart-
ment information on where we need to clamp down 
and how we . . . I think we can make some progress 
going forward. 

One colleague did mention some safety con-
cerns about individuals out in the field doing the 
shooting. Let us be very clear that these are licensed 
people with a great deal of experience. And I think 
people throughout the Island who have seen them in 
operation are well aware that they take every precau-
tion that they need to.  

So I think the community can be well assured 
that we can deal with these challenges. And I would 
like the community to actually support this policy, not 
just as Members here in the House today, but actually 
to do your part to be effective in that regard. I mean, 
you have got to stop feeding these animals. We can 
feel sorry for chickens and pigeons all we want, but 
they are a hazard to our community. And so at some 
time we have to stand up and say, Look, enough is 
enough.  

But it is interesting that people only say 
enough is enough when the chickens wake them up 
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all time of day and night when they are trying to have 
a nap, or when the chickens ruin that little 12 by 12 
garden they have got out in the backyard—that is 
when we say enough is enough. It has long been past 
time to say, Enough is enough. And, certainly, as we 
have heard from some of the interesting stories, these 
chickens have certainly gotten very brazen now be-
cause they feel that they are free-roaming chickens—
not the ones you pay a high price for those eggs—but 
they are free-roaming chickens in Bermuda. And this 
Government certainly is very concerned and we will 
do all we can. And that is why this piece of legislation 
is here today. 

So, Mr. Speaker, unless there are any other 
questions Honourable Members would like me to an-
swer, I move that this Bill be committed. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 It has been moved that the Bill be committed. 
 There are no objections, so I would like to ask 
the Deputy Speaker to please take the Chair [of 
Committee]. 
 
[Pause] 
 

House in Committee at 4:50 pm 
 

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
  

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Member, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled the Firearms Amendment (No. 
2) Act 2013. 
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. It is nice to see I got a better look from you 
this time. 
 I would like to move all clauses, Madam 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: That is 1 [through] 3. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Please, proceed. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Clause 1 is the standard 
citation clause. 

Clause 2 amends section 5(2) and 5(3) of the 
principal Act to allow an annual firearm licence to be 
granted, in the case of an air rifle or a shot gun, for 

use in connection with Bermuda Government ap-
proved and supervised pest control. 

Clause 3 is the commencement provision, by 
which the provisions of this Bill will be brought into 
force. 

Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any Members that would 
like to speak to clauses 1 [through] 3? 
 Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Government Whip 
and Government House Leader. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 Just for clarity, clause (2) [inserts new section 
5] (aa), the question that I have . . . I will set a back-
drop first. We have many professional pest control 
companies in this country. So my question to you is, 
Will they be able to apply for a licence so that they 
can have it in their professional artillery as well from a 
commercial point of view, or is it strictly restricted to 
Government pest control initiatives? 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 

Minister? 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I hear an Honourable 
Member over there—the Shadow Health Minister—
say, What about caucus? But one thing I can assure 
you about this Government [is that] we never sleep. 
So questions will continually arise and we will con-
tinue to answer the questions. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good question, Honour-
able Member.  

Nothing is stopping them from discussing with 
the Department of the Environment about [them] be-
ing approved and then, if the Department of Environ-
ment agrees, the Police Commissioner will look at an 
option (if the Police Commissioner is involved in the 
equation). 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 3? 
 There are no other Members that would like to 
speak. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Chairman, I move 
the Preamble. 
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The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 
[through] 3 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 through 3 passed.] 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I move that the Bill be re-
ported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House as printed. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: The Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 
2013 was considered by a Committee of the whole 
House and passed without amendment.] 
 
[Pause] 
 

House resumed at 4:53 pm 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, the Firearms 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, in the name of the Min-
ister of Public Safety, has been approved. 
 We now move on to Order No. 4, which I be-
lieve is carried over, as in fact all matters . . . all Gov-
ernment business, Order No. 4 down through Order 
No. 12 are carried over. 
 MP Lister? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Carried over. 
 
The Speaker: Carried over. So I recognise the Pre-
mier. 
 Honourable Premier? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 

 
The Speaker: Oh, third readings, excuse me. 
 Honourable Premier, just one second. 
 I would like to call on first the Attorney Gen-
eral . . . All right, Minister Gibbons, you will do that? 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 On behalf of my colleague, the Attorney Gen-
eral, I move that Standing Order 21 be suspended to 
enable me to move that the Bill entitled the U.S.A.—
Bermuda Tax Convention Amendment Act 2013 be 
now read the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 Carry on. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

U.S.A.—BERMUDA TAX CONVENTION AMEND-
MENT ACT 2013 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move that the Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Any objections? 
 The Bill is passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The U.S.A.—Bermuda Tax Conven-
tion Amendment Act 2013 was read a third time and 
passed.] 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move that Standing Order 21 be suspended 
to enable me to move that the Bill entitled the Interna-
tional Cooperation (Tax Information Exchange 
Agreements) Amendment Act 2013 be now read the 
third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any objections? 
 Carry on. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
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INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION (TAX INFORMA-
TION EXCHANGE AGREEMENTS) AMENDMENT 

ACT 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I move that the Bill 
do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Any objections to that? 
 The Bill is now passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The International Cooperation (Tax 
Information Exchange Agreements) Amendment Act 
2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Minister 
for Public Safety, Minister Dunkley. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that Standing Order 21 be suspended 
to enable me to move the Bill entitled the Firearms 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013 be now read the third 
time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 Any objections? 
 There are none. 
 Minister? 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

FIREARMS AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, Firearms 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. 

I move that the Bill do now pass. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any objections? 
 The Bill is now passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Firearms Amendment (No. 2) Act 
2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I now will recognise the Honourable 
Premier. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I now move that we adjourn until Decem-
ber 6th at 10:00 am. 
 

The Speaker: The Chair will recognise the Honour-
able Member from Southampton East, MP Zane De 
Silva. 
 You have the floor. 
 

LAMB FOGGO URGENT CARE CENTRE 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, for the last couple of weeks we 
spent quite a bit of time in this House and in the public 
arena discussing the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Cen-
tre.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: And, Mr. Speaker . . . no, we 
are not going to beat this horse again, I can assure 
Honourable Members. This will be a quick one. 
 Mr. Speaker, we all know that the Honourable 
Premier made the bold decision, came out and said, 
No, Lamb Foggo is going to stay open. That was on 
Friday. In this House the Honourable Premier recon-
firmed that the Lamb Foggo Care Centre will stay 
open. Monday morning’s paper, however, said no. 
What I would like the Honourable Premier to do is re-
confirm (he is a man of his word) that the Lamb Foggo 
Care Centre will remain open. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, I will leave that for him to 
answer before we leave tonight. 
  
PRECERTIFICATION FOR USE OF TECHNOLOGY 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, Mr. Speaker, what I 
would like to talk about today is something that my 
Leader, Mr. Marc Bean, touched on last week. And, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not know if we appreciated where 
our Leader was heading last week, or [if we] appreci-
ated the importance of what he talked about last week 
when he talked about this precertification that is circu-
lating in the community at the moment. Now what do I 
mean, Mr. Speaker? 
 Maybe there are many Members in this House 
that do not know what I am talking about, Mr. 
Speaker, but I am going to explain—not only for the 
people in this House but for the general public.  
 Mr. Speaker, if we thought the closing of the 
Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre garnered attention 
from not only those in the East End, but indeed, eve-
ryone in Bermuda, Mr. Speaker, if this precertification 
route is taken the same route that Lamb Foggo was 
without consultation with the people of this country, 
Mr. Speaker, I can assure you [that] Lamb Foggo will 
turn out to be a minute significance than what this is. 
 So let us put down a marker today. Let us put 
down a marker that I will encourage . . . I encourage, I 
implore the Premier and the Government not to go 
down the route of precertification.  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a little phrase for 
precertification. And we will get into some of the de-
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tails about precertification in a moment. But I call it 
“death by delay,” Mr. Speaker. Remember that. I said 
death by delay.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Finance 
Minister said it is called ‘good governance.’ So I want 
that for the record, too, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the precertifica-
tion is a move by the Minister of Health and the OBA 
Government to introduce management mechanisms 
for diagnostic testing, and maybe who knows how 
many tests as to whether it is X-rays, whether it is ul-
trasounds, MRIs, CAT scans. That is yet to be seen. 
But the word is (and it is good word) that if this legisla-
tion is passed what it will mean is that before any tests 
can take place that your doctor may prescribe, you will 
have to get permission from someone else, whether it 
be a specialist . . . and the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Cole Simons (the Whip) just asked his Minister a 
question. And I asked him if he attended caucus and 
they said they do not sleep, so obviously he has not 
heard about this one yet either.  

Maybe he was out chasing chickens that 
night. But, Mr. Speaker, what this means, this precerti-
fication, is that you go to your doctor . . . you take your 
mother to the doctor who might have a history, your 
granny or your children— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is 
making light, but that is okay. 

Mr. Speaker, you take your loved one to the 
doctor and you may have a history, your doctor says, 
Mr. Horton, your mother has a history. She has severe 
headaches. We need to send her straight over there 
to have a CAT scan or MRI. No longer, Mr. Speaker. 
No, no, no! That cannot happen, if what I understand 
is correct. That is going to stop. It is going to stop.  

So, in other words, my mother who has a his-
tory . . . bless her soul, she is gone, Mr. Speaker, she 
had her fourth aneurysm and died. But prior to her 
third aneurysm . . . can you imagine if you took your 
mother to the doctor and said, Listen, she has very 
bad headaches. And he said. Well, look, Mr. Horton, I 
know your mom. I know her history. I have been look-
ing after her for 20 years. Three years ago she had an 
aneurysm and almost died. Let’s get her down [for a] 
CAT scan.  

But then he says, Wait a minute. Shucks, Mr. 
Horton, I cannot do that. We are not allowed to do that 
anymore. We have to take your mother over to the 
specialist downtown (or down in St. George's or wher-
ever that specialist may be) or to a panel of people 

that meet maybe once a week, we have to wait until 
they certify your mother to get a CAT scan.  

Death by delay, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I am glad the Health Minister 
is saying I have it wrong because . . . I am going to 
wait for that reply.  
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, there is talk 
also about guidelines. I ask the question, Mr. Speaker, 
if there are going to be guidelines, who is going to tell 
my doctor that a test cannot be performed on me?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Who is going to tell my doc-
tor that I cannot get a CAT scan or I cannot have an 
X-ray, [or that] I cannot have an MRI. Who, Mr. 
Speaker?  
 If my data collection is correct, diagnostic im-
aging in Bermuda is about 2 per cent—not even 2 per 
cent—of our overall health costs in Bermuda. Not 
even 2 per cent. So, Mr. Speaker, I say, Why was the 
Health Minister, who went after Lamb Foggo—where 
we are talking about $250,000 which was not even a 
quarter of 1 per cent of the $104 million subsidy at the 
hospital . . . I am not going to go with the overall 
budget or the health care costs overall, but the diag-
nostic imaging is about 2 per cent. So why are we go-
ing this route? Someone might say, Oh, it is low-
hanging fruit. 
 I would have thought that insurance compa-
nies and their profits might be low-hanging fruit, too. 
Insurance companies make millions and millions of 
dollars of net profit per month every month in this 
country. Millions! Not 2 per cent. Not a quarter of 
1 per cent. The insurance companies in this country 
collectively make millions of dollars per month—net! 
Millions! Not a quarter of 1 per cent; not 2 per cent; 
not 5 per cent; not 10 per cent—millions.  

The Honourable Member, Dr. Grant Gibbons, 
the Chairman of Colonial Insurance says, Tell me how 
much money construction companies are making.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, Mr. Speaker, you do not 
want me to have to answer that question today in this 
House in this economy. And I will tell you what— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No matter, no matter, Mr. 
Speaker, how much money the construction compa-
nies made in this country [it will] never ever get near 
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the insurance companies' profits, I can assure you 
that. And you can go all the way to BCM McAlpine in 
the UK. Take that to the bank, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So for the Honourable Mem-
ber to talk about the profits of construction companies 
in this industry . . . I am very surprised he made that 
comment. In this industry? In this climate?  
 Mr. Speaker, last week—or this week—we 
had a report that the health premiums increased in 
October 9.8 per cent. Dentists, 9 per cent.  
 
An Hon. Member: Nine per cent? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: For dentists, 9 per cent. The 
health insurance premiums increased 9.8 per cent. 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: And that is in a month. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, my take is . . . do you 
see where I am going with this, Mr. Speaker? You 
know, we can talk about the costs of the country and 
picking low-hanging fruit, but you know what? There is 
no sense picking low-hanging fruit if it is not ripe. No 
sense picking it if it is not ripe. Why do you not go af-
ter something that is ripe where you can really get 
some fruit to make some juice or to make some nice 
little salads with? Okay? 

So, Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Health and 
the staff, the Bermuda Health Council (you have a 
Member of Parliament, Mrs. Jeanne Atherden who 
sits in this House, the Honourable Member) have met 
with stakeholders over the past several weeks. They 
have met with stakeholders. I am not going to say 
they are secret meetings because in Bermuda nothing 
is kept secret anyway. But these meetings . . . from 
the indications and the feedback I am getting is that 
this decision is going to be made within the next short 
period of time—i.e., the early part of next year.  
 I am going to hope that (and I said it last 
week) the Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Centre, the peti-
tion, the way the people came up to the House last 
week . . . I hope the OBA learned a lesson. And I said 
that last week. Mr. Speaker, I will say that again this 
week, that this one is bigger than Lamb Foggo. Bigger 
than Lamb Foggo, Mr. Speaker. They are talking 
about peoples' lives, and this is a lot more urgent than 
the Urgent Care Centre, in my humble opinion.  
 The other question I would like to ask (or the 
point I would like to make) is this: To me, unfair preau-
thorisation or precertification is going to apply to doc-
tors in and around the country that rely on some of 
these things for their livelihood. But is it going to apply 

to the doctors in the hospital? Let me put that question 
out there, Mr. Speaker. If this is true, Why? I ask that 
question. I am giving the Minister some things to chew 
on it. She may answer some of them today. She may 
want to look at Hansard next week and come back 
with a statement. I welcome that.  
 Let us remember this, most of the services 
offered at the hospital that are offered outside the 
hospital cost the taxpayer and cost the health system 
more in the hospital. And the Minister would tell you 
that. The Minister would tell you that. So why are we 
going this route? Why? It begs the question, Mr. 
Speaker. Not only does that question beg . . . but why 
did the Cabinet reverse a decision made by the Ber-
muda Health Council not to go this route? 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Cabinet! 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Cabinet, Mr. Speaker!  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Cabinet reversed that 
decision, Mr. Speaker.  

So you have the Bermuda Health Council—
the watchdogs of health care in this country—say that 
this is not the way to go. We have, as I understand it, 
Mr. Speaker, two insurance companies that are 
against it as well. Probably they are worried about Mr. 
and Mrs. Smith knocking on their door saying, Hey! 
You are not doing this to my family! Or watch out 
when they knock on the door and say Look, my 
momma died yesterday waiting to get precertification 
from some dude who works around the corner or 
some panel that meets next week! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: But you know what, Mr. 
Speaker? Maybe, maybe, Mr. Speaker, this is being 
directed by (maybe) the chairman of (maybe) another 
insurance company who happens to sit in this House 
who said many times in this place that diagnostic im-
aging is the reason why we have high health care 
costs. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Imputing improper motives] 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Honourable 
Member is imputing improper motives. I would ask him 
to withdraw. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, I would think so, Honourable 
Member. 
 Honourable Member? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, let me say this, 
the Honourable Member is on record in this House— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: —saying that diagnostic im-
aging is one of the reasons we have a high health 
care system, health care costs, on this Island. He is 
on record, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now he has stated that in 
this House.  
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That is not what you 
just said. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are on the 
right track now. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, Mr. Speaker, I hope with 
the Bermuda Health Council's suggestion to not go 
this route and the Cabinet too saying, No, we do want 
to go this route . . . what is the motive? Is there a hid-
den agenda? Is there a political motive at work here? 
Why, Mr. Speaker? Why would Cabinet overturn the 
Health Council's decision not to go this route? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, the House will 
close in a minute if this continues. I am not joking. I 
am not joking. 
 Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
thank you, because you would think that something as 
important as this that, you know, my leader would not 
be provoked from the other side with those comments. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, let me [ask] again that with 
diagnostic imaging not even being 2 per cent of the 
health care costs in this country, Why are we going 
this way? Why are we taking the road of ‘death by 
delay’? I implore the OBA Government not to go this 
route. This is worse than Lamb Foggo, Mr. Speaker. 

This is Lamb Foggo multiplied by a thousand times 
over. Do not go that way. 
 If we go this precertification route, it is putting 
every Bermudian at risk, Mr. Speaker. Every Ber-
mudian.  

I have an honourable colleague on this side 
whose family member, had they not had an MRI al-
most immediately, I think the Honourable Member's 
family member would have been in trouble. Bermudi-
ans are at risk. Our doctors know our history— 
 
The Speaker: You have one minute. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I implore the OBA and the Cabinet who over-
turned this decision to give this some serious rethink-
ing if they are going that route—if they are going that 
route, because the information that comes to me may 
not be correct . . . but I do not think so. So I would im-
plore the OBA and the Cabinet to rethink this before 
we have a major, major uproar and upheaval of our 
people in this country over this issue. Please do not 
go that route. I implore you. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Minister for 
Health and Seniors, Minister Gordon-Pamplin. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I allowed the Honourable Member to continue 
his entire 20 minutes going down the wrong path be-
cause I think sometimes if somebody does not wish to 
be confused with the facts, stepping in and intervening 
does not help. So I just allowed him to just continue— 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, the Honour-
able Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member—to continue to sensationalise and continue 
to dramatise something which is not, in fact, the plan.  

Now, the last comment that the Honourable 
Member made . . . Well, let me just say, generally, the 
entire conversation that the Honourable Member had 
is a conversation that I had almost verbatim—almost 
verbatim—with the former Premier, Dr. Brown, who 
came to visit me. 
 
Some Hon. Members: No! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Who came to visit 
me because he was concerned with some of the 
things that he understood to be in the pipeline. I un-
derstood it and I respected it. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
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[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, it is a point of order. 
 
The Speaker: What is the point of order? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I’ll tell you what, Pat. Point of 
information. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Speaker: It cannot be— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay. Point of order, point of 
order. 
 
The Speaker: Point of order? What is the point of or-
der? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. 
 
The Speaker: How?  

She is not misleading the House. She said 
that she came to Dr. Brown and she spoke. That is 
not misleading the House! 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: She said that she spoke to 
him verbatim, that I repeated what he said verbatim. 
That is untrue, Mr. Speaker. I have not spoken to Dr. 
Brown about this like she— 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Not the way she just said. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I 
think the Honourable Member has difficulty under-
standing English, as we saw when he decided— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please withdraw 
that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, sorry? 

 
The Speaker: Withdraw that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Withdraw? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Not understanding English. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Oh, I am sorry, 
understanding the manner in which I articulate.  
 
The Speaker: Okay, that is better. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me put it that 
way. He has difficulty understanding the manner in 
which I articulate English, Mr. Speaker, because I said 
that I had a conversation with Dr. Brown, the former 
Premier, which was virtually verbatim to the comments 
made by the Honourable Minister— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That is what I said 
and I stand by those comments.  
 Now, let me just say that one of the Honour-
able Member's last comments was that the doctors 
know your history. That is, indeed, a fact. And that 
was the comment that we were trying to relay to the 
former Government when they insisted on putting 
hospitalists in the hospital to look after patients when 
their personal doctors were being restricted from go-
ing in to take their patients in the hospital which they 
knew about. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay? So let us 
not talk about doctors and history— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, point of order, 
Mr Speaker! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the 
Honourable Member had 20 minutes! 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please. Sit one 
second. 
 Please, have a point of order. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: She is certainly misleading 
the House, again, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: How? 
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Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Because if you are a physi-
cian and you are in the hospital . . . and I said this 
many times when I was Minister. That comment the 
Honourable Minister made is totally untrue. Your per-
sonal doctor, Mr. Speaker, can go to visit you if you 
are in the hospital any time he wants. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Do not make the statement 
that he cannot. It is not true. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I 
said that it was restricted. A doctor cannot go unre-
strictedly at the moment and treat you in the hospital. 
It is not the way it works. It does not. The Honourable 
Member was the Minister of Health! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Now the Honour-
able Member was also the Minister of Health, and he 
stands here today to pontificate about what insurance 
companies should or should not do.  

Let me just say without fear of contradiction, I 
did not see any motions being brought forward by that 
Honourable Member to go down that path to make 
sure that there was some kind of stop if he believed 
that practises were not correct. I saw no legislation. I 
saw nothing coming to stop that while the Honourable 
Member was the Minister of Health. So let the Hon-
ourable Member be assured of one thing: I will look at 
the entire health care costs in this country. Some 
things will be able to get some kind of attention; others 
may be deemed to be inappropriate for the moment. 
There is no stone that will be left unturned. 
 
[General uproar] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: When I hear 
comments that certain doctors are being incentivised 
to ensure that diagnostic testing is done (and these 
are comments that are coming from the staff that work 
with certain doctors) that gives me cause for concern. 
That gives me grave cause for concern because we 
have significant health care costs in this country and 
we have to get a handle on it.  

The only thing the Honourable Member did 
not say (that I had the conversation with the person 
with whom I first mentioned) was that if we are going 
after low-hanging fruit, the extension of that was, But I 
am not a mango. I was waiting to hear that. I was 
waiting to hear that. But I did not.  

So maybe, so maybe he elected so as not to 
be completely aligned with the position, maybe he 
elected to keep that away. 
 

[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Maybe he chose 
to do that. But let me just say the Honourable Mem-
ber— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member spoke to the issue 
of the Cabinet overturning a decision by the Health 
Council. That is patent nonsense. Mr. Speaker, the 
Health Council was tasked by me to advise me what 
does precertification look like and what do guidelines 
look like. What does precertification— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I asked the Health 
Council to provide— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just stop a sec-
ond.  

I am going to say to this Honourable Member 
from Southampton East—or from Southampton—I am 
going to say to this Member that he has had an oppor-
tunity to speak, and I am not going to tolerate shouting 
across the floor from the Member.  

I hope you understand that, Honourable 
Member.  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 When the Health Council brought me the re-
port—me, as the Minister—respecting precertification 
versus guidelines, I weighed out the pros and cons of 
each and chose to take the situation regarding precer-
tification for approval. I did that. The Cabinet overruled 
nothing. The Cabinet supported me. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ahh! 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And that was what 
I put to them. There was no overruling. I put a position 
forward and the position was accepted. 
 Now, the Member spoke to the costs for the 
taxpayer being more in the hospital than it was in pri-
vate enterprise. And that is perfectly correct and it is 
something, again, that we are addressing. Why are 
we addressing it? Because we do not want to see the 
costs of health care continually rising exponentially.  

But there is almost a qualifier from the hospi-
tal's perspective. The hospital is required to run its 
diagnostic units 24/7/365. Private enterprises only 
have to run their operations nine to five, Monday 
through Friday. They do not deal with emergency 
situations outside of hours. So one would understand 
that if you are required to hold something open for an 
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entire period of time then, yes, it would follow that it 
may end up being more expensive.  

I do not like the idea of tests costing more in 
the hospital. Is there a way that we can look at it? I 
believe there is. The Honourable Member asked the 
question would doctors in the hospital be subjected to 
the precertification process when and if that is 
adopted. And I say when and if, and I will expound on 
that in a moment. The doctors in the hospital and the 
hospital were the ones who recommended it! So the 
answer is they have no problem with it. They have no 
problem with it.  

But let me just say that at the moment what is 
happening is a consultative process. The purpose of a 
consultative process is to put the pros and cons of a 
particular situation, to hear what is happening for the 
doctors to respond as to what they think is appropriate 
and what they think is not appropriate. We listened to 
the to[ing] and froing from the doctors so that we un-
derstand their position. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member asked 
the question whether precertification was death by 
delay. In the concept of precertification, as I was 
made to understand it, as was provided to me in in-
formation and going by Milliman's standards, there are 
certain things that would be required. Number one, 
any emergency situation would be completely exempt. 
What we are talking about in terms of precertification 
would be only to the extent of elective—elective—
diagnostic testing. That is the only thing that would be 
impacted. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The system that 
would be in place would, in fact, be one that is mini-
mally restrictive, minimally time-consuming, because 
the sensitivity of these issues is fully taken on board.  

But if you start to weigh the fact that diagnos-
tic imaging is one segment . . . and I heard the 2 per 
cent. I heard it when I spoke to the Honourable Mem-
ber Dr. Brown. I have heard it again today. I heard it 
last week with the Honourable Member, Michael 
Scott, when he spoke to it on the Motion to Adjourn, 
notwithstanding that he was talking about something 
that was debated the week before. But that is neither 
here nor there. I do not have a problem.  

You know, the one thing I can tell you without 
fear of contradiction. I do not mind answering ques-
tions, as you probably noticed last week. For one hour 
the Opposition chose to barrage me with questions. I 
answered every single one, toe to toe with every sin-
gle comment that was made. Why? I do not mind an-
swering questions because, notwithstanding 90 per 
cent of the questions were questions to which they 
already knew the answer. . . Honourable Members on 
the other side knew the answer. I believe that the pur-
pose was, what are they going to ask me that I am 
maybe going to trip myself up or whatever. No! Be-

cause you know what, Mr. Speaker? I speak the truth 
all the time.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The truth does not 
change complexion. The truth does not change com-
plexion.  

So when Honourable Members ask me ques-
tions, I am more than willing and able to respond to 
the questions that they ask. I do not have a problem 
with that.  

When the Honourable Member asked whether 
this was a move to introduce a management mecha-
nism which would be tantamount to death by delay . . . 
nothing is further from the truth. Mr. Speaker, if you 
show up and you say to your doctor I would never 
ever . . . and bear in mind one thing. Not only do 
Members on my side recognise, but I would like for 
Members on the other side (just in case they do not 
remember) that my father was a medical doctor, a 
surgeon. And notwithstanding that he died when I was 
very little, I grew up in a home and in an environment 
in which health care was a primary cause for concern 
and consideration.  

I remember patients walking up the path, be-
cause my father's surgery was in the house. I meet 
people up until this past week saying that they came 
to my house for my dad to treat them. Health care is 
something around which I grew, Mr. Speaker, and you 
can be assured that at no time and under no circum-
stances am I ever going to stand in the way of a rela-
tionship between a doctor and his patient. I am not 
going to do that.  

But if I hear that doctors are ordering tests 
and they are incentivised to do that . . . does that 
cause me concern? Yes, it does. Am I going to look at 
that? Yes, I will. Is that going to relate to things that 
are emergency? No, it will not. It will not relate to 
emergencies in a doctor's office. It will not relate to 
emergencies in the hospital context. It will not relate to 
emergencies. I am not about to go down that path. 
 When it comes to electives, I know what elec-
tives are, and I have had the conversation. I do not 
make decisions or look at information in isolation. I 
consult those people who are involved in the field. 
Hence, the consultative process.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Notwithstanding 
the idea that Members are concerned. I actually have 
a meeting set up with the doctors so I can hear first-
hand . . . not the consultation process with the Health 
Council, but a consultation process one-on-one—me 
and the doctors—so I get to hear and understand 
where they are coming from. 
 There are some decisions that are too big to 
make in isolation. And I do not want to go down that 
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path. So while the Honourable Members want to go 
off on a tangent and try to prevaricate those things 
which are absolutely not appropriate— 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: There is nothing wrong with that. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Prevarication is taking that 
someone is lying. I have a problem with that. 
 
The Speaker: I do not understand it. I do not under-
stand it that way. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Well, she is suggesting that 
someone is lying. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: When Honourable 
Members want to adopt the position . . . you know it is 
very easy. I am very amenable to talking to anybody. 
We have the rancorous attitude and environment in 
this Honourable House that on that side they have to 
throw barbs [and] on this side we have to throw re-
sponses. At some point in time we are going to recog-
nise that we have a major problem in this country, not 
the least of which is the cost of health care, because 
to the extent that health care costs go up—and the 
Honourable Member indicated an increase in the rise 
of premiums, an increase in the rise of dental costs—
to the extent that those costs continue to rise, Mr. 
Speaker, if we do not get a handle on them every sin-
gle one of us in this House is going to suffer. And not 
just us; but us as an extension, as the representatives 
of the people who put us here.  

Am I going to have that on my conscience, 
Mr. Speaker? Not likely. So anything that happens 
you would think that we would want to be holding 
hands across the aisle trying to find effective solutions 
to our health care problems and you can be assured 
there will be no stone left unturned in that respect. 
 With that said, Mr. Speaker, let me just also 
speak to one other issue. And that was the issue with 
respect to HPL that we discussed earlier today. 

I think it is important to underscore that when 
we talk about increase in costs of health care where 
was that Government when HPL was formed? Where 
was that Government when the hospital hired private 
physicians and allowed the billings for those physi-
cians to be driven through HPL which had overrides 
on top which just caused the cost of health care to rise 
some more?  

Did I hear any objections to that? Absolutely 
none.  

Are we in the position that we are in now be-
cause the previous Government allowed the horse to 
bolt from the barn? There was no door . . . You know 
how you say sometimes that you close the stable door 
after the horse has bolted? There was no door for 
those Honourable Members. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, 
there was no stable, as my Honourable colleague 
says.  

I accept that and I appreciate that. Because 
what has happened is that some of the costs that we 
are now faced with, as a result of the decisions that 
were made by that former administration, are now . . . 
the chickens (with or without the firearms) are coming 
home to roost. They are coming home to roost.  

And we on this side are tasked with trying to 
get a handle on some of the mistakes that were previ-
ously made and some of the things that were done 
that were allowed to run rampant in this community. 
Am I looking at insurance companies? You bet your 
bottom dollar I will be looking at insurance companies.  

Am I looking at doctors? You bet your bottom 
dollar. Am I looking at rates? You bet your bottom dol-
lar. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was tasked by the Hon-
ourable Premier to take on this portfolio, notwithstand-
ing however inept my opinion of what was done be-
fore me may have been, you can be assured that I will 
leave no stone unturned to ensure that we have a 
thorough look at every single aspect. I said that to Dr. 
Brown and I say it here today. Notwithstanding that 
one particular aspect of health care may represent a 
minute portion of the costs relating to health care, you 
can be certain that everybody is going to feel some of 
my wrath by the time the day is over. That is to be fair.  

That is to be fair, Mr. Speaker. I do not want 
somebody to think that my colleagues are involved 
with private enterprise, private business that does cer-
tain things. That is of no consequence to me. I have a 
health insurance department that is separated from a 
Government employee health insurance department—
both of which are running significant administrative 
costs in trying to look at how do we improve the lot for 
the people of Bermuda. How do we merge and amal-
gamate these types of things to gain efficiencies? 
That is what I am tasked with, Mr. Speaker.  

So when I hear little chirps about what I am 
doing and what my purpose is— 
 
The Speaker: You have one minute left. One minute. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. 

—and what Cabinet overturned and what they 
did not overturn. If Members were big enough and fair 
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enough to come and ask me questions, I would not 
have to stand here and allow somebody to run off on 
a tangent talking total and complete and utter non-
sense. And then I have to stand and waste the time of 
this Honourable House to refute it when we should be 
holding hands trying to find a solution to the debacle 
that was left behind by that Honourable Member who 
just took his seat. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from St. [David’s], constituency 3, MP Lovitta 
Foggo. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I 
do realise that this is a very sensitive issue and I can 
understand the passion of the Honourable Minister 
who just took her seat.  

But I am standing as a layperson and listening 
to the Minister suggest that (I will call it) a third layer, 
or middle layer [is] to be added in terms of pa-
tient/doctor relationships. And that is a cause for con-
cern for me, because when I hear that several things 
come to mind.  

One is there is another layer. What cost will 
then be passed on to me, the patient, if there is 
someone else who has to assess whether or not there 
is some sort of test that I must undergo? The other 
thing that comes to mind basically is, How does that 
keep sacred the sacrosanct relationship between doc-
tor and patient and confidentiality? Because now there 
is another layer that, for whatever reasons, may be-
come (I suppose you can say) witness to whatever 
issues that I have which are medically related.  

For me, that certainly is cause for grave con-
cern because that is one of the, I guess, factors that 
one gets to enjoy between their doctor and them-
selves. Whatever medical issues prevail, they are 
confidential between the doctor and his client. And to 
say that a third layer is going to be put in place in or-
der to ensure (and I am going to use this word) that 
some level of “corruption” is not taking place, to me— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I believe the Hon-
ourable Member is totally misleading the House. At no 
point in time was anybody talking about anything 

about corruption. I think the Honourable Member 
should withdraw that statement.  
 
The Speaker: Yes, I did not hear that. I did not hear 
anything like that. 
 Stay, stay . . . 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I do not think that you were 
trying to point fingers at anybody in particular. But 
when I hear that a layer has to be put in place to po-
lice or manage the way in which doctors order tests, 
then if doctors indeed are ordering tests that are be-
lieved to be nonessential then it . . . because if they 
are deemed nonessential it means that they are order-
ing tests which, in essence, are not necessary and 
may mean that they are playing the system, so to 
speak. That is why I used that word. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think it is impor-
tant for the Honourable Member not to go off on the 
wrong tangent here. And I think that she is doing it in 
all honesty, and I would like to help.  

What we are suggesting is that when a test is 
ordered that the test is deemed to be the appropriate 
one under the circumstances. We are not saying . . . 
you know, there are people who are proficient at what 
happens. And I can say that in my conversations with 
the Honourable Member, former Premier Dr. Brown, 
who explained to me the procedure that is used when 
his company orders diagnostics, I can tell you that that 
is the procedure that should form the basis of the 
standard by which other organisations are measured. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you. 
 Carry on. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Minister. I appreci-
ate the clarification. 
 Yes, what concerns me, Mr. Speaker, is . . . I 
guess I can say simply this. I would think (and I think 
your sort of suggested that in your comment, Minister) 
that the qualifying factor for any test has to do with the 
ailments that may or may not be presenting them-
selves in the patient, and are based on ascertaining to 
whatever level of accuracy (and everybody wants their 
doctor to be 100 per cent correct, but to the highest 
level of accuracy) if a battery of tests should be per-
formed in order to ensure that the doctor is on the 
right track (so to speak). I would think . . . and that 
patient, having confidence in their doctor to order 
tests, to definitely ascertain such . . . I would think that 
that would be the right way to go whether or not such 
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tests are deemed absolutely necessary. But if they 
help to eradicate what is not happening, I would think 
that that is also important in a way in which a doctor 
conducts his, I guess (if you will) diagnoses.  
 So, Mr. Speaker, I have an issue that those 
who are considered expert in their areas (that is, doc-
tors, medical practitioners) that if they feel that certain 
tests should be ordered in order to pinpoint an issue . 
. . I have a problem with a third layer coming in and 
saying, Well, this might not be absolutely necessary, 
when that particular test may be the one test that does 
help to come to a definite conclusion as to whatever 
problem is presenting itself within a client. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Mr. Speaker, I do not know if I 
am hearing any assurances that having a third layer 
will not lead to increased costs. And I would suggest 
that if there is an issue where certain physicians seem 
to be ordering tests that may not be necessary, one 
would think that perhaps the best route to go is to 
have a forensic analysis performed on those particular 
physicians that may be believed [to be] engaging in 
such behaviours to ascertain whether or not they are 
guilty of ordering excess tests.  

But to implement a policy that hits out at eve-
ryone . . . to me, certainly, I do not think is the right 
way to go, and I do think it will create alarm and upset 
and certainly, like myself, being a layperson wonder-
ing what else will happen if (as I see it) it is an erosion 
of the doctor/patient relationship.  
 I just wanted to raise those concerns, and on 
that note I will take my seat, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West], MP [Jeanne] Ather-
den. 
  
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Mr. Speaker, this evening I 
just want to clarify a few things, because I am going 
on the basis that everyone really wants to understand 
the process and that if there is something which is not 
understood that they would like to have clarification 
because that will help give them some comfort.  

I think we have to make everyone aware that 
no one is trying to separate the patient from their doc-
tor. But over time there are ranges of tests that are 
available to individuals, and over time, because we 
have had the opportunity to look at the utilisation of 
certain tests, we can see individuals ordering a bank 
of tests—some of which are superseding the best test 
that should be ordered for a particular illness. I think 
what we are trying to say is the fact that money can 
be saved if the primary test is ordered and it is the 
correct test, then additional tests are really not doing 
anything to help the patient but actually just adding 
additional money.  

So I want to clarify that, because I think we 
are all mindful of the fact that we want to make sure 
that the patient gets better. We want to make sure that 
that appropriate tests are out there. But because 
sometimes you can order more than you need, if that 
patient is just not going to be any better but just have 
more money allocated, then it is increasing the cost of 
health. 
 I want to clarify something else, because as 
we started to talk about this question of precertifica-
tion and guidelines, et cetera, I think we have to rec-
ognise these things are being considered. They are 
being considered as ways in which to bring the cost of 
health care down. They are being considered with the 
physicians, with the individuals that are out there. 
And, as the Minister said, everything is on the table. It 
is on the table as it relates to what an individual can 
do.  

If we had a healthier living style ourselves, we 
would not have all the illnesses that we have. We 
would not have to go to the doctor and ask him to give 
us weight loss if we were walking and eating healthily. 
So we are doing lots of things to bring the cost of 
health care down.  

The Minister cannot be faulted if she is saying 
to us within the health system, the Bermudian people, 
we have to get the costs of health down because the 
premiums that we are paying are causing the indi-
viduals, the percentage of your income, it is taking 
more and more money for health. That cannot be 
right. And I would think that this House should be 
happy that we are looking at all of these different ave-
nues to make sure that things that are impacting it are 
being looked at and there are ideas that are being put 
forward. 
 I also just want to recognise that no one is 
saying out there that the relationship between the pa-
tient and their doctor is going to be harmed. The doc-
tors are consulted, and we are looking at ways in 
which to make sure that the benefits to the patient are 
improved.  

There was a suggestion, Mr. Speaker, as it re-
lates to things that are being presented that they are 
not being presented in a way which is benefitting the 
patient. And I just wanted to remind us that if we try 
and look at ideas, we are not always able to turn 
around and explain at the time the logic behind it. But, 
ultimately, once the consultative process takes place, 
we will be able to elaborate in greater detail how it 
should work.  

I know before there was a suggestion about 
low-hanging fruit. Now I just think that we have to un-
derstand that one benefit of starting off with low-
hanging fruit is one thing. It enables you to look at the 
practise. We are able to look at what people are do-
ing. And once you start to get them into changing the 
way they are operating you can move it to the next 
level of fruit, and you can then start to make sure that 
the things which are taking more expenditure get dealt 
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with. And it enables us to turn around and ensure that 
practises and procedures and habits are changed. 
 I also just want to say (and this is the last 
thing I am going to say) that, as the Health Minister 
said, we should be trying to do things to make sure 
that the health system is improved. I do think it is 
rather unfortunate, because in an earlier . . . the last 
time that we were here the former Health Minister in-
dicated the fact that he knew everything that was go-
ing down at the hospital, and nothing went by without 
him knowing about it. So that when he comes and 
asks questions about things that happened there . . . I 
am just amazed because I am thinking to myself, He 
knew the salaries that were down there. If he tells us 
from the get-go that nothing happened there that he 
did not know about, then he had to have known about 
the salaries. He had to have known about some of the 
practises. 

So I am not going to go back other than make 
that observation, because as far as I am concerned, 
going forward, what we are trying to say is what hap-
pened in the past, we cannot change. The only thing 
that we can do is to say that things that happened in 
the past which were not good practises we have to do 
two things: examine why they occurred, because if 
there is a logical reason we want to make sure that it 
is not replicated. If there is no logical reason, we still 
have to make sure that it is not replicated and then we 
have to make sure that the plan that we have is al-
ways keeping in view bringing the cost of health care 
down, making sure that the well-being of the individual 
patients are improved, and at the same time trying to 
make sure that the health care system in Bermuda is 
going to turn around and include all the providers—the 
doctors, the hospital and the fact that wellness (if in-
troduced properly) will make the individual patient part 
of the health care system. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Member 
from Pembroke [South East], MP Rolfe Commissiong. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I heard the Minister of Health and Seniors call 
for, essentially, outreach from this side of the aisle. I 
think she used the imagery of us extending our hand 
to work with her on these critical issues. Well, I am 
going to lay before her a recommendation which I 
think we can all in this House sign on to.  

I think I may have made mention of it not too 
long ago. And I am going to make mention of it again. 
That is, I would ask her and her Cabinet colleagues to 
consider naming the new wing of the hospital after her 
late father, Dr. E. F. Gordon. I think that would be a 
fitting gesture of recognition and respect for a man 
who did so much for this country. I think he deserves 
no less.  

Mr. Speaker, that new wing would be a fitting 
tribute to Dr. Gordon. Imagine our young children, our 
older persons being able to look with pride on that 
nameplate of the new Dr. E. F. Gordon wing of the 
hospital. I would hope that she takes my recommen-
dation, and that her colleagues take my recommenda-
tion, in all seriousness and give it consideration. 
 We all know that the Minister has a significant 
job on her hands. Health care costs (to use this term 
again for the third time in the House over the last cou-
ple of hours) are increasing exponentially. I would 
hope that when it comes to the concept of shared sac-
rifice that we will see the Minister be just as vigorous 
in her pursuit of cost-cutting when it comes to our in-
surers as she has demonstrated thus far with respect 
to some of our health care providers on the issue of 
precertification.  

You see, Mr. Speaker, as my Honourable 
Shadow Minister made mention, the cost of health 
care we now learn has gone up. The cost of insurance 
as a part of the overall costs has gone up by 9.8 per 
cent, as revealed in the public domain over the last 
few days. We have an ageing population that is going 
to require an even greater degree of care and ser-
vices from the health care industry.  

You see one of the biggest drivers of this cost 
is that from our insurance, Mr. Speaker. The Shadow 
Minister himself said that the cost that has been ac-
cruing as a consequence of diagnostic testing is under 
3 per cent. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: She interpolates that she 
does not care if it is Penny, ha’penny.  

All I am saying is that I want to see the same 
vigorousness, the same dedication, to get on top of 
this cost curve when it comes to the cost incurred by 
our insurers.  
 I had a friend, he is a new friend of mine, a 
former high-level executive from one of Bermuda's 
major international insurance companies who said, 
Rolfe, if there was a way that we could do it, I would 
advise that Bermuda allow one of the same compa-
nies that are writing insurance worldwide, globally, to 
underwrite the risk in terms of the Bermuda market.  

They are more than willing to entertain that, 
Mr. Speaker. It would bring down the premiums here 
considerably. Of course, there are externalities in-
volved. We would have to think about perhaps the 
number of jobs that the insurance industry locally pro-
vides. That would have to be a consideration.  

Why would we go that way in a sense and 
then we would see jobs being lost in Bermuda at a 
time when even under the OBA's vaunted economic 
acumen, jobs are still being lost even as we speak.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: But we have to start think-
ing outside the box (and I hate to use the cliché). But 
it is very appropriate here on this issue because 
things are only going to get worse when it comes to 
the cost of health care in Bermuda.  

As I said, the demographics are not working in 
our favour. We have an ageing population who are 
only going to require health care costs in ever greater 
numbers and to ever greater degrees than we have 
ever seen in this country. So as I said, the task before 
that Minister, as it was with respect to our Shadow 
Minister, is great. You have to acknowledge that our 
former Shadow Minister attempted to take a holistic 
strategic view of the whole paradigm of health care 
with this plan. I would hope that we would also see a 
strategic plan coming from that Minister and her Minis-
try.  
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I was a little concerned 
by an earlier interpolation by the Honourable Minister 
Grant Gibbons who, in response to the Shadow Minis-
ter, made the comment that (and I am paraphrasing 
here) somehow the profits that were coming out of the 
local insurance industry are no greater, roughly 
speaking, than the profits earned by our construction 
sector. 
 
The Speaker: He did not say that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: What is that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Of course it is! He did make 
that simile. He did draw— 
 
The Speaker: No, he— 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: —that analogy, in seeking 
to— 
 
The Speaker: Ask him how much did the construction 
industry make. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: No, I am not going to ask 
him that, Mr. Speaker. 

What I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that is a per-
fect example (to use another shop-worn cliché) of 
comparing apples to oranges in a context of this dis-
cussion.  

You see, when it comes to health care it is 
most extreme. We are talking about life and death 
decisions. Even before you get to the extreme, you 
are talking about decisions and impact upon our 
community that is significant in a way that construction 
and the companies that provide it can never have in 
this community. It certainly, again, it is like comparing 
apples to oranges in the extreme.  

We know that insurance, the cost of premiums 
in this country, is one of the biggest drivers of the cost 
of health care in the country. Failure to be able to con-
front what is going on in that sector of our economy 
will only make our attempts to wrangle these costs—
to bring them back down to measureable levels—
futile.  
 So, again, I would ask the Minister to not dis-
appoint us on this. Please do as much as you can on 
behalf of the Bermudian people and assure that the 
shared sacrifice is part of the overall sacrifice that the 
insurance companies will have to pay as well. 
 Finally, I will repeat again. I would love to see 
that day when we can be at the naming ceremony for 
the new wing of the hospital and have it named after 
your illustrious father, Dr. E. F. Gordon. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys North, MP Michael 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 It is beyond doubt that in our happy land the 
whole question and issue of the health of our people 
is constantly under watch with the number of referrals 
that go off to Lahey, Johns Hopkins and Brigham and 
Women's [Hospital] . . . with the number of stories that 
you hear on a daily basis of a number of our fellow 
citizens that are troubled from a health care perspec-
tive [by] our critical killers—hypertension, stroke, can-
cer, diabetes. They are driving overseas referrals and 
they are certainly driving hospitalisations within our 
primary acute care hospital here in Paget.  

Now that is very clear. I do not know why we 
have the question that is asked in Boston, What is 
going on in our country? But what we must face is 
good health care. 
 Now, without question, the deployment of 
technology is one of the most effective ways to con-
tain costs. We know that. This is a modern phenome-
non. Diagnostic interventions by the use and deploy-
ment of technology, yes, it is to diagnose in a way that 
has never before been possible. It prevents, therefore, 
trial and error. It prevents misdiagnoses if you have 
deep, deep diagnostic platforms being deployed in 
your country. So, I remain concerned—deeply con-
cerned—about the two provisions that the Shadow 
Minister of Health raised earlier today: control of entry 
of technology equipment for diagnoses; and precertifi-
cation for procedures.  
 The Honourable Minister of Health spoke for 
her full 25 minutes in response to the Shadow Minis-
ter's statements of concerns. All of which (may I say) I 
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adopt in my remarks and support and agree with be-
cause I am concerned. But the Honourable Minister of 
Health spoke for her entire 25 minutes. And I antici-
pated that I would hear her declare that all of the 
things and concerns being expressed by the Shadow 
Minister of Heath, Mr. De Silva, were unfounded. In-
stead, what I heard was the Minister rationalise that 
the Government seems committed to page 16 of the 
Throne Speech on control of entry of equipment and 
that they will press on with this precertification.  

Those two concepts in the context of health 
care in this country . . . a compelling and convincing 
case has to be made for them in the absence of a 
compelling case for the introduction of changes to the 
health care delivery that narrowly targets activities in 
this country, narrowly targets health care providers in 
this country. Must have a strong case, because oth-
erwise, if it does not have a compelling case, what 
you are left with is a policy that narrowly targets health 
care providers in this country. 

I listened carefully to the Minister of Health 
isolate only one rationale in her entire argument for 25 
minutes that is driving precertification and the control 
of entry of technology equipment. I listened for her 
entire speech, and the Honourable Minister mentioned 
just this one thing that we are being told. So it is in-
formation being received. We are being told that doc-
tors are incentivised to order tests. Doctors are incen-
tivised to order tests, and on that basis this remark-
able policy—because it is a very strong policy—
introduces barriers to the practise of modern medicine 
in our country.  

I cannot overstate it. To introduce barriers that 
target a narrow class of health providers has to have a 
strong reason. And I have not heard it.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I have not heard it. The case 
has not been made for this.  

For example, if the Honourable Health Minis-
ter, the Honourable Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, has had 
information provided to her that a doctor is— 
 
An Hon. Member: Deal with it! 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes, deal with it. There is a 
way of dealing with it. 

But to bring legislation of this nature to deal 
with it is irrational. I would argue it in court that it is 
irrational; it is a misapplication of legislative power to a 
problem. And it fell from the Minister. It fell from the 
Minister on her rationalisation for and support of this 
policy we are hearing, that doctors are incentivised to 
order tests. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, in Bermuda, this is a 
very— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 

  
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Well, I listened carefully. All 
right. But I listened carefully to your (the Minister's) 
rationalisation. I was hanging on every word you were 
saying. I would like to hear . . . as I said, there has to 
be a strong argument to reach this double policy, this 
dual policy. 

In a country where the practise of modern 
medicine is supported by the importation of highly so-
phisticated technology there is absolutely . . . it is ab-
solutely normal business practise that when you build 
a business and you put in equipment (it happens in 
every business) you want a return on your investment. 
You have to make sure that you pay for the equip-
ment.  

You want to also make sure that you are mak-
ing money in your business. This happens with IT, 
with all of the heavy technology that is put in, in the 
way of service, or of equipment that does incredible 
things, to cause the customer to go into their pocket 
and buy these handhelds by content, by technology 
delivered, services. So that is normal. And this is nor-
mal in Bermuda—your business is run where you set 
up to get a return on your investment.  

If a doctor is incentivising the driving of busi-
ness to his highly technologically equipped office, 
there is nothing the matter with that. So when I hear in 
2013 that this House is going to pass legislation that is 
targeting a business that is doing just that, whereas 
across the history and span of business in this country 
this has been going on uninterrupted, where busi-
nesses get a return on their investment—then we 
have legislation that seeks to raise a barrier to it—I 
am concerned. I need a very strong argument as to 
why it is being done.  

The Minister of Health has given me one ra-
tionalisation. She interpolated that there were others, 
but as the Honourable Shadow Minister, Mr. De Silva, 
said, one rationalisation made to support any legisla-
tion brought in the future to this House will cause a 
storm of protest—and it ought to. I cannot contem-
plate the kinds of arguments that could be raised.  

As Health Minister, when I held that seat, from 
Andersen analyses to Oughton analyses to phase one 
and two [of the] Hopkins’ analyses and all others, in-
cluding Donald Thomas, whom I hired to be in place 
to train up the chiefs of staff—and then left after 18 
months . . . but then I was not the Minister for more 
than 18 months. But Mr. Speaker, throughout those 
analyses on health care costs in this country, on the 
composite five or more reports, nowhere does this 
dual attack of control of entry of technological equip-
ment appear in those reports as a means of contain-
ing costs precertification. So it comes out of left field 
for me.  

And, again, I return to my original, my top ar-
gument for this dual policy to be both rational and 
credible there must be a strong case made for it. I 
have not heard it. If the Government proceeds to in-
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troduce it on the present rationalisation of preventing 
doctors incentivising business to their business prac-
tises, this will not cut it. And there will be a storm of 
protests. I will be the first to stand up and continue to 
make statements, as I am making this evening. 
 Mr. Speaker, health care costs and consulta-
tion . . . the Minister protests too much, I respectfully 
suggest, in her indication that she is now going to ex-
ercise a broad consultation. A broad consultation on 
what?  

If it is not immediately apparent that diagnos-
tic equipment and diagnostic testing in our country is 
less than 2 per cent of general health care costs (and 
I accept that figure until proven wrong), if the only ar-
gument that has moved the Minister of Health is that 
doctors are incentivised to order tests, if those two 
matters taken together are what is driving a consulta-
tion to support and legitimise precertification and con-
trol of entry of technology here out in the Atlantic, 
where we are by ourselves, where the report from 
Hopkins (particularly) was that we must find some way 
to contain referrals by having as much health care 
expertise in our country . . . Health care expertise in 
this country includes our doctors from abroad coming 
here, including specialists, and sharing knowledge 
with the delivery of their specialist health care provi-
sion to patients here to prevent our patients [having to 
go] overseas, and certainly having a respectable and 
credible platform of diagnostic technology so that 
[they] can make the diagnosis.  

You do not want to misdiagnose. So the pres-
ence in Bermuda of technology has to be a premium 
enterprise and pursuit, which is why I have not yet 
understood the inclusion (on page 16) of a policy to 
contain it and to put barriers in front of it.  
New information today when the Minister of Health 
spoke— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Minister? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member insists on misleading the public on this. As I 
have said before (and I will just try to reiterate in case 
he missed it the last time) there is no restriction on 
foreign entities bringing high-cost technology into 
Bermuda and to open up private clinics in competition 
with local businesses. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That, I think, is the 
point that the Honourable Member is missing. And it is 
important— 

 
The Speaker: Thanks for the clarification. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —that he not lose 
sight of that. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Yes.  
 Honourable Member, carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So, Mr. Speaker, there is new 
information raised that these barriers to entry will not 
be applied to emergencies. I heard that. This is new 
information.  

And the Minister indicated that in her conver-
sation with former Premier, Dr. Brown, the procedure 
and protocol he deploys sets the standard that ought 
to be employed. Well, this is evidence that doctors are 
doing . . . doctors in particular who are deploying and 
have technology to deploy within their practises . . . 
and Dr. Brown's practise is one of the preeminent 
practises with MRI equipment in it. And if that protocol 
being deployed there is at a standard that is satisfac-
tory, what is the problem that the Minister of Health, or 
this Government, has that drove them to put in their 
national agenda Throne Speech a policy to prohibit 
entry and to regulate entry? It is completely irrational.  

I continue to return to the fact that in this iso-
lated, middle of the Atlantic, it is the only intensive 
care unit at 36°N and 34° . . . 64°N and 36° . . . our 
dimensions. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: You know where they are—
the only one out here. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you. 

It is the only one out here. You would think 
that we would be struggling to ensure that we had 
state of the art ratings. When ships are passing or 
planes are passing or when tourists are falling, our 
locals are falling and having injuries, and they are 
brought to this point when it is nearest, it helps our 
international reputation to have a place that is pre-
pared.  

Every argument I amass for the reason for 
Bermuda to have technology comes up against this 
mad, incredible, irrational policy that I cannot find any 
credible evidence to attach to it, to curtail it, to regu-
late it, and then to have precertification, is really just to 
rub salt into a wound. I think the Shadow Health Min-
ister made that argument well that to have a commit-
tee staged when you are having to deliver a decision 
about health care makes no sense. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do stand with and join the 
Shadow Minister in expressing concerns about this 
dual policy that makes no sense. The Minister seems 
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determined to pursue it without having given a proper 
rationale for it or for her consultation, or for satisfying 
this House. The Honourable Minister has said that she 
has spoken to doctors. We are legislators. We have 
constituents to whom we are accountable. And I can 
tell you what they have been saying to me. This 
House has as much a responsibility to vet a policy 
such as this one as anyone, and consultation to stem 
health care costs on the back of this misguided plan (if 
it is promoted and projected by this Government) will 
be folly. To hear the Health Minister not bring a satis-
factory rationale yet— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: Yes? Very quickly, very quickly. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: He keeps going 
down this path, and the bottom line is that I have not 
brought a Bill. I have not— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Okay. Thanks. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And the honour-
able Member needs to wait— 
 
The Speaker: Understood. Minister, please. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is an intervention. I am 
with the Minister. I am making the case as if I were 
standing in court to say, Please, do not bring it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is the simple case I am 
making to not bring it because— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —it is not rational.  

And so far this is . . . certainly this is a court 
for debate. And in this debate I would have expected 
to have heard a good rationale, a credible rationale, 
and to date we have heard that doctors are incentiv-
ised— 
 
The Speaker: You have 40 seconds left. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —to refer. It makes no sense.  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 

 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 

JOINT MINISTERIAL COUNCIL: LONDON 
 25–28 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker.  
 In the first speech that I made in this Honour-
able House, Mr. Speaker, I spoke about collective re-
sponsibility and the fact that the Cabinet is collectively 
responsible to the Legislature. 
 There was a debate a few months later where 
we spoke about the Ministerial Code of Conduct. Now, 
with your allowance, Mr. Speaker, I would like to read 
two sentences of section 17.1 of the Ministerial Code 
of Conduct. Okay?  

It says, Mr. Speaker, under the topic of Par-
liamentary Statements [and other Government An-
nouncements], “When Parliament is in session, Minis-
ters will want to bear in mind the desire of Parliament 
that the most important announcements of Govern-
ment policy should, in the first instance, be made in 
Parliament.”  

We know the Ministerial Code of Conduct has 
not changed. We know that there has always been an 
expectation of the supremacy of Parliament. I know I 
have heard the Minister of Health at many points in 
time speak about how she respects the supremacy of 
Parliament. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: So, what we get today is the Minis-
ter of Health [getting up], after the Shadow Minister 
got up and made a statement on precertification, and 
we heard that the Minister of Health has received re-
ports from the Bermuda Health Council containing 
options on guidelines and precertification and has 
taken [that] to Cabinet and Cabinet has approved the 
precertification policy that they are looking at putting 
into place.  

Why is it that none of us in this House heard 
this until the Shadow Minister got up and spoke about 
it today? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker?  
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable 
Member will get it when it comes to Parliament. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please. Sorry? 
What was that? I missed that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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The Speaker: Member, please. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 What I will say is when Cabinet makes a deci-
sion on policy it should be the expectation that that 
policy is communicated to the people of whom it 
would affect. Now, if the Minister is going about con-
sulting people, then one would think that she would 
announce that Cabinet, having considered reports 
from the Bermuda Health Council, is engaging in this 
process and would like to know our thoughts and 
opinions on that. But nothing!  

Mr. Speaker, I must say that this is a pattern. 
It is a pattern of this Government to disrespect this 
Honourable House and, in that way (if I may be so 
bold as to say), it disrespects you, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause earlier today I was absolutely surprised to hear 
the Honourable Premier of this country get up and say 
that three weeks ago this Cabinet—which is collec-
tively responsible to this Legislature—made a decision 
to join the Overseas Association decision of the Euro-
pean Union. 

Now, come on, Mr. Speaker, I could under-
stand if it was a small decision of Parliament to do a 
minor tweak here, or something that could have been 
handled at a press conference. But you would think 
that the Government deciding to change many years 
of Government policy insofar as not closely aligning 
ourselves with the European Union . . . you would 
think that something like that would come to Parlia-
ment.  

The Government has committed us to a 197-
page draft treaty which is going through the Council of 
Europe right now, and not a single mention in this 
Honourable House. We get to hear about it from what 
the Premier calls a "draft communiqué," which they 
have not approved—even though the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office [FCO] said it was approved. 
We get to hear about a draft communiqué, and the 
Premier today says, Oh, yes, we made that decision 
three weeks ago. 

 
An Hon. Member: Wow! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Who was going to tell somebody, 
Mr. Speaker? How were the people of this country 
supposed to find out?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: What I will say is . . . and I just 
want to read, if I may, the Preamble of this document 
that the Government has signed us up to— 
 
The Speaker: Which document are you going to 
read? 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am reading the 1“General Provi-
sions of the Association of Overseas Countries and 
Territories with the Union” (and the Union is referring 
to the European Union). This is from a draft European 
Union document. And the reason why it is a draft 
document, if I can clarify, is that the original Overseas 
Association decision expires on December 31, 2013, 
and the new one is going into place. So it is currently 
going through the Council here. 

This is what the draft document states, Mr. 
Speaker. It says, "The association of overseas coun-
tries and territories (OCTs) with the Union (hereinafter 
referred to as the 'association') constitutes a partner-
ship, based on Article 198 of the Treaty on the func-
tioning of the European Union, to support the OCTs’ 
sustainable development as well as to promote the 
values and standards of the Union in the wider world.”  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Three weeks ago the Cabinet of 
this country made this decision and saw fit to tell ab-
solutely no one. I do not even know if they told their 
Backbenchers. Their Backbenchers probably heard 
about it for the first time today!  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That is the standard. 

And if I may say, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, 
the Cabinet is exhibiting disrespect towards the Par-
liament of this country and the people of this country. 
It is my belief that for such momentous decisions one 
would think that it would at least merit a statement to 
you, Mr. Speaker, and to this Honourable House. 
 Now, I will ask and I will hope that in the fu-
ture, and I would hope that maybe even next week, 
the Government would feel the need to make a state-
ment to the people of this country because we would 
like to know what the rationale is. Why was this deci-
sion made? Why was there not any consultation done 
beforehand, or any mention of such a consideration, 
whether it be in Throne Speeches, whether it be in— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That is it—election platforms. Why 
nothing?  

Nothing at all, and then out of the blue on a 
website in a country 3,500 miles away we hear that 
we have made decisions that affect all of us. That, Mr. 
Speaker, I believe is completely unacceptable. And I 
would hope that the Government would clarify their 
position.  

1 Proposal for a Council Decision on the association of the 
overseas countries and territories with the European Union 
("Overseas Association Decision"), page 16 
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 But it is not surprising because, as I said, it is 
a pattern. Earlier today, in another question, the Pre-
mier of this country got up and apologised to this 
House for us learning about his Government's policy 
on the Foreign and Commonwealth Office's website 
again. Now, what was this, Mr. Speaker? This was the 
posting that was submitted by the Government of 
Bermuda to the Foreign and Commonwealth Office 
that says that Government has plans to expand the 
geographic scope of the current Economic Empower-
ment Zone legislation to cover the entire Island.  

It also says, when talking about the marine 
protected area in our Exclusive Economic Zone, that 
this project will likely result in a significant area of our 
EEZ designated as a no-take zone.  

Wow, Mr. Speaker! 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. E. David Burt: We have the Minister of Environ-
ment who is having this consultative process, you 
know, soliciting responses from the people, and here 
we find out that it seems as though the Cabinet has 
already made up its mind—because Cabinet has al-
ready said that it will likely result in a significant area 
of our EEZ being designated as a no-take zone!  

So, in one case we have massive announce-
ments being made without any consultation or inform-
ing this House, and, in another case, Mr. Speaker, we 
have consultation taking place and the Government 
has already made up its mind. This is (in my view) 
completely unacceptable in a way that a Cabinet 
should function for a Legislature in a modern Parlia-
ment.  
 Here is the kicker, and this is what I will say: I 
do not believe that the Premier and/or the Govern-
ment were ready for that discussion this morning. I do 
not believe that the Premier and the Government 
wanted the people of Bermuda to find out what was in 
that status report document. And I am not going to 
come up with any theories, Mr. Speaker; I am only 
going to speak to facts.  

This morning on the Foreign and Common-
wealth website the Bermuda status report, which was 
submitted by this Government, was able to be viewed. 
And this afternoon at 3:00 pm I went to check it—the 
link was gone! 
 
Some Hon. Members: No! 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thankfully, Mr. Speaker, Bernews 
did a story on November 26th, and the document is 
there for all to see.  

So, with that, Mr. Speaker, I am going to take 
my seat and finish by saying that it is completely un-
acceptable in the way which this Cabinet has treated 
this House and the country insofar as keeping big de-

cisions and big thoughts away from the people of this 
country. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.  
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Pembroke [Central], MP Walton Brown. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am 
glad that you appreciate the importance of a full de-
mocratic process. 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely, Honourable Member. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, it seems very clear 
that this Government seems more inclined to provide 
information to the UK Government than to the people 
of Bermuda. To see fundamental decisions being 
made without consultation and without disseminating 
that information to the people of this country should be 
an affront to all of us.  

This Parliament represents the legitimate 
body for passing legislation, and this Parliament is 
meant to be the legitimate body for having first sight of 
major Government decisions and policy directions. So 
it is profoundly disconcerting that we can read of ma-
jor decisions undertaken by this Government on a UK 
website that they would share with the UK Govern-
ment and demonstrably have no clear intention of re-
vealing that to the people of this country. It came out 
inadvertently, Mr. Speaker. I doubt whether it would 
have come out at all had we not raised it. 
 The problematic part with the joining of this 
association with the European Union is that is con-
tains many provisions that have profound implications 
for this country. One area that I will just touch on, Mr. 
Speaker, relates to harmonisation of immigration pol-
icy. I speak to that issue because the Government has 
spoken about the need to adhere to certain EU [Euro-
pean Union] policies and rights as it relates to immi-
gration and people residing in the country. The Euro-
pean Union standard is that five years of residence 
grants that person the right to apply for citizenship. 
This Government has backtracked on a number of 
pre-election commitments. I want to know if this is an 
issue that the Government is also intending to ad-
dress. 
 
An Hon. Member: You would not get an answer. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Because we are not getting any 
answers on the Floor of this House.  

Maybe I should contact somebody at the 
FCO. Maybe they would be inclined to provide that 
information. But it is a profound step, and I note with 
interest that the Government met on a panel in Lon-
don to discuss these immigration issues. The Premier 
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said that he did not know what was discussed at that 
session. I find it highly unlikely that the leader of this 
country would send one of his Members, a fellow 
Cabinet Minister, to participate in a round-table dis-
cussion, around the hallway, and not know the content 
of those deliberations. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Something is not right, Mr. 
Speaker. How can the Premier have someone in his 
Cabinet accompany him on the trip to London, partici-
pate in a forum looking at immigration policies and not 
know what the parameters are, not know what the 
Government position is— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Because clearly that person had 
to represent the Bermuda Government’s position on 
those issues (the Honourable Minister Fahy). He had 
to represent the Bermuda Government’s position. And 
so for the Premier to say he did not know is strange 
credibility. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Strange credibility.  

So it leads one to suspect motives that are not 
altogether appropriate. Full disclosure is the way to 
dispense with suspect motivations. What we have not 
had, Mr. Speaker, is full disclosure. We have said re-
peatedly we want to work with the Government, but 
you can only work with the Government when they 
share with us critical information, when they embrace 
the very notion of transparency that they have signed 
up for. We are prepared to work with the Government. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: The other issue relates to this 
comment in the, apparently, draft communiqué from 
the Overseas Territories.  

I suspect, Mr. Speaker, that the way it tran-
spires is that the UK Government actually wrote the 
communiqué identifying all of the issues that it wanted 
to see addressed and got the Overseas Territories’ 
chief Ministers, or the Premiers, to sort of critique it. 
But there is something very interesting in that com-
muniqué. And that relates to the whole issue of the 
listing from the UN Special Committee of 24.  

Mr. Speaker, you will know that when the UN 
Committee on Decolonization was set up in the 
1960s, it was set up precisely to provide a measure of 
protection for the remaining colonies to work against 
arbitrary decisions by the administering power. So 
every year the administering power, the UK, is re-
quired to submit an update to the UN about the issues 
and concerns going on in colonies like Bermuda.  

I have attended UN Decolonisation sessions 
since 1990, and for 20 years the United Kingdom 
Government has been attempting to have the Over-
seas Territories, what we call Overseas Territories, 
delisted from their list of non-self-governing territories. 
For 20 years they have attempted to do so. So the 
Overseas Territories leaders go to London, and what 
do you see in their statement? The UK getting what 
they want. The Overseas Territories could be delisted 
should they seek to do so.  

But by what criteria? By what standard?  
I tried to get the Honourable Premier to an-

swer that question earlier today, Mr. Speaker, and we 
did not get any clarity. I want to know, Did the Ber-
muda Government express a view, express a position, 
regarding the delisting of Bermuda? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Walton Brown: To what extent was the Premier 
aware of the UK desire to have the Overseas Territo-
ries delisted?  

If so, by what mechanism did they discuss 
any territory actually being delisted? Is it because it 
would be a Cabinet decision? Would it by way of ref-
erendum?  

So, by what criteria? This is fundamental be-
cause, as I said a few months ago in this House, Mr. 
Speaker, the sun never set on British soil because 
God did not trust them in the dark! 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So we have to have transpar-
ency. We have to have UN oversight on what takes 
place in Bermuda, because I fear there will be a series 
of  untoward practises going on. We saw one  unto-
ward practise already in place seven years ago. Ber-
muda lost the right of having visa-free access to the 
European Union because a British Government misin-
formed the European Union about our right of a vote 
in the UK. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR QUALIFIED 

BERMUDIANS  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: A strange credibility, Mr. Speaker. 
 The final point I want to make tonight relates 
to opportunities for Bermudians in our own country. I 
think all of us here accept (and I would hope they 
would all accept) that Bermudians should come first in 
their own country. That we should have a series of 
policies and practises in place that would guarantee 
that qualified Bermudians would get access, fairly, to 
those jobs in which they are qualified.  
 We have seen a number of decisions this year 
in which we have seen people put into positions 
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where Bermudians have not had the opportunity, in 
my view, to fairly compete. You can talk to any num-
ber of people in the international business sector who 
would tell you that, to this day, jobs are still crafted to 
ensure that certain people get jobs. One example re-
cently was a company looking for a compliance offi-
cer. In the criteria for that application they had it in that 
the person needed to be a CA. Anyone who has 
worked in the compliance business will tell you a CA 
is not necessary to be an effective compliance officer. 
That was added, in in this particular company's case, 
to ensure that one person, whom they wanted to get 
the job, got the job.  

That happens in the private sector. Now, there 
are remedies for that in the private sector because we 
have a Department of Immigration, people have a 
right to send information and there can be an appeal 
process. But when it comes to the area of the public 
sector it becomes a little bit more challenging. 

We have seen positions that have gone to 
people who are not Bermudian. And I am on record as 
saying that I fully believe that we should never reflect 
anything that is xenophobic in our policy, that we 
should embrace the diversity that we have in this 
country and that we need foreign workers because we 
do not have enough Bermudians to fill the jobs. We 
have hired in the, sort of, non-governmental sector 
some people where there are questions about 
whether or not Bermudians are qualified.  

You know there was a recent fervour about 
the Commissioner for Education. I came out and pub-
licly supported the appointment of that Commissioner, 
but there are some other areas. Just this week we 
saw another decision, a seeming decision, that raises 
questions about the appointment of qualified Ber-
mudians. I am not going to get into the specifics, Mr. 
Speaker, because there may be some challenges that 
you may present me with, but let me say in this deci-
sion this week, you had someone who was clearly 
qualified for a position. You had the Government's 
side in support of that person getting that position. 
You had the Opposition in support of that person get-
ting that position. You had a committee that recom-
mended that person get the position. And they did not 
get it! So by all relevant sectors in our community you 
had a qualified Bermudian who everyone supported—
bipartisan support—and that person did not get the 
position.  

It raises some fundamental questions. Those 
questions need to be addressed. 

If we are to have a country in which Bermudi-
ans are trained and qualified, they should be given a 
fair shake and get into those positions. We even had 
one person involved in the HR (Human Resources) 
business that questioned the ability and questioned 
the education of Bermudians. But here we have an 
example this week that is an outrage. And I would 
submit that more people need to express outrage—
perhaps not in this forum but in another forum—

because if you cannot come first in your own country, 
then it is going to be very difficult times for Bermudi-
ans. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Honourable Members— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Goodness. Is that the right time? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: [It is] 6:45. I do not believe it!  
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: We are adjourned until Friday, Decem-
ber the 6th.  
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 6:42 pm, the House stood adjourned until 
10:00 am, Friday, 6 December 2013.] 
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Written Responses by the 

Hon. Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, JP, MP, Minister of Health and Seniors 

To Questions raised by 

Ms. Lovitta Foggo, JP, MP 

Opposition Whip 

On 7 November, 2013 
 

 

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 
 

1.  Will the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with a list outlining 

the annual salaries of all management staff employed by the Bermuda Hospital Board 

together with their relevant job titles and duration of their respective tenures? 

 

A1.  During the hospital's budget debate on 8 March 2013, the Minister committed to 

release BHB management salary information in the financial statements in a method 

consistent with BHB legislation. BHB financials are still unaudited for 11/12 and 

12/13 - each of the BHB annual reports for these fiscal years will include the relevant 

salary information. 

 

2.  Will the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with a list of the 

details including the remuneration package of all individuals and/or corporate entities, 

and the contracts and/or consultancy arrangements granted by the Bermuda Hospital 

Board since January 1, 20l3? 

 

A2.  BHB currently has seconded an individual from PwC in the role of interim CEO. Due 

to the nature of the contract with PWC, I am currently seeking legal advice with 

respect to disclosure of terms. 

 

3. Can the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with the sum total of 

savings realised by the Bermuda Hospital Board, by not having to pay salaries for Lamb 

Foggo Urgent Care Facility, during the time period that it reduced operating hours at the 

Lamb Foggo Urgent Care Facility in St. David's? 

 

A3.  BHB reduced hours in April 2013 and realized savings of $196,523.00 on salaries and 

an additional $200,000.00 for security services. 

 



Government of Bermuda 
Ministry of Health and Seniors 

 

Written Responses by the 

Hon. Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, JP, MP, Minister of Health and Seniors 

To Questions raised by 

Mr. Walter Roban, JP, MP 

Shadow Minister of Home Affairs 

On 20 November, 2013 
 

 

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS 
 

1.  Would the Honourable Minister please advise this Honourable House when the BHB 

Financial Projections will be made public? 

 
A1.  The Chairman of BBB has shared publicly in interviews, press conferences and 

speeches, that BHB will be in debt by the end of the fiscal year and, if nothing changes, 

could be in debt to about $200m in five years' time. An interview of BHB in June 2013 

with Gareth Finnigan, resulted in the following article in RG - 26 June 2013 "BHB 

could go into debt within a year". BHB also published an 'Open Letter to Bermuda - 

June 2013' which highlighted the current financial situation. 

 

2.  Would the Honourable Minister please advise this Honourable House of the annual cost 

for the consultant Bermuda Executive Services Limited for the years 2009, 2010, 2011 

and 2012? 

 

A2.  The annual costs for services provided by Bermuda Executive Services Limited were as 

follows: 

i.  $39,748 for fiscal 2009/2010 

ii.  $542,739  for fiscal 2010/11 

iii.  $419,956 for fisca1 2011/12 

iv.  $2,071,045 for fiscal 2012/13 

 

3. Would the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House when she is going 

to table the review on Residential Care and Nursing Homes, specifically the costs 

incurred to our seniors. 

 

A3. The review on Residential Care and Nursing Homes, undertaken by the former 

administration, has been passed on to the Seniors Advisory Council for completion and 

will be tabled as soon as that work is completed. 
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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 
 

OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT 
6 DECEMBER 2013 

10:08 AM 
Sitting Number 5 of the 2013/14 Session 

 
 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
22 AND 29 NOVEMBER 2013  

 
The Speaker: Good morning, Members. 
 We have confirmation of the Minutes of the 
22nd of November. If there are no objections to that, 
those Minutes will be confirmed.  

There are no objections. 
 The Minutes for November 29th will be de-
ferred. 
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 22 November 2013 con-
firmed] 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
APOLOGY 

 
The Speaker: The Honourable Shawn Crockwell is 
absent today on business, as is MP Susan Jackson. 
  

OBITUARY NOTICE 
 

NELSON MANDELA MADIBA 
FORMER PRESIDENT OF REPUBLIC  

OF SOUTH AFRICA 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, at this time, I 
think it appropriate to recognise the passing of the 
former President of the Republic of South Africa, Nel-
son Mandela Madiba. As a result of that, our flag is 
presently flying at half mast.  

I must say that I was certainly very moved by 
his passing and, obviously, even more moved by what 
this man did during his life. He is an excellent example 

of what is, in essence, a true leader. He leaves a leg-
acy of forgiveness, of strength and of freedom. He 
was an immensely humble man, and indeed few men 
have had the global influence that he had. 

Tony Blair said how he was a huge inspiration 
to him, especially during the peace process, conflict 
resolutions in Northern Ireland. Donna Brazile talked 
about him as being humble, full of grace and courage. 
He [Nelson Mandela] felt that courage was indeed not 
the absence of fear, but acting in spite of it.  

President Obama compared this giant of a 
man with George Washington and talked about the 
influence that he had on him becoming President of 
the United States of America. 

I am going to ask this Honourable House at 
this moment to stand. I am going to ask that we have 
not one, but two minutes of silence, and ask that we 
reflect seriously on the life of this giant of a man who 
has so influenced the world which he has left. Two 
minutes of silence. 
 
[The House stood and observed two minutes of si-
lence to reflect on the passing of Nelson Mandela.] 
 
The Speaker: I would also like to say at this point that 
during the congratulatory and obituary speeches I will 
allow any Member who would like to speak to the life 
of Nelson Mandela five minutes. (Usually it is three 
minutes for obituary and congratulatory speeches.) If 
there is any Member who wants to speak during that 
time, I will allow five minutes for them to make any 
speech or presentation that they would like. 
 

HOUSE VISITORS 
 
The Speaker: Also, before we move on, we want to 
recognise students from Chatmore Preparatory 
School, with Ms. Andrea Cann in our presence. Also, 
members from Petra Academy, with DeVeene Bur-
chall, their teacher. Let us welcome these young peo-
ple to our House. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
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PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: The Chair will recognise the Honour-
able Attorney General. Attorney General Pettingill, you 
have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
CRIMINAL CODE ACT (EXTENDED DURATION OF 

SECTIONS 110A TO 110C) NOTICE 2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It is a solemn day. 
 Mr. Speaker, this communication relates to 
the Criminal Code Act (Extended Duration of Sections 
110A to 110C) Notice 2013. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have the honour to attach and 
submit for the consideration of this Honourable House 
of Assembly the draft notice entitled Criminal Code 
Act (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) 
Notice 2013, proposed to be made by the Minister 
responsible for Justice under the provisions of section 
10 of the Criminal Code Amendment Act 2010. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 If there are no objections, that will be laid. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
FIREARMS ACT (EXTENDED DURATION OF SEC-

TIONS 29A TO 29C) NOTICE 2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, the second no-
tice I have the honour to attach and submit for the 
consideration of the Honourable House of Assembly is 
the draft notice entitled the Firearms Act (Extended 
Duration of Sections 29A to 29C) Notice 2013, pro-
posed to be made by the Minister responsible for Jus-
tice after consultation with the Governor and under the 
provisions of section 17 of the Firearms Amendment 
Act 2010. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 If there are no objections, that matter will also 
be laid. 
  

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: There are no petitions. 
  

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: I recognise first the Honourable Minis-
ter for Public Safety [sic], Minister Trevor Moniz. 
 Minister Moniz, you have the floor. 
 

Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Public Works. 
 
The Speaker: Public Works, yes. 
 

PALMETTO ROAD LANE CLOSURE UPDATE 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This is an update on the Palmetto Road Lane 
closure. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the 28th of February 2013, 
there was a significant collapse of the rock face be-
longing to a property located on Perimeter Lane, 
which is just below Palmetto Road, in Pembroke. This 
was noticed by the highways engineers within the 
Ministry of Public Works. Following inspections to the 
site, concerns were raised by the engineers regarding 
the stability of the exposed rock face and its proximity 
to the traffic lanes on Palmetto Road. The decision 
was therefore taken to close the lane closest to the 
failed rock face and to restrict Palmetto Road to sin-
gle-lane operation, with the use of traffic lights, in an 
effort to ensure no further damage could occur to the 
road, as well as ensure the safety of pedestrians and 
vehicular traffic. 

It was soon learned that the landowners of the 
property situated on Perimeter Lane had commenced 
construction of a retaining wall in the spring of 2010, 
but, following design changes and financial chal-
lenges, were only able to complete a portion of the 
work. The Ministry of Public Works carried out an in-
dependent check of the proposed wall and determined 
that it was substandard, in any case, and therefore 
would need to be redesigned.  

Officials within the Ministry met with one of the 
landowners to determine where the construction proc-
ess was, since the traffic lights could not stay up in-
definitely. The landowner was advised of the Minis-
try’s standing procedure, which was to issue a Statu-
tory Nuisance Notice, in accordance with sections 9 
and 10 of the Public Lands Act 1984. Section 9, in 
particular, provides the Minister responsible for Public 
Works with the authority to issue a notice if he is of 
the opinion that a structure, wall, road, fence, bank, et 
cetera, poses a danger or is gravely inconvenient to 
users of the highway.  
 Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Public Works 
subsequently issued a Statutory Nuisance Notice to 
the landowners in May of this year, requesting that 
they submit a design acceptable to the Ministry, along 
with timelines for the construction. The landowners 
failed to respond to this request, and, as a result, it 
was determined that to progress the reopening of 
Palmetto Road to the public, it would be better for the 
Ministry of Public Works to carry out the design and 
construction works, then claim the costs back from the 
landowners.  
 Mr. Speaker, due to the shortage of engineers 
within the structures section, the Ministry engaged the 
services of Onsite Engineering to carry out the design 
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works. Onsite has completed the survey of the site 
and completed the preliminary design work, with the 
detailed design work expected to be complete by later 
this month or early in January 2014. The intention is to 
tender the project in January 2014, with the antici-
pated construction works to get underway in February 
2014. As the job is fairly large, the road is expected to 
be reopened sometime in June of 2014.  
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to take this opportu-
nity to thank the public for their patience over the last 
six months since the traffic lights have been in place, 
which may have caused some minor traffic delays. 
However, I would rather have a few delays in traffic 
than to make apology for any tragedies that could oc-
cur if we did not take proactive steps to have one-lane 
operation. Once the wall has been repaired satisfacto-
rily, I will update the Members of this Honourable 
House, as well as notify the public by way of media 
announcements accordingly.  

Also, Mr. Speaker, I have attached . . . I be-
lieve there is a picture of the wall in question and of 
the preliminary drawings for Honourable Members’ 
information. Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Hon-
ourable Minister. 
 I think, Minister, you have another Statement. 
You may continue. 
 

LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PROJECT 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The 
second Statement is on the LED Street Light Pilot 
Project. 
 Mr. Speaker, as Minister of Public Works, I 
am pleased to announce the launch of an LED (light-
emitting diode) street lights pilot project conducted 
jointly by the Department of Works and Engineering 
and the Bermuda Electric Light Company Ltd. 
[BELCO]. You may recall that one of the initiatives 
outlined in the recently delivered Speech from the 
Throne by the Ministry of Public Works was to move 
forward with the LED Street Lighting Project. To this 
end, I am happy to report that progress is being made 
at a rapid pace, and I wanted to keep the public aware 
of the same. (And for those who may have a copy of 
the most recent Throne Speech, I am referencing the 
second paragraph on page 22.) The LED pilot project 
will be conducted on Trimingham Hill Road in Paget 
from today, Friday, 6th of December [2013], until Fri-
day, 31st of January 2014. 

This pilot project will involve 14 street lights 
extending from the Crow Lane roundabout to Triming-
ham Hill roundabout. The 150-watt high-pressure so-
dium [HPS] street light fixtures are being replaced by 
82-watt LED luminaries, produced by a Canadian 
manufacturer which serves over 300 customers in 35 
countries. The area was chosen because it is one of 
the busiest roadways on the Island on a daily basis, 

and we hope to have continuing reports from the pub-
lic.  

In the interest of transparency and collabora-
tion, during the pilot the public is invited to comment 
via a short survey at www.belco.bm or by e-mailing 
streetlights@belco.bm. A paper version of the survey 
will be available at the Department of Works and En-
gineering, located at 56 Church Street in Hamilton, as 
well as in the main lobby at BELCO Headquarters on 
27 Serpentine Road, Pembroke.  
 Mr. Speaker, we are eager to improve road-
way lighting in the interest of public safety, as well as 
to promote energy efficiency, to manage costs, and to 
introduce internationally accepted lighting standards. 
We are very optimistic about the outcome of this joint 
initiative with BELCO, in light of their winning bid for 
the contract to provide routine street light mainte-
nance services. If the pilot is successful, we anticipate 
rolling out LED street lights Island-wide over a two-
year period.  

Full conversion of the approximately 4,000 
public street lights in Bermuda to LED luminaries 
promises a number of benefits, starting with improved 
lighting levels. In addition, because LED luminaries 
use less energy than HPS fixtures, the change would 
result in approximately 50 per cent less greenhouse 
gas emissions, reducing our carbon footprint, and en-
ergy costs will also be reduced by approximately 
50 per cent. Maintenance costs would also be re-
duced, as LED luminaries have an average 20-year 
life span, as opposed to the average 6-year life span 
of high-pressure sodium fixtures. LED street lighting 
designed for Bermuda would also include an inte-
grated, wireless monitoring and control system, which 
has reporting, dimming and metering capabilities.  
 Mr. Speaker, BELCO has undertaken a simi-
lar pilot project by testing the manufacturer’s street 
lights at their Serpentine Road headquarters. I am 
made to understand that the results of their pilot, 
which started in May of this year, include a 60 per 
cent energy savings and eight times better lighting 
levels, when compared to the previous sodium lighting 
fixtures. Increasingly, LED lights are being installed on 
public roads around the world in the interest of energy 
efficiency. For example, an announcement was re-
cently made that New York City’s 250,000 standard 
street light fixtures will be replaced with LEDs by 
2017.  
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to take this opportu-
nity to thank my electrical engineering section, led by 
the Principal Electrical Engineer, Mr. Jeremy Waters, 
as well as Mr. Denton Williams, BELCO’s Chief Oper-
ating Officer, whom I have invited to make a public 
statement on behalf of BELCO regarding this initiative. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Minister, you have one more, it looks like. You 
may carry on. 
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REDUCTION IN RENTAL EXPENDITURE 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The third Statement is on a reduction in rental 
expenditure by Government. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning to update this 
Honourable House in relation to the efforts being 
made within my Ministry to reduce expenditure on 
rental accommodations.  

Honourable Members will be aware that it is 
the responsibility of the estates section within the De-
partment of Public Lands and Buildings to manage not 
only the government-owned property portfolio, but the 
renting of private sector properties used by govern-
ment departments. Notwithstanding, whilst the gov-
ernment owns a large portfolio of properties, it is not 
enough to house all of these departments and their 
specific needs. These needs are very diverse and Is-
land-wide, ranging from marina berths for the police in 
St. George’s to office space in the City of Hamilton to 
the hazardous waste site in Dockyard. 

For the fiscal year 2013/14, a total of $13.2 
million was budgeted to rent properties from which 
government departments can fulfil their mandates. It 
has been the goal of the estates section to reduce 
these rental costs through a combination of bringing 
departments into government-owned buildings, where 
possible, and to carry out rent reviews or lease re-
newals, to negotiating rent reductions to reflect the 
current market values for those departments that must 
rent properties from the private sector.  

The savings in rents has primarily been 
achieved through re-negotiated leases to current lev-
els of rental value. However, moving government de-
partments in-house has also assisted with reductions. 
As an example, the move of the Department of Labour 
and Training into the old Magistrates Court Building 
has resulted in a savings of $409,000 in rent per an-
num alone.  

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the estates section 
reviews the various departments’ actual use of real 
estate to ensure the space occupied is being used 
efficiently, is fit for purpose, and that space exceeding 
operational needs is given up. By a combination of 
these actions, the estates section has reduced the 
outgoing rent in this fiscal year from $13.2 million (as 
found on page C-29 of the Approved Estimates of 
Revenue and Expenditure for the Year 2013/14) to 
$11.02 million, a total savings of approximately $2.2 
million per year, or 16 per cent.  
 Mr. Speaker, the estates section is also re-
sponsible for the electricity costs of a number of gov-
ernment buildings. For your information, the electricity 
cost for the Dame Lois Browne-Evans Police/Court 
Building, Global House and the Government Admini-
stration Building all together total about $230,000 per 
month.  

For the fiscal year 2013/14, a total of $13.2 
million was budgeted to rent properties, from which 
Government departments . . .  
 
The Speaker: I think you lost a page there. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: They repeated a page. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. You need to go to “Cognisant 
that these . . .” 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes.  

Cognisant that these buildings are fairly large 
and house a number of government departments, the 
estates section has been working very closely with the 
electrical section within the Department of Works and 
Engineering, as well as the Department of Energy, to 
find ways to reduce energy consumption.  

A pilot project is currently being developed for 
the Dame Lois Browne-Evans Building that will involve 
an audit of the electricity use, with monitoring equip-
ment, over a period of a few months. Since this is a 
relatively new building it will make a good test bed to 
measure the cost effectiveness of any innovative en-
ergy-reducing technology or processes implemented 
and will act as an exemplar for our other buildings. 
Our intent is to then identify the main electrical de-
mands and introduce both technology and use 
changes to reduce the costs. It is anticipated that sig-
nificant savings will be made and that the project can 
then be expanded to other government buildings, in-
cluding the public schools.  
 Mr. Speaker, in addition to reducing energy 
consumption, the Ministry has become more efficient 
in paying its utility bills in a more timely fashion. The 
BELCO bills for the three main buildings of Dame Lois 
Browne-Evans Building, Global House and the Gov-
ernment Administration Building offer a discount of 
approximately $16,000 per month if the bills are paid 
by their discount date. For your information, the Dame 
Lois Browne-Evans Building had missed $200,000 in 
discounts from the beginning of 2011 up until the be-
ginning of this year, 2013.  

Whilst in the past we did not always meet the 
discount date, owing to delays in the accounting proc-
ess among other factors, I have challenged the team 
to streamline the payment process and make meeting 
the discount deadline a high priority. This streamlined 
process now sees the department making the dis-
count date and saving, on average, $16,000 per 
month, as stated above. 

I will endeavour to keep this Honourable 
House informed as we progress with this initiative. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Minister for 
Economic Development, the Honourable Dr. E. G. 
Gibbons. You have the floor. 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

SHOPS TO OPEN ON SUNDAYS IN DECEMBER 
2013 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to inform this Honourable House of an exemption or-
der made under the Public Holidays Act 1947 and ga-
zetted on Wednesday, December 4th.  

The order makes provision for shops to be 
open on the three Sundays leading up to Christmas in 
December—specifically, Sundays—December 8th, 15th 
and 22nd. The order allows shops of all sizes to be 
open between the hours of 9:00 am and 9:00 pm on 
those days.  

The House will recall that the Public Holidays 
Act was amended in 2012 to allow the Minister re-
sponsible for the Registrar of Companies, where he 
considers it necessary in the interest of Bermuda, to 
provide full or partial exemptions to the prohibitions 
against shops opening during public holidays other 
than Christmas. Furthermore, the Minister may, by 
order, specify the exemptions by way of the negative 
resolution procedure. 

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will be 
aware that this procedure has been used on several 
occasions in the past. It was used on two occasions in 
2012, and again on Sunday, March 17th, earlier this 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, we are committed to the revitali-
sation of Bermuda’s economy. As I stated recently 
when announcing the 12 Days of Christmas promo-
tion, the Bermuda retail sector is a vital component in 
our economic mix and provides some 3,000 jobs. The 
Ministry of Economic Development has received 
strong representation from the retail division of the 
Chamber of Commerce on the need for stimulus and 
extended shopping hours. As such, I note that we will 
be tabling, with the permission of the House, the Pub-
lic Holidays Amendment Act 2013. It is anticipated 
that that the proposed amendment will result in in-
creased demand and sales for our local retail stores. It 
is also anticipated that higher demand will result in 
new full- and part-time jobs in the sector. 

Mr. Speaker, we wish our local retailers a 
busy and successful conclusion to 2013, and trust that 
these days of Sunday shopping will be helpful to 
them. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of Public Safety, Minister Michael Dunkley. 
Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 

FIREARMS ACT (EXTENDED DURATION) AND 
CRIMINAL CODE (EXTENDED DURATION) NO-

TICES 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning, colleagues. This Ministerial State-
ment is in connection with the Firearms Act (Extended 
Duration) and Criminal Code (Extended Duration) No-
tices 2013. 
 Mr. Speaker, strong enforcement by the Ber-
muda Police Service has been one of the critical ele-
ments in the fight against guns, gangs, drugs and vio-
lence. Since 2009 and the surge in gang violence and 
gang-related crime, legislators have been concerned 
enough to provide the police with all reasonable 
means by which to fight crime. Honourable Members 
will recall that in 2010 extraordinary powers were pro-
vided to the police to assist in their investigations of 
serious crime.  
 Mr. Speaker, this Honourable House will be 
invited to consider extension provisions of the Fire-
arms Act 1973 and the Criminal Code Act 1907, which 
were approved in this Honourable House as deliber-
ate measures designed to tackle anti-social behaviour 
and violent crime in this country.  
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will recall 
that the Firearms Act provisions allow the police to 
apply to the Supreme Court for warrants for detention 
of suspects without charge for up to 28 days, while 
awaiting the result of forensic analysis relating to an 
offence under the Act, or a serious arrestable offence 
involving firearms or ammunition. Mr. Speaker, by vir-
tue of section 17 of the Act, the provision would expire 
on 31st December 2013 unless the Minister responsi-
ble for Justice extends their duration by notice pub-
lished in the Gazette.  
 Mr. Speaker, for the information of Honour-
able Members, since 2010 there have been 12 appli-
cations for warrants of detention without charge. Each 
of these applications, Mr. Speaker, has been success-
ful; and in eight of those cases, convictions have been 
recorded. The benefit of this section is seen in the 
ability of the police to interview witnesses who might 
otherwise be intimidated if a suspect is on bail, and, 
conversely, it disrupts the cycle of gang violence by 
keeping suspects safely out of circulation where 
someone has been shot or killed.  
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members can rest 
assured that the police have exercised restraint and 
made good use of the provisions to apply for warrants 
of further detention. All applications have been suc-
cessful, having withstood the scrutiny of the Supreme 
Court. This Government is committed to supporting 
the police and to providing the legislative tools neces-
sary to facilitate the important work of law enforce-
ment. 

In addition to the Firearms Act provisions, Mr. 
Speaker, this Government also seeks to extend the 
powers under section 110 of the Criminal Code. Hon-
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ourable Members will recall that these powers permit 
the police to disperse individuals and to clear up an 
area where residents are harassed, intimidated or feel 
their neighbourhood is unduly and negatively im-
pacted by anti-social behaviour. In one case, in re-
sponse to calls for action from residents in the area of 
Cambridge Road, these provisions were activated and 
had the desired effect of dispersing the anti-social 
elements that had been so dominant in the area as to 
make residents and their guests feel uncomfortable in 
the area, Mr. Speaker. 

These provisions under the Criminal Code are 
directly aimed at promoting safer neighbourhoods 
and, in practice, have helped the police activate their 
use only when supported by residents of an affected 
area. This section of the Code gives teeth to the 
Community Action Teams around the Island, and pro-
vides some comfort to residents that something can 
be done to reclaim communities and to promote safer 
environments for our families.  
 Mr. Speaker, both of these extensions are 
through the 31st of December 2016. This fight against 
guns, gangs, drugs and violence is by no means at an 
end. Mr. Speaker, in any period of relative calm, the 
Government and law enforcement must capitalise on 
the results of that strong enforcement to reverse the 
trend and to demonstrate that zero tolerance is not 
just a buzzword, but an unwavering approach to this 
kind of lifestyle and its effects on our community. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
  

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: We move now to Reports of Commit-
tees, and I will recognise the Honourable Deputy 
Speaker, MP Suzann Roberts-Holshouser. You have 
the floor. 
 
REPORT OF JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON PRIVATE BILLS 
 
BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL LTD. 

ACT 2013 
 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 “To His Honour the Speaker and Members of 
the Honourable House of Assembly: The Joint Select 
Committee on Private Bills has the honour to submit 
the following report: 

“The Committee has carefully considered the 
petitions, together with their relevant Bills, for the Acts 

listed hereunder, and is satisfied that the Bills are Pri-
vate Bills and that all of the rules of both Houses hav-
ing to do with Private Bills have been complied with. 
And they are: 

• Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 
2013; 

• St. George’s Limited Act 2013; and 
• Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013. 
“The Committee recommends that the Bills 

entitled the Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. 
Act 2013, St. George’s Limited Act 2013, and Bridge 
Re Limited Amendment Act 2013 be accepted subject 
to agreed amendments. 

“Subject to the recommendations contained in 
paragraph 2 above, the Committee recommends that 
the prayers of the petitioners be granted and that 
leave be given to bring in the proposed Bills to give 
effect thereto, all of which will be respectfully submit-
ted.”  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any objections to that report? 
 There are none. 
  We move now to the Question Period. 
 

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: We will note that the Honourable Minis-
ter of Tourism, the learned Member, Minister Crock-
well, is absent. So we will provide answers to Parlia-
mentary Questions from the Honourable Wayne Fur-
bert upon his return to the House next week, on De-
cember 13th. 
 We have a question from MP David Burt to 
the Premier.  

MP Burt? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
QUESTION 1: REMUNERATION OF ALL PERSONS 

CURRENTLY HIRED UNDER THE PERSONAL 
STAFFS ACT 1983 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, my question this 
morning is for the Honourable Premier, and the ques-
tion reads as follows: Will the Honourable Premier 
please advise this Honourable House of the names, 
job titles, and remuneration of all persons currently 
hired under the Premier and Opposition Leader Per-
sonal Staffs Act 1983? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  
 Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Under the question, 
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• Mr. Dale Jackson, Chief of Staff, $122,064 per 

annum;  
• Ms. Judy Benevides, Administrative Assistant, 

Secretary to the Premier, $77,254; 
• Press Secretary, Charmaine Burgess, $113,480 

per annum; 
• Mr. Donald Grearson, Special Advisor, $105,765; 
• there is also a housekeeper at Clifton at $35 per 

hour, as usual; and also 
• Joella Dawn Simmons, under the Opposition, at 

$33 per hour. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It is under the Act. 
 
The Speaker: The question—did you see the ques-
tion, Honourable Members? Do you know what the 
question was? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: So, that was an answer to the question, 
actually. Yes. 
 Honourable Member, you have a supplemen-
tary? Yes, of course, MP Burt. You have a supple-
mentary. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I thank the Honourable Premier 
for his response. Would the Honourable Premier pos-
sibly care to give . . . What is the difference in respon-
sibilities between the press secretary and the special 
advisor, who both, I think, function in a PR capacity? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly, Mr. Speaker. 

I think the operative word is that he said he 
thinks. Special advisor is just that—a special advisor 
on many issues concerning politics of the history and 
the past. It is very important to me to ensure that I 
look at trends of the past so that I continue to make 
good decisions today and for the future. 

The press secretary is rather simple. She 
does all of my press releases on a day-to-day basis 
and handles the media. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. Thank you. 

We move now to Minister Moniz’s first State-
ment on Palmetto Road. And I recognise MP Michael 
Weeks. 
 
QUESTION 1: PALMETTO ROAD LANE CLOSURE 

UPDATE 
 

Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Good morning, Mr. Speaker, 
and thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, my first question to the Minister 
is just a straightforward one. I too have been down 
there looking at this wall. And what I have noticed, Mr. 
Speaker, is that because of the length of time that it 
has taken, neighbouring walls are now— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. We need a question, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: The question to the Minister 
is, Has consideration been given to looking at the 
neighbouring boundary walls that are adjacent to the 
affected wall? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
thank my honourable colleague for that question. 
 Do you have that picture attached there? The 
properties on both sides of the subject property do 
have retaining walls. The engineers have looked at 
them and said that they are sufficient for their pur-
pose. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Supplementary? Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I am not trying to insult Mr. 
Minister. But I was down there visiting, and a lot of the 
backfill has started to come out from behind those 
walls. So, when the new wall gets addressed, is that 
backfill going to be addressed behind those two adja-
cent walls? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I undertake to 
take steps to see that that is done. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 All right. MP Lister. 
 
QUESTION 1: PALMETTO ROAD LANE CLOSURE 

UPDATE 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, given that the focus of the Minis-
terial Statement is on the issue of the people of Pe-
rimeter Lane, would the Minister be willing to send this 
Statement or a letter to those people living on Marsh 
Folly Road and Palmetto Road, as well as the shop-
keepers who have been inconvenienced while this is 
going on? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
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Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I thank the Honourable Mem-
ber for that question. We will be making efforts to get 
it more publicly known as to what we have said here 
today. So I will be meeting with the press, et cetera. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. 
 We move now to the second Statement, on 
LED lights. I recognise the Honourable Member, MP 
Derrick Burgess, from Hamilton East. MP Burgess, 
you have the floor. 
 

QUESTION 1: LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PRO-
JECT 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the question is to the Minister: 
Are you aware that the former Government started the 
pilot programme of installing the LED bulbs in three 
different areas in Bermuda? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am aware that there were 
difficulties in the past with substandard LED lights. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, thank you. 
 MP Burgess, a supplementary? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, a supplementary, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Will the Minister provide 
that information to us, of the so-called substandard 
lights? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I am happy to 
obtain that information for the Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: A second question, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Another question? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, carry on. 

 
QUESTION 2: LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PRO-

JECT 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Is the Minister aware 
that LED lights were installed in Global House and 
saving electricity costs . . . well, they were reduced by 
$10,000 per month? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I am aware that 
LED lights were installed in Global House, but they 
had to be removed because they were substandard, 
and at considerable expense. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Honourable Member, you 
have a supplementary on that? 

 
SUPPLEMENTARY 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. Will that Minister 
supply that information? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Right. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I am most happy 
to meet that honourable gentleman’s request. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 MP Burgess, third question? 
 

QUESTION 3: LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PRO-
JECT 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, third question, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Is the Minister aware that LED bulbs were 
installed on one of the floors at the Dame Lois 
Browne-Evans Building? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am not aware of that, but I 
can check into it for the Honourable Member and see 
what the results of that were. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 Thank you very much. 
 MP Lister, a question on this, or is it a sup-
plementary? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: A new question. 
 
The Speaker: Question? Yes. 
 

QUESTION 1: LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PRO-
JECT 
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the Minister, How 
many qualified responses did he get to his RFP [Re-
quest for Proposal], given that, in the end, we worked 
with BELCO? It is a little unusual for Government and 
BELCO to be working together in this way. But I just 
want to know, how many other people put in qualified? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, that is a good 
question. I cannot remember off the top of my head 
how many qualified bids there were, because the 
original RFP was for the maintenance of the street 
lights. So the pilot project came up afterwards as a 
joint initiative.  

But I can check into that and get the informa-
tion for my friend. I believe that there were several, 
but I think there were about three who were qualified. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 You have a supplementary on that, MP 
Weeks? You have the floor. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Minister, just for some clarification, was 
BELCO not already contracted with the Ministry con-
cerning the current street lights? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Well, I am not sure if that 
Honourable Member is speaking about a time before 
the present administration, the present Government. 
There was, I understand, a contract, a different con-
tract for maintenance of the street lights, where it was 
given to a different contractor than BELCO. But the 
new maintenance contract has gone to BELCO, who 
had had it at a time previously. But I do not think they 
had it immediately before. And then the pilot project 
came up. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 MP Burgess, you have a supplementary on 
that? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Will the Minister give us 
the information on who had the contract for the main-
tenance of street lights? 
 

Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Mr. Speaker, I am more than 
happy to do that for the Honourable Member. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. All right. Thank you. 
 MP De Silva, you have a question? 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: I have a question, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

QUESTION 1: LED STREET LIGHT PILOT PRO-
JECT 

 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Can the Honourable Minister 
supply to this Honourable House a list of all contrac-
tors that answered the original RFP? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I think that is a similar ques-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. I think he said— 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am more than happy to do 
that. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. I think he said to MP Lister’s 
question. Yes. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, mine was for all, Mr. 
Speaker, not the three qualified. 
 
The Speaker: For all? Yes, right, okay, in addition to 
those qualified. 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged. I am obliged. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Thank you, Minister. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. We move 
now to the Statement by Honourable Minister Moniz 
on rental reduction. I have no one who said they 
wanted to ask a question on that except MP Lister, 
you did come here. Yes, MP Lister. 
 
QUESTION 1: REDUCTION IN RENTAL EXPENDI-

TURE 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I want to start off 
by congratulating the Minister on these savings; they 
are very significant. However, I would also like to 
know what steps have actually been taken to stream-
line the payments and the payment process and to be 
able to make the discounts by discount date? 
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The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Well, as Mr. Speaker will ap-
preciate, I am a lawyer, and the Honourable Member 
is a chartered accountant, so we take a somewhat 
different approach to these issues. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: From my point of view, as 
Minister, I have said, I want these things paid on time, 
and do whatever it takes to make sure they are paid 
on time. And I will be monitoring it each month. So I 
cannot speak to the actual accounting steps with the 
accounting system, et cetera. But I will do my utmost 
to ensure that we improve this process. 
 
The Speaker: That is fair, Minister. 
 Yes? You have a supplementary? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, I am going to a second 
question following that. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, second question. All right. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: However, I would like to say 
that I think the Minister told us— 
 
The Speaker: No speeches, Honourable Member! 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: But it is a comment. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: No speeches! Questions. 
 
QUESTION 2: REDUCTION IN RENTAL EXPENDI-

TURE 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. Has the Minister at-
tempted to ensure that this process will be wider than 
this; i.e., not just a BELCO discount, but all discounts 
falling under Works and Engineering? And will he be 
also in position to encourage other Ministers to do the 
same in their Ministries? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes, Mr. Speaker. And I 
would like to thank that Honourable Member for that 
question. That is exactly what we are doing.  

I mean, initially, we have a new Chief Sur-
veyor in that Department of Lands and Buildings, who 
has been tasked with this job. But I agree with him 
absolutely. This must go across Government, must go 
to all areas where we can gain discounts. We are in 
full agreement on that. And big gains can be made at 
no cost of jobs within Government, et cetera. It is a 

very easy step to take to streamline and make the 
Government more efficient. But you have to stick at it. 
It is not easy. You have to be consistent in your ef-
forts. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Thank you. We move now to the Statement by 
the Minister of Economic Development, and I recog-
nise MP David Burt. 
 
QUESTION 1: SHOPS TO OPEN ON SUNDAYS IN 

DECEMBER 2013 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in regard to the Statement from 
the Minister of Economic Development, on the second 
page, he said that it is anticipated that higher demand 
from these three additional days will result in new full-
time jobs. 
 Can the Minister please indicate how many 
full-time jobs he thinks we have created by three days 
of additional shopping? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Minister? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Actually, thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 The question that he is referring to actually 
relates to the Public Holidays Amendment Act, which I 
hope to table in a few minutes. So it is not in reference 
to the three days before Christmas. But presumably, 
the retailers, the Chamber of Commerce would not 
have asked for the additional Sundays if they had not 
thought it would result in additional demand before 
Christmas. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, you have a supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I have a supplementary. And I 
thank the Minister for his response. I will then go to 
the question again and say, How many full-time jobs 
does the Minister expect for an additional day of 
shopping to create? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are going to be debating this 
issue at some point. So I would prefer not to pre-empt 
the debate on the Public Holidays Amendment Act. 
 But what I can say— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  6 December 2013 345 
 
The Speaker: If Honourable Members would be quiet! 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Minister. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: What I can say, Mr. 
Speaker, is that in the period between 2008 and 2012, 
some 500 jobs were lost in the retail sector. It has 
gone from about 3,750 jobs in 2008; it is now down to 
about 2,700 jobs. One of the contributions of being 
able to extend retail sales hours is there will be a 
need, probably, for more staff. And that is the point of 
this, from our perspective. 
 Obviously, anything we can do to support and 
help the retail sector would be useful in terms of that 
overall jobs sector. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Minis-
ter. 
 Yes, MP Lister, you have a supplementary or 
a question? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: It is both, really. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Well, ask the question. Go 
ahead. 
 
QUESTION 1: SHOPS TO OPEN ON SUNDAYS IN 

DECEMBER 2013 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Given what the Minister said, is 
it his intent to debate this Bill today? 
 
The Speaker: No, I do not think so. It is being laid 
today. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, I will explain why I ask, 
Mr. Speaker. In the Ministerial Statement, he says that 
it is for three Sundays, specifically December 8th, 
which is two days from now. So, it cannot come into 
effect for December 8th if it is not passed. 
 
The Speaker: Member, go ahead. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I think the Honourable Member is a little bit 
confused. There are two issues that are being referred 
to in the Statement. The first is an exemption order for 
the three Sundays in December, which is a negative 
resolution, which has already been gazetted on the 4th 
of December, for the three Sundays. 
 
The Speaker: Right. That is December 8th. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The second issue 
which I referred to, simply, is that I will, with the per-
mission of the House, be tabling today an amendment 

to the Public Holidays Act. So, that is the second is-
sue here, which has not been tabled, but I hope, with 
the Speaker’s permission, will be tabled in, let us say, 
half an hour or so. 
 
An Hon. Member: For debate at a later date. 
  
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: For debate at a later 
date, exactly. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. Right. Thank you, Minister. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. 
 I have had one person cancel. The Honoura-
ble and Learned Member from Sandys had a question 
for Minister Dunkley.  

Honourable and Learned Member from 
Sandys [North], MP Scott, you had a question? 
 
QUESTION 1: FIREARMS ACT (EXTENDED DURA-
TION) AND CRIMINAL CODE (EXTENDED DURA-

TION) NOTICES 2013 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 To the Minister of Public Safety: Of the con-
victions arising out of the deployment of the extension 
of the Firearms Act, were those convictions such that 
involved defendants who were in possession of guns? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes, Mr. Speaker. In addi-
tion, they were for murder as well. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. We have 
one further question of urgent importance by the Hon-
ourable Opposition Leader.  

Are you going to ask this question of the 
Premier? 
 

MATTER OF URGENT PUBLIC  
IMPORTANCE  

 
QUESTION: APPOINTMENT OF DIRECTOR OF 

PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning to you. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Premier, can the Honour-
able Premier please inform this Honourable House of 
the Government’s position in regard to the appoint-
ment of the Director of Public Prosecutions [DPP]? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Premier? 
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and I actually do appreciate the question from the Op-
position Leader, because it has been on many peo-
ple’s minds. 
 I received official report from the Governor 
that Rory Field will be extended for another year, 12 
months, in the position of DPP. It has been stated in 
the paper as well. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes? 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The question was, What is the 
Government’s position in regard to the appointment of 
the Director of Public Prosecutions? 
 
The Speaker: Right. Yes. Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: My apologies.  

I was quoted in the paper this week. We have 
serious concerns of this appointment. We believe that 
a qualified Bermudian was identified. We believe that 
a qualified Bermudian did apply for the job. And we 
believe that a qualified Bermudian should have the 
job. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you very much. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. What is the supplementary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, a sup-
plementary. 
 Mr. Speaker, my question for the Premier is, 
Is he prepared to release to the public the corre-
spondence he sent to the Governor with respect to the 
appointment of the DPP? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes.  

That would not be appropriate. But you can 
rest assured that we will stand behind our position 
concerning this matter. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Yes? 

 
Mr. Walton Brown: And the second supplementary, 
Mr. Speaker, is, Given that the Premier is quoted in 
the Bermuda Sun as saying that he is exploring other 
measures with respect to this issue, I wonder if the 
Premier could tell the House what other measures are 
being explored? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am still under review and 
seeking advice. But certainly, we are looking for an 
opportunity as to how we can deal with this decision. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Walter Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you. Supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker, to the Premier. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of the Premier’s answer, 
is the Premier prepared to request from the Governor, 
in light of the reappointment of Mr. Field, an appropri-
ate timeline and plan for when a Bermudian will fill the 
post, including how much time is required and when 
that person will be seen to be prepared to take the 
post? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Thank you. Right. 
 Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes.  

I appreciate that question, and a good one. 
That is a consideration. And talks are continuing with 
the Governor concerning answering those questions. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise the MP from Pembroke [South] 
East. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, considering 
the Premier’s insistence or support for the notion that 
a Bermudian should have the post, is he concerned 
that that expression will be considered, in the minds of 
some, as an expression of xenophobia? 
 
The Speaker: I do not know whether I can even un-
derstand that, Honourable Member. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member. Restate the 
same question. 
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the Premier 
has insisted that his Government is in support of a 
Bermudian having that position. Is he concerned that 
that position may be interpreted as an expression of 
xenophobia? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, Honourable Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, we have had a 
good start to the morning. So, when you speak, you 
speak through the Speaker. The Speaker sits up here, 
in case you did not realise it. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member from Sandys 
[North Central], MP Dennis Lister. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, in light of the responses that the 
Premier has given this morning, and in light of the 
comments that were made in the newspaper, I would 
like to ask the Premier if he can speak to the issue 
raised by the Governor that the consideration became 
untenable. Was there any political influence that made 
it untenable? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. The “untenable” word-
ing was very concerning to us, especially myself. I 
brought it to the attention of the Governor to clarify 
himself when he said “untenable.” And I will leave that 
conversation between ourselves at this time. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 Ah, yes, MP Burgess, you have a supplemen-
tary? 
 

SUPPLEMENARY 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Will the Government be sending a letter to the 
FCO [Foreign and Commonwealth Office] asking for 
the recall of the Governor? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 As stated earlier, we are looking at all of our 
options. I will emphatically say once again, to all of 
these questions, we believe that a Bermudian has 
been identified and should be in the position. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Premier. 
 Leader of the Opposition, you have a supple-
mentary? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, has the Honourable Premier 
asked His Excellency for the rationale for using the 
term “untenable” to describe the current situation? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. When we saw the 
wording . . . it was handed to me just prior to the 
statement going out. And I was unsatisfied with his 
answer. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Roban, from Pembroke [East], you 
have the floor. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you. 
 In light of the answer in relation to this particu-
lar appointment, and the concern that has been ex-
pressed by the Premier as to what has happened, are 
the Government and the Premier prepared to review 
with the Governor processes and procedures that he 
uses with the appointments that he had constitutional-
ly available to him? Because the DPP is just one. 
There are others. So perhaps the Premier might want 
to consider looking at— 
 
The Speaker: Question? The question? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —the whole procedure around 
these appointments. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Constitution lays out very clearly the pro-
cess, and we have looked very closely at that pro-
cess. We are back to the same thing. We believe a 
Bermudian was identified and should be in the posi-
tion. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Bean, yes? 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker, on such an important issue as 
this, and dealing with one of the highest public posi-
tions in the country, under the guise of, I think the 
public has a right to know, can, or will, the Premier be 
willing to share with us the rationale that the Gover-
nor, His Excellency, gave to him for making this cur-
rent position untenable? 

 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: All discussions were had in 
confidence. But it may come a time where it can be 
released to the public. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. 
 Supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: A supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: A supplementary, yes. MP David Burt 
has the floor. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 Mr. Speaker, section [71A(b)] of the Constitu-
tion says that the DPP, in the exercise of powers con-
ferred on him, shall not be subject to the direction or 
control of any other person or authority. 
 Does the Premier believe that the advocacy 
for a particular candidate by Members of his Govern-
ment led to the position being compromised? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, supplementary? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes.  

Is the Honourable Premier confident of the po-
litical independence of the appointee in question? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  
 Thank you, Honourable Members.  
 Yes, Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Just one thing I would like 
to add. I have no issues with speaking to the Opposi-

tion Leader concerning some of those conversations, 
in confidence. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 Members, that brings us to the end of the 
Question Period. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: And we move to congratulatory and/or 
obituary speeches. Remember . . . 

I am going to recognise the Premier first. 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker.  

I hear folks saying that the Opposition is first. 
And yes, I know that Mr. Speaker knows how to do his 
job very well. So he will ensure that the Opposition 
speaks after me. 
 
The Speaker: You mean somebody had a problem 
that the Speaker was not doing his job properly? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Carry on, please. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I first want to thank you for the opportunity this 
morning for this House to have a moment of silence to 
a great man that we know by the name of Nelson 
Mandela. A statement has already been released by 
myself, but on behalf of the Government, I join with 
the people of Bermuda in expressing our deep sense 
of loss with his passing. 
 His lifelong struggles against the forces of 
repression and darkness embody the very best of the 
human spirit. His influence upon Bermuda has been 
tremendous. I believe that we were all thinking several 
months ago he may be passing, and so I am sure we 
were caught by surprise yesterday to hear that he had 
finally succumbed to his illness. 
 You know, when you think of Brother Man-
dela, I can only come to the words that this was a just 
and righteous man. Around the world, we have felt the 
ripple and the effects of his passing, but I do know this 
for sure, this man was truly touched by God—no 
question about it. He has influenced the world about 
what is right and honourable. [He left] a great example 
for all of us to follow. 
 I would like to also let this Honourable House 
know that meetings have commenced first thing this 
morning to ensure that we have an official ceremony 
in celebration of his life. I would also like to let the 
House know that there will be a book of condolences 
to the family at the Cabinet Building this coming Mon-
day and Friday, between the hours of 10:00 and 4:30, 
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for anyone who wishes to express their condolences 
to the family. That book will then be sent to the Man-
dela family on behalf of this Government and the peo-
ple of Bermuda, expressing our deepest condolences. 
 I will not take up any more time, but we cer-
tainly have felt the effects. I have received many calls 
from many of the other British Overseas Territories, 
and our chats and concerns about this, the effect it will 
have on the world that he has passed. May we con-
tinue to shine the light of hope that he gave to the 
world in his passing.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you very much, 
Honourable Premier. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition, MP Marc Bean. You have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, before I proceed to give remarks 
on the passing of our learned brother, Nelson Man-
dela, I would like to also ask for condolences to be 
sent to the family of Mr. Uthmani Talbot. Members will 
know that he is . . . The whole House, I think, would 
like to be associated. 
 
The Speaker: And also, Honourable Member, if I 
may, his sister-in-law— 
 
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Right. I am about to . . . 
Members will be aware that our Assistant Clerk, Ms. 
Sherleeta Talbot, is the sister-in-law of the young, bril-
liant Uthmani, a brilliant, brilliant young man, who is 
really a reflection of his family. Mr. Speaker, I think all 
of us would agree that Ms. Talbot is a reflection of the 
family. It is of the highest degree and highest order 
and highest character.  

It is a tragedy to lose such a powerful young 
man at such a short period of time. The Deputy says 
that his mother is from Harris Bay, Devil’s Hole, which 
again might reflect on just how strong this young man 
was and the strength of his family. So, condolences to 
[his family]. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also would like to share with 
the thoughts expressed by our Honourable Premier on 
the loss, the global loss, of a giant of a man, Madiba 
Nelson Mandela. When I heard of his passing my 
mind went back to 1961–1962, when he was in prison 
and sent to Robben Island. Many people would not 
realise that during that struggle Nelson Mandela was 
able to escape out of South Africa and go on a multi-
nation tour, even to London.  

He started and ended in Addis Ababa, Ethio-
pia. And it was there that he received eight weeks of 
high-level special-forces military training. He then re-
turned to South Africa with an Ethiopian passport and 

an Ethiopian identity in order to continue the struggle. 
It was on the basis of that mission that you have 
Western foreign intelligence services aiding and abet-
ting the South African police service that tracked him 
down and arrested him. The rest, as we know, is his-
tory. 
 I also think, Mr. Speaker, on the passing of 
such a great man, of all the blood that was shed dur-
ing that time period when he was in prison. I think of 
Stephen Biko and other great freedom fighters who 
continued to blaze the trail while Mandela provided 
that moral force, not just for those in South Africa and 
the African continent as a whole, but for those espe-
cially in the Western hemisphere. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I was a Berkeley-ite, the 
best thing that ever happened to me at Berkeley was 
that we were marched over to Liberty Theatre to look 
at a movie called Cry Freedom. Five years of stu-
dents, from first to fifth year. Watching that one movie 
changed our outlook on life for the better from that day 
forward. It gave us an understanding, and it made us 
realise that South Africa was, in a lot of ways, a mac-
ro-ism of Bermuda, which is a micro-ism. So I hope 
that we do not take this opportunity, upon the passing 
of the great, great freedom fighter, Nelson Mandela, to 
find ways to excuse some of the same attitudes that 
have been reflected in our society.  

If we are truly are going to honour a man, then 
we have to put the words into action. And that means 
being honest and speaking the truth and dealing with 
these matters that still plague us in this country. I think 
all of us can recognise it. 
 For the example set by (to me) the second-
greatest freedom fighter out of the African continent in 
the twentieth century, I think we can offer him or repay 
his debt by ensuring that we can raise our standards 
in this country and finally eradicate the attitudes that 
existed then and existed there, for the betterment of 
Bermuda’s future.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you, Honourable 
Leader. 
 The Chair now recognises the Deputy Prem-
ier, the Minister for Public Safety.  

Minister Michael Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will take this opportunity during 
congratulations and obits just to speak to the passing 
of Nelson Mandela yesterday. I had some other 
things, which I will deal with next week. 
 Mr. Speaker, “No one is born hating another 
person because of the color of his skin, or his back-
ground, or his religion. People must learn to hate, and 
if they can learn to hate, they can be taught to love, 
for love comes more naturally to the heart than its op-
posite”—Nelson Mandela. 
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The reason why I mention this quote is two-
fold. One, because all politicians love quotes. And my 
daughter, who is studying law, sent me this months 
ago. I printed it out, and I put it in my briefcase, and I 
have carried it with me every day. I knew that it was 
an opportunity to use this quote. Because, Mr. Speak-
er, love and hate make the world go ’round. Love and 
hate come up every day as we walk this earth. And 
this quote, to me, epitomises what Nelson Mandela 
was all about. It is the essence of the man. 

Twenty-seven years incarcerated, and he 
came out with a heart so big he could help heal the 
world. Not only did he help put South Africa on the 
road to freedom, but he sent a message that trans-
cended the world. Nelson Mandela’s star shines so 
brightly, even in his death, Mr. Speaker, because his 
life work for freedom and justice provides all of us in 
the world an enduring legacy that extends beyond his 
native South Africa. 

Mr. Speaker, I say it compels us all in this 
Honourable Chamber to greater service. Nelson Man-
dela, in my mind, is the greatest example of selfless, 
courageous leadership that one can find. While Mr. 
Mandela passed yesterday, he will be missed by mil-
lions, and perhaps billions, of people, Mr. Speaker. 
But he will never be forgotten. And those words “never 
be forgotten” are said at the passing of people all 
through the course of history. But in this regard, Mr. 
Speaker, I can say them with confidence. This man 
goes down as one of the greatest leaders of all time in 
this world. 

Mr. Speaker, in my mind, Nelson Mandela 
had a long walk to freedom that commenced with few 
by his side. When he passed yesterday, his walk end-
ed with the world by his side.  

May he rest in peace. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
 

HOUSE VISITORS 
 
The Speaker: The Chair will recognise the Honoura-
ble Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 
 Honourable Deputy Leader, just before you 
speak, I just want to recognise in the Gallery the stu-
dents from Port Royal Primary School, Port Royal 
Primary 4, with Zonique James, who is the teacher. 

Nice to see you, Ms. James. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: I know. I am speaking to the young la-
dy. 
 
[Laughter] 

 
[Congrats and Obits continuing] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 Mr. Speaker, before I say anything about Nel-
son Mandela, I would like for this House to send con-
dolences to the family of Dalton “Hooks” Burgess.  

Mr. Burgess was a character, particularly dur-
ing County Cup, cricket. His wife, being from Harris’s 
Bay and a staunch supporter of the Harris’s Bay boys, 
known as Cleveland County, when he went to County 
Cup, he carried . . . He always had on white pants, 
and he carried two shirts, a blue shirt and a red shirt. 
And when you asked him about the blue shirt, he said, 
Well, you know, my wife cooks for me. I have to go 
home. So, he had to keep peace.  

But his wife still, up to today, is Harris’s Bay, 
and he was Bailey’s Bay. And as you know, Mr. 
Speaker, many families, people married, Flatts and St. 
David’s and Harris’s Bay. You know how it goes. But 
certainly, Mr. Burgess will be sorely missed by his 
family and friends. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the great Nelson Mandela, he 
came from an eight-by-eight prison cell to President of 
South Africa at the age of 71 years old. Mr. Speaker, 
for a man who portrayed love and understanding for 
this world, one who was labelled by a UK Parliamen-
tarian who said, in the late 1980s, that “Nelson Man-
dela should be shot.” How tragic. One writer says, 
“From ‘terrorist’ to tea with the Queen,” a man who 
was vilified by governments, next week he will be put 
down as a hero of the world.  
 Mr. Speaker, Nelson Mandela certainly was 
one of the freedom fighters. Some we had in Bermu-
da, some we had in the United States and all over the 
world. Certainly, he was one of those that I think many 
people would like to portray. I am sure the people of 
South Africa and around the world will certainly miss 
this giant of a man.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Attorney General, the Honourable and Learned Mem-
ber Pettingill.  

Minister Pettingill, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was compelled to start the day in my Cham-
bers by asking all lawyers and staff to come in and to 
share some time together. And I led a prayer in rela-
tion to— 
 
[Crosstalk]  
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The Speaker: And I am going to ask all Members, 
especially during this period, to just be quiet. Sit, and 
be quiet while we go through the presentations that 
are going on in relation to Mr. Mandela. If we can do 
that, I would really appreciate it. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, in the start of the day in my Chambers, 
with all members of the staff, with a prayer in recogni-
tion of the life of Nelson Mandela. 
 I myself, as perhaps a more radical student, 
spent many hours in protest outside of South Africa 
House in London, where I learned many lessons. 
 
The Speaker: I am still hearing people. I do not know 
whether . . . Members, this is a serious moment! If we 
can stop talking for this period . . . we are leaders! Let 
us show the rest of Bermuda, and especially young 
people sitting in the Gallery. Let us sit quietly while 
this period goes on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I was saying that as a younger, more radical 
man, I spent many hours outside of South Africa 
House in London in the peaceful protests that oc-
curred there daily in relation to the ending of apartheid 
and calling for the freedom of Madiba Nelson Man-
dela. 
 I have very special memories of those times 
and the people that I met there, and the changes that 
it brought about in my own life. I was there on the day 
that Nelson Mandela walked to freedom. And it gave 
me great hope for the world and for the people that 
gathered there and the energy that existed in that 
place in the face of the battle that had been waged 
and the battle that had to continue to be waged. It 
taught me many lessons about things that had to be 
brought home to my own country and battles that had 
to be waged here. 
 I am of the view that, unequivocally, the 
greatest human being of our generation, of our time, 
has lived and has passed. I say that on the basis that 
Nelson Mandela has died. But Madiba Africa will live 
on forever, and the message will live on forever. And 
we must ensure . . . There was a comment that was 
made by one world leader that a great light had been 
extinguished in the world. And I respectfully disagreed 
with that. I think the great light will continue to shine in 
the world. I do not think that the light of Nelson Man-
dela will ever or could ever be diminished, despite the 
fact that the physical man has left our presence and 
left such greatness in his wake. 
 I was very proud and happy last night that my 
13-year-old daughter sent me a text to say that 
Madiba Mandela had gone, with a sad face, as she 
sent. I was pleased about that because it struck me 
that my 13-year-old had learned some lessons and 
had listened and was perhaps on the right path, and 
that Nelson Mandela had given some influence even 

to her young life, and that she felt the significance of 
his passing and of his life. 
 I think that if daily we, particularly in this place 
. . . it is not always easy, because sometimes we are 
aroused to anger. But if we can stop and reflect for a 
moment on the lessons that this great human being 
has taught us about being human beings, and look at 
what his life did for me during those times of protest 
outside of South Africa House in London. 

In my mind, the only speech that I had ever 
heard from Nelson Mandela was when he was young-
er, radical, and understandably a radical man, where 
one can totally accept and understand. There was a 
speech aired last night that he made where there was 
no option but for the cause to be taken up in the way 
that it was. There was no option. For me, he was al-
ways kind of a Che Guevara-type figure. As a young 
man, you tend to gravitate towards these types of re-
bels that lead causes, sometimes physical struggles, 
in the name of justice. 
 But to go through the transition and then to 
hear him speak as an older man that came out of 
prison, and to hear him give messages along the lines 
of the ones that we have always heard, that even in 
the grimmest of times he believed that the light of 
man’s goodness could never be distinguished, is 
something that we must all carry with us. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [Central], MP Walton Brown.  

You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, over the past 25 years, there 
have only been three great leaders whom I wanted to 
meet, to sit down and reason with. One is Fidel Cas-
tro, whom I have met and reasoned with. The second 
is Aung San Suu Kyi, whom I have not yet met. And 
the third is Nelson Mandela, whom now I will never 
meet. 
 Mr. Mandela was a great leader who embod-
ied strong conviction, courage and vision. He had a 
vision for his country, for his people, and he fought for 
it. Mr. Speaker, in the post-apartheid South Africa, 
there were many people who would jump on what I 
would call the Mandela bandwagon. And no doubt, in 
the hours and days ahead, you will hear many people 
wax eloquently about the life of this great man. But 
you know, Mr. Speaker, the real test of all those who 
wish to wax eloquently on Mr. Mandela is, where were 
you during the dark period of apartheid? Where were 
you when the struggle most needed support? And that 
is the Mandela I remember. 
 Apartheid South Africa, Mr. Speaker, was a 
horror of a place to be in. Yes, we have seen it docu-
mented in movies. But talk to people who lived there, 
who lived under it, who were subjected to torture, bru-
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tality (like Steve Biko), who were blown up by bombs 
by the South African government—Ruth First, for ex-
ample. 
 Mr. Speaker, if you want to assess the life of 
Mandela, we need to assess his life in its totality. He 
tells us that there are times and there are circum-
stances when violence is the only option. It is sad to 
say, but the African National Congress formed in (I 
believe) 1912 fought a long battle for justice. There 
was a recalcitrant government. The international 
community refused to help. Our colonial administra-
tors, the United Kingdom Government, refused to 
back a ban on sanctions against South Africa. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I do not want to speak about the 
Monarchy, Mr. Speaker. Standing Orders do not allow 
me to. But you can read into my message that at a 
time when South Africa needed help, many people 
were not around.  

Nelson Mandela was termed a terrorist be-
cause he wanted freedom for his people. But you had 
a legal framework that denied people the right to vote, 
denied them opportunities for work, on the backdrop 
of a brutal system. 
 Bermuda played a part in facilitating apart-
heid. Let us not forget. The Anglo-American Corpora-
tion had its head office in Bermuda. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Let us not forget. I was here, out 
on Pitts Bay Road, when we protested the presence 
of Anglo-American. The Government refused to act. 
We had a Member who served in this legislature who 
served on the board of Anglo-American. So, let us not 
forget, Mr. Speaker. 
 He was a great man. But he needs to be un-
derstood and accepted for the totality. Violence was 
an approach that was needed at one point. And when 
the government decided to listen and negotiate, then 
peace became the option as well. Great leaders re-
spond to circumstances. That is what Nelson Mandela 
did. 
 Mr. Speaker, most of the decisions undertak-
en by Mr. Mandela, I embrace fully. One decision that 
troubled me was that he allowed for those perpetra-
tors of some of the most horrific crimes against black 
South Africans to go unchallenged. The Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission did play an important role 
in bringing South Africa forward, but it allowed mur-
derers to go free. And I still have trouble with that. I 
understand his reason for doing it; I still have trouble 
with it. 
 I have trouble also with what I call the hypoc-
risy of the Nobel Peace Prize Committee. Nelson 
Mandela was the man that brought about peace. Yet, 
in its need to appear even-handed, the committee 

granted the peace prize to the man who stood over 
apartheid for decades, former President de Klerk. 
That I could not accept, either.   

In closing, Nelson Mandela set a very high 
standard for public service, for dedication and com-
mitment. He exemplified excellent leadership. The 
standard he set will be his legacy. And all of us who 
seek to hold public office, all of us who do hold public 
office, if we are to respect the legacy of Mandela we 
should ensure that our policies, our language and our 
actions reflect his commitment.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honour-
able Minister for the Environment.  

Minister Sylvan Richards, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with the com-
ments of the Honourable Leader of the Opposition in 
extending condolences to the family of Uthmani Juma 
Talbot, who tragically passed away in his 24th year of 
life. This young man . . . I actually went to his ceremo-
ny. I had never been to a Muslim ceremony before, 
and it was beautiful. His father led the ceremony, and 
he spoke about the traditions of the Muslin belief and 
how Uthmani was a gift to them and to Bermuda, and 
that Allah had called him home. It was very moving. 
 What also struck me was the composition of 
the crowd there. There were black and white, young 
and old; young people who obviously were, I guess, 
professional associates of the deceased, professional 
people. But what struck me about this young man was 
that he was obviously well loved and respected by all 
those who knew him. He was a well-known player for 
X-Roads Warriors football club. His father is the presi-
dent of that club.  

This young man was a recipient of a Bermuda 
Football Association Legends Scholarship for a num-
ber of years. He was a graduate of the Berkeley Insti-
tute, and only in 2012 had graduated from George 
Mason University. He was a qualified accountant at 
PricewaterhouseCoopers. 
 We really lost a treasure with this young 
man’s death, and I just wanted to highlight that. We 
are losing too many of our young men under very 
tragic circumstances. So I just want to express my 
sincere condolences to his father, Mr. Saleem Talbot, 
and his mother, Mrs. Tasleem Talbot. 
 I will switch gears now to discuss Nelson 
Mandela. Whenever great people pass I always try to, 
in my mind, go back and think, When did I first hear of 
this person? How did I become aware of this person? 
And I must admit that I became aware of Nelson 
Mandela as a result of a reggae song by a group 
called UB40. I cannot remember the name of the 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  6 December 2013 353 
 
song, but I do remember the closing refrain, which 
went, “Amandla Awethu! Amandla Awethu!” I heard 
the song, and I liked the song, and it caused me to go 
and research who this song was written about. And it 
was Nelson Mandela. 
 I remember when he was finally released from 
prison. He did a tour of the United States, and I was 
living on Long Island, New York, at the time. I remem-
ber talking to some of my associates and co-workers. 
We were all very young then, and we decided to hop 
on the Long Island Railroad and go down to Manhat-
tan because we wanted to be in the presence of this 
great man. When we got on the train, the train was full 
of other people like us, who had heard of this Nelson 
Mandela and had studied him and just wanted to be in 
his presence. There was a great joy and enthusiasm 
on the train ride down into Manhattan. 
 As we got off the train and we started to walk, 
there were thousands of people walking towards the 
area where Nelson Mandela was going to speak. I 
remember standing on the street and looking around. 
There was just a sense of joy and optimism then. 
Someone who had suffered so much pain and tragedy 
and loss in his life could stand in Manhattan and 
speak to the masses about peace and love and free-
dom and perseverance. It made an impression on me, 
and I will never forget it. 
 So, upon his passing: He is free now; he is 
truly free. I am just thankful that the world has given 
this great freedom fighter, this great leader, the first 
black President of South Africa, his just rewards.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member, MP Weeks, from Pembroke [East Central]. 
MP Weeks, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Good morning to you again. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I would like to also start off 
first by being associated with the remarks of condo-
lences to the family of Mr. Uthmani Talbot. I too at-
tended his ceremony, and it was very touching. I knew 
Uthmani pretty good because his father was like a 
mentor to me when I first went to Howard University, 
along with the Honourable Minister that just sat down. 
He was our big brother. He guided us through many a 
trial when we first went to Howard. So, I definitely 
would like to extend my condolences to him and his 
family on this tragic time. 
 As I go on now, Mr. Speaker, to speak of my 
thoughts and condolences for the passing of Mr. Nel-
son Mandela, I am mindful of the fact that as a young 
man in Bermuda coming up at the time (in the late 
1960s, early 1970s), black history was, for some rea-

son, not taught in our schools. So, my education as to 
great heroes, Bermudian and foreign, was by music, 
mainly through the Honourable Robert Nesta Marley. 

But ironically, my introduction to the life of 
Nelson Mandela came from one of my teachers up at 
the Berkeley Institute, Mr. Glen Fubler. In the early- to 
mid-1970s he came back and was very instrumental 
in the anti-apartheid movement. Many times when we 
were supposed to be in class learning biology, Mr. 
Fubler was in class teaching us about history, and in 
particular, about Nelson Mandela. 

So, Mr. Speaker, that sparked me to know 
that the boundaries did not stop at North Shore or 
South Shore, as far as our history was, and who I was 
as a person. Those conversations by Mr. Fubler really 
ignited a flame in me to find out more, not only about 
Mr. Mandela, Madiba as he is fondly referred to, but 
other great men like Biko. And I could go on and on 
and on. 

But fast forward, Mr. Speaker. I remember 
telling my children the story about how I left Bermuda 
after high school. I went to Howard University. And I 
ended up being a part of the Howard Youth Service 
Corps, the Howard University Student Association 
[HUSA]. Again, my illustrious Minister across the way, 
and I travelled a lot together in our growth. But being a 
part of HUSA, I was made privy to the fact that How-
ard University, which is known as the Mecca, had in-
vested our student funds into the diamond and gold 
mines of South Africa—right in the midst and the 
height of anti-apartheid. So, we decided to protest and 
close down the school. 

So, as you can see, my venture into standing 
up for what is right for me and others started way back 
as an 18- and 19-year-old. When we decided to try to 
close down the school, on the day that we closed the 
school down there was a snowstorm. So, the school 
actually was closed anyway. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: But we made a statement. 
We made a big statement that we were not going to 
stand for any more injustices against South Africa, 
and especially as a black university, we were not go-
ing to support that.  

So, as we all talk about Mandela and his life I 
am mindful of the poor people, not just to be emotion-
al about it, but to be logical about his contribution and 
our contribution. Because the more I learned about 
Mandela as a youngster, late teens and early 20s, the 
more similarities I saw with South Africa and with 
Bermuda. A lot of times, we are comfortable, Mr. 
Speaker, in speaking of things that are outside our 
shores. But when it comes to our shores, we ask not 
to speak up. Can we all just get along? 
 I, too, like my illustrious colleague when he 
spoke earlier (MP Brown) about the Truth and Recon-
ciliation [Commission], that is a misuse of that, too. 
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But I am not going to harp on that now because he 
has only given us a few minutes. 
 But as we reflect on Nelson Mandela . . . I got 
a call last night, Mr. Speaker, from one of my sons 
who is in school in England. And he said, Daddy, I 
remember you telling me about Mandela and what he 
meant to you and to us as a people. And I said, Yes. 
And it touched me, because my son, having that un-
derstanding that he could call me from London and tell 
me about it, really touched me. 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Before I sit down, Mr. Speak-
er, I also want to say that, as we reflect on the life of 
Nelson Mandela and what he has done now, we have 
to be mindful that, as much as has been done, there is 
a lot still to be done.  

So when we reflect on Mandela, let us reflect 
on the job that is not yet complete.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister of Finance, Minister Bob Richards. You have 
the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I too would like to reflect on the 
passing of the great Nelson Mandela. I became sensi-
tised to the situation in South Africa, I guess, relatively 
early. My older sister, Patricia, whom you know, Mr. 
Speaker, has been married to a South African for, I 
think, almost 50 years now. So, every time I visited 
her in London, the situation in South Africa would al-
ways be a topic of conversation.  

Quite frankly, a lot of their friends, their South 
African friends, in London were there because they 
had fled the apartheid regime in South Africa. They 
had either been involved with the struggle or were 
perceived to be involved with the struggle, and their 
lives had been in danger, and they fled to London and 
lived there for many years. 
 But the most important part to me, Mr. Speak-
er, is the opportunity and privilege I had of travelling to 
South Africa about 10 years ago. While in Cape Town 
I visited Robben Island. Robben Island is a very flat, 
barren island about the distance from Dockyard to St. 
George’s. And from Robben Island, you can see one 
of the most beautiful cities on Planet Earth (that is 
Cape Town), nestled underneath Table Mountain. But 
the irony of that is that any prisoner on Robben Island 
could see Cape Town, but could never get there. 

As we toured the prison in Robben Island, the 
tour guide was a former inmate who served sentence 
in that prison along with Mr. Mandela. So he was able 
to give us first-hand commentary of not only what 
went on in that prison, but the things that Mr. Mandela 
experienced while he was there. 

 Mr. Speaker, I can tell you that that was cer-
tainly one of the most moving experiences of my en-
tire life, that someone could be unjustly incarcerated 
in that place for that amount of time, and when he 
came out, what he did after he came out was truly 
something that had to be regarded as one of the 
greatest things in the history of man. For him to come 
out of there and say to his jailers, say to his oppres-
sors that I forgive you, shows the power of for-
giveness transcends everything. That he put out his 
hand to Mr. de Klerk and said, We need to save this 
country. We need to unify this country. We need to 
work together—even though Mr. de Klerk and his co-
horts put him in jail and tried to keep him there. The 
actions of Mr. Mandela after he came out of Robben 
Island put him head-and-shoulders above any other 
person that I can think of in history. 
 Quite frankly, we are privileged to live in a 
time of Mandela, somebody who could show us the 
way of how to build a country, how to overcome our 
differences. And the indifferences in South Africa 
could have not been more challenging, could not have 
been more deep. The emotions that involved all of the 
things that our colleagues have described of the injus-
tices, the murders, everything, indignities, for him to 
say, Let us work together. Let us forget the past. Let 
us use the power of forgiveness—that was the su-
preme accomplishment of this man. 
 I think that as he has passed on now, we 
should all be thankful to have lived in the age of Man-
dela.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Whip MP from constituency 3.  

MP Foggo, you have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Firstly, I would like to be associated with con-
dolences for Uthmani Talbot’s family, Saleem and 
Tasleem Talbot. I had a very personal relationship 
with the Talbot family. I worked with Mr. Saleem Tal-
bot for quite a few years. And I had the honour of 
teaching his three youngest children, Attiya, Taqwa 
and Uthmani. And I can say, as I think one of the 
Honourable Members alluded to, that the family itself, 
the values that have been taught in that family, those 
children had no choice but to become the success 
stories that they have all become. 
 The loss is tremendous. Uthmani was a very 
personable, very talented and extremely bright young 
man, who was an example for all of his peers in terms 
of what needs to be done to move forward. And all I 
can say is, in Arabic, Al-hum’du Allah!  
 Mr. Speaker, moving on to the loss of Nelson 
Mandela. I can say that my introduction to Nelson 
Mandela, or who he was as a man, began in the early 
1970s. I had a teacher at the Berkeley Institute. Her 
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name was Mrs. Sharon Paris, and she taught Black 
History. So I learned quite a bit about a few heroes, 
both in Africa and all around the world, for people of 
colour. That sort of whet my appetite. I cannot say 
whet my appetite for politics, because I think it instilled 
in me a desire to try and involve myself in a process 
that ultimately, and hopefully, would better situations, 
particularly here in Bermuda. I am, as my honourable 
colleague, the Honourable Walton Brown, alluded to, 
somewhat ashamed of the involvement that Bermuda 
had in apartheid, and I will leave it there. 

I spent most of my formative years when in 
college with (and I can say all of my years with) those 
who do call themselves freedom fighters. I can say, 
Mr. Speaker, as we all know, one man’s freedom 
fighter is another man’s terrorist. But when you have 
people who put themselves at risk, including life, in 
order to bring about justice for all—not just for a cer-
tain group of people, but justice for all—these such 
people are to be exalted, Mr. Speaker. 
 I can say, certainly, Nelson Mandela stands 
head and shoulders above many of the people who, in 
one way or another have tried to do the right thing for 
mankind. (I will leave it that way.)  

Mr. Speaker, because of all that Nelson Man-
dela stood for . . . I think most of us here have heard 
of the United World Colleges that are all over the 
world. He was their honorary president because he 
typified what the United World Colleges tried to do, 
and that is to develop an appreciation for all types of 
cultures, an appreciation and respect for all peoples 
and for their culture. For those who have been lucky 
enough to go to such institutions, besides receiving a 
first-class education, they have to engage in a pro-
cess that makes them aware of other cultures and 
injustices that are throughout the world. And they try, 
as part of their mantra, to engage in activities that do 
bring about change. 
 I hope that all of the graduates from those 
institutions, in one way or another, have received a 
little smidgeon of what Nelson Mandela has been 
about so that, as they move forward, they can move 
forward in honour of this great man and, in their own 
small ways, try to continue what he did try and bring 
about in this world. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, based on that, I do not think 
there is much more that I can say that would be very 
different from what has been said. That is, I think that 
we all, in our own way, need to strive to do what is just 
and what is right for all mankind.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Hon-
ourable Minister for Community, Culture [and Sports].  

Minister Wayne Scott, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
and good morning. 

 I know most has already been said about Mr. 
Nelson Mandela. But we have truly lost a giant of a 
man. You know, my introduction, I must say, initially, 
is from the music of Bob Marley and UB40 and the 
like, as well. But as I researched just to look at what 
this great man has done . . . he never stopped work-
ing for his people and working against wrongs and 
never giving up. And especially, as the Minister of Fi-
nance alluded to, after coming from where he came 
from, to do what he did in the last half of his life, it is 
truly, truly amazing. 
 Even after all of that, it is just peace and love. 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute. 

I think Members have forgotten what I said 
early on when we started this discussion about Nelson 
Mandela. We are going to give him total respect! Total 
respect means we are going to listen to whoever is 
speaking at the time. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 And, you know, after all of that adversity his 
message was about peace and love and working to-
gether. I mean, this trait, this love for our fellow man 
even when we have been wronged, is what makes us 
as people the highest species on earth. And I think 
that for his work and his legacy, I would just like to say 
Thank you. I think there are many lessons that we can 
learn from his path of working together. Not only can 
we use that as an example, but as a roadmap for how 
we can be better, Mr. Speaker, and we are not there 
yet. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, moving on from there, I 
would just like to send congratulations to a couple of 
our athletes. Firstly, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Tyler Butterfield, 
who is performing at such an extraordinary—  
 
The Speaker: Can you save these and wait for these 
until next week? Because I have asked people to . . . 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, certainly, certainly. 
 
The Speaker: If you would. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: No, no. That is fine. You know, 
I was actually thinking about doing that anyway. 
 
The Speaker: Let us do it all next week. 

I am going to ask the rest of the Members . . . 
I have allowed some people to get up. We have given 
condolences to Uthmani. The fact that we are giving 
respect to Mr. Mandela . . . so, please . . . Thank you. 
Thank you. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: That is why I think that just the 
words of Nelson Mandela, and just reflecting on the 
great loss is more than sufficient. So, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
MP from Pembroke [East], MP Walter Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I ap-
preciate the opportunity to speak today. I would, of 
course, like to be associated with the condolences to 
the Talbot family. 
 But definitely moved by hearing yesterday of 
the passing of a giant in history, a gentleman who I 
think we all know has made a lasting impression on 
the development of at least the last second half of the 
twenty-first century and the era of human rights and 
the struggle for freedom. And there is no doubt that 
his legacy will be lasting. 
 I can remember to this day where I was when 
I heard that he was free. I was a student in the United 
States at a reputable institution as were my honour-
able colleague, Mr. Weeks, and the Minister. But I 
was at another one, called Morehouse College. But 
we will not get into comparisons. I will stick to the is-
sues, Mr. Speaker. But in the same environment, I 
heard of his freedom. That had come at a culmination 
of a whole lot of other exposures that I had starting 
long before I had even gone to university. I remember 
to this day the experience that the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. Brown, said, and the protest locally as to the 
Bermudian investment in apartheid. 

Let us make it clear . . . because that country 
only became a democracy in 1994. Let us not forget 
as we do this total reflection of Mr. Mandela’s life, that 
the democracy that we now are witnessing began in 
1994. Prior to that, it was another country. And Mr. 
Mandela was the first democratically elected leader of 
South Africa. The fact that he was an African man, a 
black African man, is a part of the historic achieve-
ment. He was the first elected democratically in a 
country that had no democracy prior to that.  

I have been hearing a lot of the reflection in 
the media that refers to him as the first black presi-
dent. He is the first democratically elected president. 
Right? And he was a black man. So, the achieve-
ments abound there. He created a new nation with his 
ascension to that elected post in a free, democratic 
country. 
 But I can remember the early 1980s and the 
protests that were here with the company that was 
deposited down at Pitts Bay Road, and persons like 
Mr. Fubler and others who were there. I remember it 
being highly publicised. I remember hearing about 
Bermuda’s unfortunate connections with that country. 
And that must be a part of our reflection, as well, in 
the totality of remembering the life of Mr. Mandela. 
Because the attention to his incarceration and his ex-
perience created this greater awareness of a situation 
in South Africa which was inhumane and that we as a 
world began to appreciate. My honourable colleague, 
Mr. Brown, gave some interesting contextual informa-
tion on that. 

 But as an international relations and policy 
student at university, particularly in the 1980s, you 
could not help but talk about the issues of white mi-
nority rule in southern Africa, particularly South Africa, 
as we were discussing African politics. And the Man-
dela issue came up all the time. So, where I was at 
that time, this was a serious issue. Essentially, it was 
the issue of international political awareness and pro-
test for many of us in the 1980s as students in univer-
sities, as, clearly, in the United States, that actual 
movement was building as the awareness there. 

But what was extraordinary to me was the life 
of Mr. Mandela, from the beginning. Rolihlahla Dalib-
hunga Mandela was actually his born name. The 
name Nelson only came later, given to him through 
his education at a Methodist school. So the name 
Nelson is an acquired name later. But when he was 
born, his true African name was a little different. So 
we must remember that. He and [Oliver Tambo] were 
the first to set up a law practice, a black law practice, 
in South Africa.  

What you hear from many of his colleagues 
as you read books and stuff about him is that he had a 
bearing. Those of us who have been exposed to those 
from the continent who are perhaps from nobler line-
age, royalty to them is a little different. It actually does 
make you responsible for a community, more than 
that you have a position that awards you certain roy-
alty or, like, material wealth. 

So, in many ways, Mr. Mandela becoming 
who he was and the role he played from his commu-
nity was somebody who from a very early age took on 
responsibility for his community and took on that as a 
mission and, clearly, took that mission to the height of 
where he transformed a nation and felt it necessary 
also, Mr. Speaker, to talk about what was required. 
Because even when you saw him talking in 1961, he 
talked about democracy. He talked not about just the 
armed struggle, which I think is important for us to 
remember. The Nelson Mandela we know began his 
transformation as somebody who actually took up the 
armed struggle because he felt it was necessary to 
show his enemies that he was prepared to go to the 
death to see his people free.  

It is that transformation that is the Mandela 
that we are now reflecting on, the man and the princi-
pled man who talked of peace, but he went through a 
journey. We all go through a journey this way, Mr. 
Speaker.  

As I close, I am happy to spend time giving 
tribute to him. I think also, with July 18th as a day that 
the United Nations has designated as Mandela Day, 
we as a country might want to consider in the future 
giving note to that day as a day of remembrance for 
him and what he stood for.  

Thank you. 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
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 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Dep-
uty Speaker.  

MP Roberts-Holshouser, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 In the late 1970s, under the auspices of Glenn 
Fubler, there was a telethon. It was one of the first 
times I had ever been in front of a camera. I had an 
opportunity to sing a song about the life and death of 
Stephen Biko.  

Stephen Biko’s job, or his position, was to tell 
the rest of the world what was going on in South Af-
rica. He wanted the people to know of the devastation. 
He was kept in shackles, a urine-sodden mattress, 
which was the life and style of many of those individu-
als fighting for what was right under apartheid. 
 Nelson Mandela, for me, was a man that be-
lieved in the human race. He was a man that believed 
that there was kindness. There would be direction. But 
it took the suffering of many to actually show the world 
what was not acceptable. 
 We will fail the likes of Nelson Mandela if we 
do not respect his life and his fight. So if we do noth-
ing, we must recognise the strength of this man, the 
wisdom of this man. He put the love of man before the 
love of things. He fought for mankind. And may we, 
please, continue to respect the likes of one Nelson 
Mandela, who will go down in our hearts and in our 
thoughts and in our prayers. And I ask that we never 
forget the likes of what he did and what he suffered to 
make life better. And we will have to continue, be-
cause there are many still suffering.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West.  

MP Furbert, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, Nelson Mandela was clearly a 
Moses of our time; a man who stood for freedom, jus-
tice and equality. Especially around this time when we 
talk about giving gifts to each other, this man was 
clearly a gift to the world, especially his people in 
South Africa. 
 I was fortunate enough three years ago to 
travel to Johannesburg. I visited Mandela’s home. His 
home is no bigger than half of this room. Basically, 
you walk in, you walk out. There are little small rooms 
here and there. And not too far from his house was 
where Bishop Tutu lived, and also where a young 
gentleman by the name of Hector Pieterson, when the 
big fight, the big uprising at Soweto and the young boy 
got killed at the age of 13 years old. It was clearly 
around that whole period of time.  

I had opportunity to talk to people at South Af-
rica at the time, Johannesburg, particularly, where, 

you know, they had black schools. They had coloured 
schools; they had white schools. And to a certain de-
gree, some of the things still exist. They still have 
some separation there in that area. I had the opportu-
nity to visit some townships where you felt that pres-
ence, while there, of what Mandela was doing for his 
country. 

Here is a man that stood up for what was 
right, yet he fought. At the beginning, one may con-
sider that he was very militant. Individuals may think 
that that is where he was. But he turned out to be a 
man of peace, humility. A man, of course, for forgive-
ness, coming out, saying to the people who despised 
him, Forgive them. There is no man whom I know that 
can do better than that, then that man—the Lord Je-
sus Christ himself. Most of us would want to take re-
venge for what, particularly . . . the period that he had 
served under such depression. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when we think of this gen-
tleman and reflect back on his early years and see 
where he stands now, the question which we must 
ask ourselves in Bermuda is, Do we let that just today 
and forget about his . . . forget tomorrow? Where will 
we go to make sure that we have ultimately taken this 
country in the place that it should go?  

So, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I will say that Mr. 
Mandela was definitely a hero among heroes. I mean, 
it is one thing about being a hero. But when you are a 
hero amongst heroes, you are extraordinary. So I pray 
that his life will inspire us to become the one people 
that we are called to be.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair now recognises the Minister for 
Health and Seniors, Minister Patricia Gordon-Pamplin.  

You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as we have heard from some of 
our other colleagues, I too had the opportunity to visit 
Johannesburg within the course of the last few 
months. And my first exposure to Nelson Mandela in 
the context of Johannesburg was Nelson Mandela 
Square, which is not too far from the hotel in which we 
lived, and in which stood a massive larger-than-life 
statue depicting the man. As we had the opportunity 
to sit and be towered over by such greatness, I knew 
at that point, Mr. Speaker, that I needed to absorb as 
much as I could, like a sponge, the entire experience 
of being in Johannesburg in an environment that had 
such a positive impact on it from such a great man. 
 You will be aware, Mr. Speaker, that just out-
side of the Mandela Square, there is actually a wall, 
diagonally opposite the Sandton Sun Hotel, with a 
candle, a brass candle that has been erected. It is 
called the Candle of Hope. It was erected by the peo-
ple of Johannesburg when Nelson Mandela took sick 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



358 6 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
this last time and they thought they were going to lose 
him. And it was their tribute to him. 
 Mr. Speaker, every one of his major quotes 
was on that wall around the Candle of Hope. I knew, 
Mr. Speaker, that we had to do something more than 
just be in Mandela Square or hear about the man. So, 
as that experience would have shown, Mr. Speaker, 
we had the opportunity to actually take a tour and to 
be able to go into the bowels of the area over which 
he had significant impact. 
 We started with what was called Number 
Four. We went up to Constitution Hill as part of the 
tour. We had the opportunity to go and see the sta-
dium in which the World Cup Soccer tournament was 
held and for which Nelson Mandela played an integral 
part in ensuring that that competition was brought to 
the shores of South Africa. 
 We then, Mr. Speaker, had the opportunity to 
go by the home in which he presently lived and died, 
while he actually laid ill in a hospital in Pretoria. Mr. 
Speaker, we then managed to go to Soweto and to 
visit the home which the Honourable Member Furbert 
just spoke of, where he lived with his former wife, 
Winnie, which is in the environs of the home of Bishop 
Tutu. 
 Mr. Speaker, once we finished that experi-
ence and culminated our tour with a visit to the Apart-
heid Museum, the haunting experiences of Johannes-
burg in South Africa are ones that will carry me to my 
eternity.  

As we stand here and reflect, Mr. Speaker, I 
pay tribute to a man who was larger than life, whose 
footprint on this world will forever be indelible as we 
move forward. But further, Mr. Speaker, I had the abil-
ity to fly down to Cape Town for a couple of days and 
visit Robben Island, the place which was home for 
Mandela—hell for Mandela, incarcerated for 18 of his 
27 years on Robben Island—and I took the tour that 
was commentated by one who actually served time 
with him in that hellhole. 
 I was able to see, Mr. Speaker, from that ex-
perience. I was able to walk the halls that Mandela 
walked. I was able to be in the courtyard where Man-
dela and his colleagues were able to go out to get 
sunshine, and to go into the mess hall, and to under-
stand the diet and the slop that many of them were 
fed while they were incarcerated—treated worse than 
. . . as less than human beings, Mr. Speaker. 
 And then to understand the spirit that infused 
that entire community, that entire country, where Nel-
son Mandela (Madiba, as he was fondly known) was 
able to leave that experience and come away with 
embracing and loving arms, to a nation who revered 
him, Mr. Speaker. And while, if I may just . . . Is that 
three minutes? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And while I was 
able to reflect on man’s inhumanity to man, to know 
that he came out of that situation virtually loving the 
entire world. And now he has taken his final step of 
his long walk to freedom.  

May he rest in peace, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys [North Central]. MP Dennis 
Lister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, after sitting here this morning 
listening to the numerous comments that have been 
given, and I tried to sit in my seat and collect myself. 
Mr. Speaker, as one who has been to South Africa 
many times, as you would know . . .  
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Yes, someone referred to it as 
my second home here. I would love for it to be my 
home, because I really love the country, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: But I sat here and tried to 
contain myself and not to get emotional, in that the 
connection that I have with South Africa is one that is 
not built as a tourist, but as someone who has taken 
time to get to know the people of South Africa. And in 
getting to know the people of South Africa, you get a 
better understanding of who Nelson Mandela was, 
what he went through, Mr. Speaker, to bring the coun-
try to what it is today. 
 I have had the opportunity to sit in many 
homes in South Africa and sit and break bread with 
their people and talk about what yesterday was to 
them, and what they lived through and the experi-
ences that they lived through, Mr. Speaker. It just hits 
you right at the depths of your heart to be able to sit 
face to face with people who have gone through this 
and struggled through it and come out on the other 
side of it, Mr. Speaker. 
 The number of times I have gone to South 
Africa and gone to the Apartheid Museum, I could 
spend day after day after day in there, Mr. Speaker. 
And each time I came out bottled up again with emo-
tion and just feeling what those people lived through 
during that era. You see the historical picture of it 
there in that museum, and it is not just walking into a 
museum anywhere else, Mr. Speaker (because I love 
to go visit the museums when I travel). This one takes 
you into the emotion of what people’s lives were 
about, Mr. Speaker, the suffering, the heartache and 
the torment that they lived through. 
 And to see a man who led through all of that, 
Nelson Mandela, who went through all of that, led all 
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of that movement and came out not having any bitter-
ness towards the people who had oppressed him . . . 
Mr. Speaker, it is almost hard to grasp that when you 
sit there and talk to people and you see this in the 
museums and you walk through all of that. Where did 
this man find that in himself, to be able to put that bit-
terness aside? But it really speaks to the depth of who 
the man was. It really speaks to what Nelson Mandela 
was all about, the greatness of the man, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think it was the Deputy Pre-
mier, earlier today giving remarks, who made refer-
ence to one of his quotes in reference to, We are not 
born hating other people; it is a learned process. And 
if it is a learned process, we can learn to love, if you 
are taught to hate.  

There is another piece of that, Mr. Speaker, 
that always stands out to me. It was the fact that Nel-
son Mandela got to the point where he could get be-
yond that and get past the bitterness because he un-
derstood that it is the system that needed to be 
changed. It is the system. Hate the system, not the 
people. Hate the system, because if you can change 
the system, you can change the people. 
 And I say that, Mr. Speaker, because there is 
a message for us and the rest of the world, even here 
in Bermuda, Mr. Speaker. Because we still have a 
long road to go. We need to understand it is the sys-
tem. It is the system that needs to be corrected, Mr. 
Speaker. If we really want to unite who we are and 
take our country to where it really can go, we need to 
address the system that separates us, and stop fight-
ing with each other and bringing hatred towards each 
other. Address the hatred in the system. And if we all 
can collectively do that, we will stand for what Nelson 
Mandela was all about. We will understand what the 
man was and who the man was. 
 Mr. Speaker, yes, I have gone and visited all 
through Soweto, as you know. I have worked with . . . 
and all of that, understanding the people, Mr. 
Speaker, led me to the things that I have done in 
South Africa with the charity, AIDS, and working with 
World Vision and things like that; sitting in Soweto, 
working with AIDS in the AIDS hospices in Soweto. It 
was understanding what these people went through 
as a country to get to where they were when I arrived 
there. What I saw will never measure to what they 
lived through, Mr. Speaker, during the time that they 
lived in those eras. 
 But it is understanding that (if you understand 
who Nelson Mandela was, Mr. Speaker) we have to 
be able to reach back and reach out and help. That is 
what my effort has been when I have gone back and 
tried to be involved with projects in South Africa. It is 
understanding that we all have a bit to do in the world, 
and that is to help where we can help. Because if we 
all put our hands together we can make this place a 
better place, Mr. Speaker. That is part of the message 
of who the man was, standing up for making this world 
a better place, not accepting the circumstances and 

surroundings that the system has caused us to live in, 
but fixing the system by reaching out and working to-
gether and collectively understanding that we can 
come together. 

We can make this world a better place, Mr. 
Speaker. And the message that I want to take from 
this moment [and send] out to those listening is that 
we still have systems that need to be fixed—systems. 
Let us address our hatred to the system and not the 
individuals. If we can collectively do that, we can 
make this place, even this home that we live in, a bet-
ter place. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister of Economic Development, Minister Grant 
Gibbons. You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to add my respectful 
condolences to those of the Premier and other hon-
ourable colleagues this morning. I think as honourable 
colleagues have said, Mr. Mandela’s life was certainly 
a remarkable and honourable one, one that symbol-
ised both sacrifice and reconciliation. 
 In one of his speeches, he said that he “cher-
ished the ideal of a democratic and free society in 
which all persons live together in harmony and with 
equal opportunities.” Mr. Speaker, I think that is cer-
tainly a model for all of us and one that we can bring 
to our own deliberations and efforts here in Bermuda. 
 Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I would 
also like to be associated with the condolences to the 
Talbot family on the tragic and untimely death of Uth-
mani, and send condolences to his family as well.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable 
Member. 
 Yes, this will be the last one before lunch. 
 I recognise now the Honourable Member from 
Pembroke [West Central], MP David Burt. You have 
the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will just add my brief comments 
to the condolences, which I do believe this House is 
sending to the people of South Africa, the Republic of 
South Africa, on the passing of their former President, 
Nelson Mandela. 
 My story, Mr. Speaker, is one of reflection. I 
reflect on the day of February 11, 1990. As an 11-
year-old boy, I was in my house. And I remember that 
my mother sat me at the kitchen table and made me 
watch as Nelson Mandela was being freed from 
prison. As a young man at the age of 11, I did not un-
derstand the gravity of what I was watching. But I re-
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member that day as if it was yesterday. As I was shar-
ing with some friends yesterday after the news came 
of President Mandela’s passing, there were others 
who said they experienced the same thing when they 
were younger, and they were made to watch it and 
understood and remembered it as [if] it were yester-
day. 
 But I think also it is most important, as my 
colleague from Sandys, MP Lister, just said, when you 
look at the life of Nelson Mandela you have to under-
stand that there were a great many bad things that 
were said about the man, even after he was freed 
from prison. If you do not mind, Mr. Speaker, I will 
speak about some of them, because some of them 
come from another Parliament, and there were state-
ments that happened. I could even mention someone 
who has also passed away, the former Prime Minister 
of the United Kingdom, who in 1987 said, “The ANC is 
a typical terrorist organisation . . . Anyone who thinks 
it is going to run the government in South Africa is 
living in cloud-cuckoo land.” 
 These are the types of things that were hurled 
at freedom fighters around the world, who fought for 
justice and equality. There were other MPs in the 
1980s who said that “Nelson Mandela should be 
shot.” Even upon his release, there were Members of 
Parliament in the United Kingdom who said, “This 
hero worship is very much misplaced” and called him 
“a black terrorist.” This is what was said after a great 
man was released from prison. 
 So the thing is that when we hear all of the 
statements about how Nelson Mandela spoke about 
forgiveness, he said that when he left prison if he con-
tinued to hold on to that anger, they would still have 
him; and that by getting rid of that anger he would 
overcome those who had oppressed him . . . I think 
that it is a very important lesson for all of us to have, 
Mr. Speaker. But I think it is very important for us to 
also remember that the country of which we are still a 
part, the United Kingdom, and even its dominion here 
in Bermuda, paid a significant part in promoting and 
elongating the apartheid rule which happened in 
South Africa. I think it is very important that we re-
member what we did. I think it is important that we 
understand that we can, by the small part which we 
play, we can play, insofar as promoting injustice, or 
helping to bring justice and equality to the world. 
 So on that, Mr. Speaker, I will take my seat. 
But I do wish to be associated with the condolences 
sent to the people of the Republic of South Africa, a 
country which I have been fortunate to visit as well.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Members, it is 12:30, so I will call on the Pre-
mier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 I move now that we break for lunch until 
2:00 pm. 
 
The Speaker: The House is now adjourned to 
2:00 pm. 
 
[Gavel]  
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:32 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:02 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY 

SPEECHES 
 
[Continuation thereof] 
 
The Speaker: Okay, Members, we will continue with 
the Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches. 
 I recognise the Government Whip, MP Cole 
Simons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I, like the rest of the House, was 
moved to hear of the passing of the Honourable Nel-
son Mandela. 
 My tribute is going to take the form of three 
sections: (1) his role as a father; (2) I want to basically 
reflect on his inauguration speech; and (3) I want to 
talk about my personal experience. 
 Mr. Speaker, we all— 
 
The Speaker: Members, we are continuing as we left 
off this morning. During this particular presentation I 
would like for all Members to please be quiet and re-
spect the presentations that are made in regard to 
President Mandela. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as you know we were in South 
Africa together in September. Throughout that trip 
Nelson Mandela was recognised as the father of the 
nation—the father of the nation everywhere you went. 
And the interesting thing was that irrespective of what 
colour you were, what social standing you had at-
tained, he was still the father of the nation. So when I 
heard of his passing last night, I thought that I would 
look up and see what they meant by “the father of the 
nation.” So I looked at the blogs and there was an ar-
ticle written in South Africa in the Mail & Guardian by 
Mark Gevisser. He said “the man his fellow South Af-
ricans endearingly called Madiba was a father to his 
nation in a most personal way.” 
 If you will allow me to read the quote— 
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The Speaker: Yes, you have got five minutes all in 
total so . . . go ahead. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you. 
 He says, “Mandela epitomised those instincts 
we most associate with childhood: trust, goodness, 
optimism; an ability to vanquish the night's demons 
with the knowledge that the sun will rise in the morn-
ing. But he also made us feel good, and warm, and 
safe, because he found a way to play an ideal father, 
beyond the confines of his biological family or even 
his national one. He was the father we would all have 
wanted if we could have designed one. He was wise 
with age, benignly powerful, comfortingly irascible, 
stern when we needed containing, breathtakingly cou-
rageous, affirming when we needed praise—and, of 
course, possessed of the two childlike qualities that 
make for the best of fathers: an exhilarating playful-
ness and a bottomless capacity to forgive.” 
 When I read this, Mr. Speaker, I said this 
should be the epitome of all fathers of this universe. 
He was the ideal role model for all fathers—all men—
of the universe. And I thought that I would bring this 
quote and share it with the people of this country. 
 On reflection, I said we have heard a lot about 
our interpretations. But I took the liberty of looking up 
the inauguration speech, and I want to read part of his 
comments when he was inaugurated in South Africa 
on May 10, 1994. If you will allow me? 
 “Your Majesties, Your Highnesses, Distin-
guished Guests, Comrades and Friends: Today, all of 
us do, by our presence here, and by our celebrations 
in other parts of our country and the world, confer glo-
ry and hope to newborn liberty. Out of the experience 
of an extraordinary human disaster that lasted too 
long, must be born a society of which all humanity will 
be proud. Our daily deeds as ordinary South Africans 
must produce an actual South African reality that will 
reinforce humanity's belief in justice, strengthen its 
confidence in the nobility of the human soul and sus-
tain all our hopes for a glorious life for all. All this we 
owe both to ourselves and to the peoples of the world 
who are so well represented here today. To my com-
patriots, I have no hesitation in saying that each one 
of us is as intimately attached to the soil of this beauti-
ful country as are the famous jacaranda trees of Pre-
toria and the mimosa trees of the Bushveld. Each time 
one of us touches the soil of this land, we feel a sense 
of personal renewal. The national mood changes as 
the seasons change.” 
 
The Speaker: You are going to have to wind up, Mr. 
Simons. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Yes, I am almost finished. 
 “We are moved by a sense of joy and exhila-
ration when the grass turns green and the flowers 
bloom. That spiritual and physical oneness we all 
share with this common homeland explains the depth 

of the pain we all carried in our hearts as we saw our 
country tear itself apart in a terrible conflict, and as we 
saw it spurned, outlawed and isolated by the peoples 
of the world, precisely because it has become the uni-
versal base of the pernicious ideology and practice of 
racism and racial oppression. We, the people of”— 
 
The Speaker: Mr. Simons, I am sorry, you are going 
to have to— 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: —one sentence— 
 
The Speaker: —you are going to have to finish up. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I am. 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: “We, the people of South 
Africa, feel fulfilled that humanity has taken us back 
into its bosom, that we, who were outlaws not so long 
ago, have today been given the rare privilege to be 
host to the nations of the world on our own soil.” 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Member that would care to speak? 
 The Chair recognises the Learned Member 
from Sandys [North], MP Michael Scott. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, first of all thank 
you for essentially designating the Congratulations 
and Obituaries to the memory of this great President. 
 Sir, how is it that South Africa became the 
single most recognised icon, globally recognised as 
the icon for legitimated, institutionalised, socialised 
separation of the nations between non-Europeans and 
Europeans in that country? How it is that South Africa 
became that icon for the whole world is now a matter 
of record and recorded history. And it was one man—
President Nelson Mandela—together with his team of 
freedom fighters, who shook that system to its founda-
tion to change it so that a . . . as President Mandela 
referred to, the rainbow coalition that was comprised 
of Afrikaans, the Aboriginals, South Africans (what is 
that word?), the Khoikhoi Aboriginals, Chinese, Indian, 
and the Coloureds (who were largely the slaves out of 
Madagascar), and the Netherlands’ British white 
South Africans, could all co-exist in harmony. This is 
what his vision was for his country and this is what he 
single-handedly achieved. 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, Honourable Member. 
 I have . . . I have . . . are we going to respect 
the Honourable President Mandela or not? 
 Carry on, Member. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And so it is no wonder, is it 
not, Mr. Speaker, that in his death we have all been 
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shaken by his passing. The whole world recognises 
the authority of this great man. 
 May he rest in peace. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s [North], constituency 1, MP 
Kenneth Bascome. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Good day, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good day to you. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: I had the opportuni-
ty to listen to the Honourable Deputy Leader of the 
Government and then the Honourable Leader of the 
Bermuda Progressive Labour Party. My comments will 
be formed around the comments offering condolences 
[on the passing of] President Nelson Mandela. 
 The Honourable Deputy Leader spoke that no 
one is born to hate, and then the Honourable Leader 
of the Bermuda Progressive Labour Party stated that 
we have many things going forward that we as a 
country have to address. 
 Mr. Speaker, I can recall a great man that we 
just celebrated a few weeks ago. We were asked, 
What were you doing on that specific day? And I can 
remember what I was doing on the specific day when 
Mr. Mandela was released from prison. 
 So as we have spoken here today, all giving 
praises to all of the great things that Mr. Mandela 
stood for, I must pause, Mr. Speaker, and make refer-
ence to the comments that you have been making 
from the Chair. Seeing that we all claim to have such 
respect for Mr. Mandela, I would ask that in the future, 
when we are honouring a great person, Mr. Speaker, 
that you do not have to continue to ask [us] to please 
show respect. 
 Mr. Mandela was a great person, not only for 
the nation of black people, but for the world as a 
whole, Mr. Speaker. And I would believe that we all 
would want to emulate what Mr. Mandela stood for. 
And my comments will be brief, Mr. Speaker, as 
adults create and children imitate. And to Mr. Mandela 
and to the world we have lost an icon. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 Any other Honourable Members that would 
care to speak? 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South East], MP Rolfe 
Commissiong. 
 Mr. Commissiong, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, certainly on the day that Mr. 
Mandela was released, those images broadcast 
worldwide brought tears to many who were able to 
witness that event. Those tears were not spared in my 
household and, indeed, from my own eyes. I too, as 
with my colleague, Mr. Lister, have visited South Afri-
ca. I went there on a conference that was organised 
by a Bermudian freedom fighter by the name of Roo-
sevelt Brown, or Dr. Pauulu Kamarakafego.  

The conference itself was sponsored by the 
United Nations and was the World Conference against 
Racism in 2001. So I, like my colleague, have some 
familiarity with the South African people, particularly 
the black South African people. And I was struck by 
their sense of possibility and dynamism and a sense 
of hope that they all held in that early 2000 period. No 
doubt a lot of that was engendered by the example set 
by Madiba, former President, Nelson Mandela. 
 Mr. Speaker, another great freedom fighter, 
W. B. Du Bois, has said the 20th century . . . that the 
challenge of that century would be that of racism. He 
was not incorrect. You see, Mandela and his genera-
tion—the generation of my father, our fathers—were 
born into a world of apartheid. Let us not be naïve to 
believe that apartheid only existed in South Africa. 
The conditions of apartheid to one degree or another 
were a global phenomenon that affected all non-
whites, particularly black persons of African descent 
without question. We all know Bermuda had its own 
version of apartheid, as did America. 
 So this struggle was a global struggle. The 
only difference being the prevalence of the more ex-
treme and crueler forms of that apartheid remained, 
the remnant of that global phenomenon in South Afri-
ca, far longer than in many other parts of the world, 
including Bermuda. But let us not be, again, naïve to 
believe that only in South Africa did apartheid exist.  

And the universal response to apartheid was 
also one that we cannot ignore. The ANC [African Na-
tional Congress] itself was inspired, in part, at that 
time (we are talking about the early 20th century, just 
at that time) when a young Mr. Du Bois was beginning 
his agitation for change. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: At a time when the young 
Mr. Du Bois himself was agitating for change, as a 
young man in the United States, the ANC and the 
founding members in South Africa were inspired by 
the UNIA movement of Marcus Garvey. Much of the 
knowledge of that movement, indeed, even its publi-
cations, [were] being transmitted to places like South 
Africa to many of its ports like Durban, Port Elizabeth 
by black sailors, in many cases, travelling from North 
America delivering goods to South Africa. And so just 
as the phenomenon of apartheid and racial superiority 
being the ideology that informed that phenomenon 
was not isolated to South Africa, but it was a global 
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system, the element of resistance to the notion of 
white supremacy, European supremacy and imperial-
ism was a global fight.  
 Let us not forget . . . let us not forget the 
struggles of those in this side of the world, starting 
with those brave men and women in Haiti and the Hai-
tian revolution. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, we have heard today. I 
would even dare say a degree of hagiography taking 
place. We have now created “Saint Nelson Mandela.” 
But let us remember that his work and the work of 
other freedom fighters is not finished—far from it. We 
know, Mr. Speaker, that in South Africa today the 
question of economic justice and equity for black 
South Africans has still not been resolved. We need to 
pray just as much as we have for his family and re-
member him—the great prince—we need to pray for 
South Africa because there are many fundamental 
questions left unresolved that will be addressed with 
his passing. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, if I may, I just want to say 
this—we all project onto Nelson Mandela and South 
Africa our own fears, hopes and aspirations. Again, 
one of the key turning points in that struggle, that 
revolution, came from many soldiers who were sent 
thousands of miles from a little island of Cuba to fight 
in South Africa. It was their defeat of the South African 
army south of Angola, with their Angolan allies, that 
finally brought the Boers—the South African Govern-
ment at the time—to the table prepared to negotiate in 
good faith. 
 I will close by saying these words that we of-
ten hear—that in many cases have been very edify-
ing. We should not forget the legacy that Nelson Man-
dela bequeathed to all of us; but, remember, the 
struggle has not ended. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [West], MP Jeff Sousa. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: —fellow MPs and, of course, those 
listening in the audience. 
 He who hates his fellowman hates himself. At 
6:00 pm last evening I learned of the passing of Nel-
son Mandela. I immediately reflected on the life of this 
great man. As I was already on Facebook, I posted 
the following: “One of the greatest men to ever walk 
the earth has just passed away. His name will be re-
membered as long as humans live on this earth. Rest 
in peace, Nelson Mandela.” 
 The following quote has already been men-
tioned by one of my colleagues, but it has been one of 

my favourites my entire life and I would like to be able 
to repeat it in his honour: “No one is born hating an-
other person because of the colour of his skin or his 
background or his religion. People must learn to hate, 
and if they can learn to hate, they can be taught to 
love, for love comes more naturally to the human 
heart than its opposite.” 
 I have repeated this throughout my life in 
many different ways, Mr. Speaker. As we know in 
Bermuda we have come up—all of us here in this 
House and in this country—and have been referred to 
as black, white and Portuguese. This great man 
taught us that we should forgive but never, never for-
get. 
 This morning when I went into the Gallery to 
talk to young children from Port Royal School, I had 
this great man—President Nelson Mandela—on my 
mind as I looked in each and every one of their faces. 
Likewise, this afternoon in our lunch break when I 
walked the city, I again reflected on this great human 
being, looking in the faces of our people. And we do 
owe this man—the people of Bermuda—much grati-
tude to President Nelson Mandela. We all must, at all 
times, reach out to our brothers and sisters no matter 
the colour of their skin. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have another quote I would like 
to read in honour of Nelson Mandela: “As I have said, 
the first thing is to be honest with yourself. You can 
never have an impact on society if you have not 
changed yourself . . . Great peacemakers are all peo-
ple of integrity, of honesty, but humility.” 
 In closing, Mr. Speaker, the legend of Nelson 
Mandela (in my opinion) is the greatest example of 
love and forgiveness the world has ever seen. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, 
 Mr. Speaker, I too want to weigh in a little bit. 
It is very difficult to sit and not rise to your feet on an 
occasion like this. In politics we say, one vote can 
make all the difference, and in life, sometimes one 
man can make all the difference. Nelson Mandela has 
shown this. 
 All of us have choices about what we are go-
ing to do. And in a country where blacks were held 
back—way, way above anything that we can talk 
about here in Bermuda—Mr. Mandela at a young age 
had become a lawyer. He had the right to have a mid-
dle-class life and be successful. Outside of Johannes-
burg we probably would have never heard his name. 
But he walked away from that. He took up the cause 
and he fought alongside other comrades in the ANC 
for many years.  
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Much like Ghandi, much like Martin Luther 
King, he believed in peaceful transition. He believed 
that through protests—honest protests—results would 
come. But by 1960/61, the violence that was dis-
played and used against black people there made it 
obvious to him that he had to change and move away 
from that. Much against his own wishes and his own 
beliefs he became a true freedom fighter fighting from 
a terrorist point of view (as seen by the enemy) but 
fighting for freedom (as seen by himself and his col-
leagues). 
 You know, 27 years locked in a little cell can 
have a great impact. Some people go to prison for 
long periods and they practically die in prison. Even if 
they come out alive, they are dead inside. Many come 
out angry, wanting to get even with whoever put them 
in that position. And yet Mr. Mandela was transformed 
from a fierce angry young man into a peaceful 
thoughtful old man when he came out.  

Like many around the world, I reflected back 
to the day that he was released from prison. I was 
then on the fringe of politics . . . very much aware, but, 
like most in the world, had no idea that he would be 
released. I had come home from church and for some 
reason we turned the TV on, and there it was happen-
ing right in front of us. We sat and we watched. I could 
not believe what I was seeing.  

I will always remember that until that point 
there were all these posters of Mandela as the 40-
year-old who went to prison and he was a young 
strong man with the part down the middle of his head, 
and here he came out of prison as an old, almost frail-
looking man, totally different in appearance. But not 
just in appearance, in his goals and how he was going 
to carry them out. 
 Mr. Speaker, he changed the world. He 
changed how we see one another, how we react to 
one another. He proved that negotiation can be the 
answer. He walked out into an Africa where civil war 
was the order of the day, let us not forget that. We still 
have civil war taking place in parts of Africa today. 
Many say it is the legacy of colonialism and the way 
the ruling powers left the South African continent. 
South Africa surely could have gone down that path, 
but he—one man carrying his belief, sharing it with 
others—saved South Africa from disaster, and saved 
the world from having to watch a bloodbath. 
 We have learned from him. We grow from 
him. I believe as others have said that Bermuda has 
been touched by just observing how Nelson Mandela 
dealt with the challenges there. Like others in this 
House, I had the good fortune in 1995 to go to South 
Africa myself. Starting in Joburg and going into Sowe-
to, going past his house and seeing what was to see 
. . . being shocked by the conditions in Soweto.  

I was telling someone just recently that I saw 
women at the side of the road in Soweto selling their 
wares, and they were selling cow’s heads. Imagine! I 
do not know what you do with a cow’s head, but they 

were selling cow’s heads and people were buying 
them. Others,  during the early ’50s in Bermuda, were 
selling candies in a bottle. Remember how we used to 
do that?  

Did you go to Ms. Wilson’s store like I did? 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, of course, you went to Ms. 
Wilson’s store. We bought our candies at Ms. Wilson’s 
store—a penny each. That is what they were doing in 
1995.  

After Joburg, I went to Kruger National Park 
and then down into Cape Town. I made the mandato-
ry trip to Robben Island and stood in his cell. And it 
was just an amazing feeling to be standing there. All 
sorts of thoughts go through your mind. But the most 
important thing that happened to me standing there 
seeing the conditions, was realising that out of that 
rose a man who could change the world. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the last 20 hours or 15 hours 
(whatever it is) many things have been said about 
President Mandela. But I would say that he was the 
greatest man of our times and that his name will live 
on forever. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Are there any other Honourable Members 
who would care to speak? 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Devonshire [North West], MP Glen 
Smith. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: Thank you and good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker and fellow colleagues. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: I would also like to pay tribute and 
condolences to Nelson Mandela and also the people 
of South Africa and also the people of the world. 
 I was driving home in my van last night and I 
heard the news and immediately it put me right back 
onto Robben Island. And I too like a lot of my col-
leagues had been fortunate enough to make the ven-
ture down to Cape Town and to go to Robben Island.  
 But one thing that we seem to neglect is that, 
the man spent 27 years in prison, but he did hard la-
bour. And I remember specifically going to a stone 
quarry where he used to go every day to chisel away 
on little pieces of rock with other pieces of rock, for 
God knows what reason at all at the end of the day. 
And to be almost blinded with the quarry sand that 
was there. And I remember, I looked at the glasses 
that he asked for (and a lot of the prisoners did) and 
do you know what they gave him, Mr. Speaker? They 
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gave him like a screen that you would put to keep 
mosquitoes out of your house to try to stop the sand 
from going in his eyes. And on reflection when I was 
leaving that quarry I said to myself, What an amazing 
person, how he can forgive. I am sure he will never 
forget or never did forget.  

But forgiveness and love and fairness is what 
I take home from Mr. Mandela. And one of the quotes 
that I did look up today, and I think it is very fitting for 
this Honourable House, particularly us of the Legisla-
ture sometimes, (and this is a quote) “Unlike some 
politicians, I can admit to a mistake.” And I close on 
that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any other Honourable Members 
who would care to speak? 
 Thank you, Members, for your attention and 
we will certainly be sending off correspondence to 
South Africa to the Mandela family. He is certainly a 
man that, as all Members have said, the world will 
miss. Few men have had the global influence that this 
man has had. 
 Thank you, Members. 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
 
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 will recognise first the Honourable 
Member for Economic Development, Dr. E. G. Gib-
bons. 
 You have the floor. 
 

FIRST READINGS 
 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hereby introduce and read for 
the first time by its title a Bill entitled the Public Holi-
days Amendment Act 2013. 

 Mr. Speaker, I ask that the said Bill be set 
down on the Order Paper for the next day of meeting. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 That will set on the Order Paper for the next 
meeting. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister of Finance, Minister Bob Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 

INSURANCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hereby introduce and read for 
the first time by its title a Bill entitled the Insurance 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, carry on. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
the said Bill be set down on the Order Paper for the 
next day of meeting. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 Thank you, Minister. 
 There are no further Bills. 
 

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: The Chair recognises MP Zane De Sil-
va. 
 You have the floor. 
 

TAKE NOTE MOTION 
 
ESCALATION OF HEALTHCARE AND INSURANCE 

COSTS 
 
Mr. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hereby give notice that at the 
next day of meeting I propose to move the following 
motion: That this Honourable House take note of the 
escalation of healthcare and insurance costs and the 
need to ensure that accessible and affordable 
healthcare is available for every member of our com-
munity. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 That will be placed on the Order Paper. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: The first Order is the National Drug 
Control Act 2013 in the name of the Minister of Public 
Safety, the Deputy Premier.  
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Minister Michael Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good afternoon, Mr. 
Speaker, and good afternoon colleagues. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the Bill entitled the National Drug Control Act 2013 be 
now read the second time. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Bill before this Honourable 
House is the National Drug Control Act 2013. 
 Honourable Members will recall that in his first 
speech from the throne in February of this year the 
Government promised to “table the National Drug 
Commission Act 2013 to ensure that the mandate, 
roles and responsibilities for the Department of Na-
tional Drug Control are clearly set out.” 
 Mr. Speaker, this Bill fulfils that promise and 
Honourable Members are invited to take note of the 
Bill that it also promotes a coordinated system for 
treatment and rehabilitation of drug abusers, research, 
the collection, analysis of data, and the implementa-
tion of the National Drug Control Master Plan. 
 Mr. Speaker, the National Drug Commission 
(NDC) Act 1993 was repealed when the former NDC 
quango was reclassified as the Ministry for National 
Drug Control. The Ministry was subsequently dis-
solved and the Department for National Drug Control 
(DNDC) was established in October 2006 as part of 
the then-Ministry of Culture and Social Rehabilitation. 
At that time, Mr. Speaker, confirmation of the DNDC 
roles and responsibilities was assumed and now con-
firmation of the mandate is being sought under the 
Ministry of Public Safety. 
 Mr. Speaker, the DNDC assumed its core 
functions from those set out in the repeal of the Na-
tional Drug Commission Act 1993, which included the 
responsibility for the National Drug Control demand 
reduction efforts. With the approval by Cabinet for the 
implementation of the National Drug Control Policies 
and Master Plan in 2007, the DNDC also assumed a 
leadership role— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I do not like to 
look at Members’ backs. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 

 
The Speaker: Yes, it was your back. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Yes, carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 With the approval by Cabinet for the imple-
mentation of the National Drug Control Policies and 
the Master Plan in 2007, the DNDC also assumed a 
leadership role in implementing and monitoring the 
National Drug Control Master Plan and Action plan. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Department for National 
Drug Control is committed to the development of 
healthy communities free from the negative conse-
quences of substance use and abuse and the illicit 
trafficking in narcotics. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Department’s strategic ob-
jectives are: 

a. To coordinate the development, management, 
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of 
all national level drug control efforts including 
the formulation and implementation of the Na-
tional Drug Control Policy and National Drug 
Control Master Plan strategy incorporating 
supply and demand reduction activities. 

b. To provide policy direction and technical over-
sight for the National Drug Abuse Prevention 
Strategy and the National Drug Treatment 
Strategy. 

c. To develop and maintain a National Database 
Bermuda National Drug Information Network 
(or more commonly known as BerDIN) for 
drug-related issues affecting the overall soci-
ety, specific communities, and the drug mar-
ket. 

d. To provide support and resources to stake-
holder Ministries, the department and com-
munity partners to enhance efforts in achiev-
ing goals identified in the National Drug Con-
trol Strategy. 

 
Mr. Speaker, due to the department’s primary 

operational focus in the demand reduction areas of 
drug prevention, public education, treatment and re-
habilitation as well as in research and policy develop-
ment, the DNDC also identifies, implements, and 
monitors ongoing performance measures to support 
drug prevention and treatment of drug-dependent pol-
icies and programmes on the Island. 

Mr. Speaker, this Bill proposes that the De-
partment for National Drug Control be identified as the 
lead unit in Government with the responsibility for pol-
icy and programme development, system coordina-
tion, public education, workforce development, re-
search and maintenance of national database on drug 
abuse. Additionally, the department will establish and 
operate treatment centres and the monitoring and 
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evaluation of the National Drug Control efforts as they 
relate to demand reduction and supply reduction. 
Honourable Members will recall earlier this year the 
opening of the Nelson Bascome Centre for Substance 
Abuse Treatment as one such example. 

Mr. Speaker, it is proposed that the following 
responsibilities also be mandated to the Department 
of National Drug Control with respect to the implemen-
tation, coordination, management, monitoring and 
evaluation of all national level drug control efforts: 

a. To review the National Drug Control Master 
Plan Strategy every five years. 

b. To monitor, evaluate, and report annually on 
the implementation and progress of the Na-
tional Drug Control Policy and Master Plan 
Strategy. 

c. To report annually on all Government actual 
spending for drug control efforts in the past 
and current operating budget year and on 
spending proposed for the next operating 
year. 

d. To develop and maintain a national database 
(BerDIN) with the assistance of member or-
ganisations for drug-related issues affecting 
the overall society, specific communities, and 
the drug market. 

e. To advise the Minister on all legislative and 
policy changes that are necessary to facilitate 
the successful implementation of the National 
Drug Control efforts. 

f. To advise the Minister on all related agency-
specific plans and budgets for the implemen-
tation of projects, programmes, and interven-
tions of the Master Plan. 

g. To serve as a point of contact between de-
mand reduction sectors locally and regionally. 

h. To provide policy direction and technical over-
sight for the National Drug Abuse Prevention 
Strategy and the National Treatment Strategy. 
In this regard, the department will advise 
Government on the national treatment and 
prevention needs, advise on standards, regu-
lations, and best practice for national treat-
ment and prevention initiatives, and advise on 
the establishment of needed treatment and 
prevention services for the Island. 

i. To facilitate the development and implementa-
tion of treatment and prevention standards in 
Bermuda and ensure the regulation of these 
standards. 

j. To assist in monitoring performance meas-
ures from HM Customs and Bermuda Police 
Service in their efforts to support the National 
Drug Control Policy and the Master Plan 
Strategy. 

k. To monitor the implementation and perform-
ance of Bermuda’s obligations under various 
international initiatives and advise the Minister 
accordingly. 

l. To serve as the national coordinating entity for 
regional and international drug control initia-
tives. 

 
Mr. Speaker, the 2013–2017 National Drug 

Control Master Plan and Action Plan has been drafted 
by the department following extensive stakeholder 
and community needs assessment and is due to be 
launched prior to the end of this fiscal year. 
 The main purpose of the Master Plan, Mr. 
Speaker, is to implement policies and programmes 
that will reduce the harm caused by alcohol and other 
drug use and to prevent future problems. A wide 
scope of actions including demand reduction, supply 
reduction, and harm reduction initiatives have been 
proposed to accomplish this. 
 Another objective, Mr. Speaker, of this [Mas-
ter] Plan is to reduce the harm that drugs have on the 
individual, families and communities. To this end the 
[Master] Plan supports a comprehensive focus on ap-
proaches that address prevention, treatment, re-
search, as well as law enforcement and interdiction. 
 Mr. Speaker, the National Drug Control Mas-
ter Plan summarises authoritatively the key national 
goals over the relevant five-year period between 2013 
and 2017. And it recommends implementations, priori-
ties, and allocates responsibilities and resources for 
the National Drug Control efforts. 
 The [Master] Plan acts both as a director and 
a directory for this country’s policies and programmes 
aimed at diminishing the negative impact of drug 
abuse and illicit trafficking. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have set out the functions and 
proposed responsibilities of the Department of Na-
tional Drug Control in some detail and quite deliber-
ately. Honourable Members will be aware that the final 
report of the SAGE Commission recommends this 
department be abolished. 
 Mr. Speaker, when this Bill was tabled in this 
Honourable House, I indicated publicly at that time 
that Government did not support the recommenda-
tions of the SAGE Commission. And I said, Mr. 
Speaker: 

1“I have taken note of the SAGE Commis-
sion’s recommendation regarding this Department and 
it is one that I cannot support at this time. I fully un-
derstand the need for fiscal responsibility and ac-
countability. The Government is committed to an in 
depth review of the Commission’s recommendations. 

“The Department for National Drug Control is 
far more than a simple ‘clearing house’ for grant fund-
ing and fulfils a critical role in the fight for much need-
ed cultural and attitudinal change in the area of alco-
hol and drug use and abuse. 

“At this time the Department needs a clear 
mandate, and the importance of their work is reflected 
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in this Government’s determination to give them statu-
tory support.” 
 Mr. Speaker, drug misuse and abuse remains 
a serious public health and public safety issue requir-
ing focused efforts to diminish harm to the people of 
Bermuda. 
 With those remarks, Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to commend this Bill to the Honourable 
House for the support of Honourable Members. 
 Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 I do recognise the Honourable and Learned 
Member from Sandys [South Central], MP Kim Wilson. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, good 
afternoon. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, none of us in this 
room or in Bermuda, I am sure, would disagree with 
the scourge and the adverse problems that have oc-
curred throughout our Island as a result of the illicit 
drug trade, drug use, and drug abuse. And I probably 
would be correct in saying that there is no one (even 
in this room) that has not been impacted by the 
scourge of drug abuse and the drug trade either 
through their family members, friends, acquaintances, 
and/or colleagues. 
 I commend the Government with respect to 
the mischief behind this legislation insofar as provid-
ing a statutory framework for the National Drug Con-
trol. I had an opportunity for a number of years to work 
with the existing Executive Director as well as her 
team, and the work and the commitment that is 
demonstrated by the staff is absolutely superior. And I 
am actually pleased to hear the Honourable Minister, 
again, repeat comments that were made previously 
concerning aspects of the SAGE report with respect to 
the importance of the National Drug Control. 
 However, Mr. Speaker, I think recognising that 
we have a battle, so to speak—a war on drugs—I 
think the commitment of this legislation insofar as en-
suring that we have a national coordinated plan to 
battle that particular war is commendable. The fact 
that this National Plan as the legislation proposes will 
put in place coordinated efforts as it relates to preven-
tion, the care and the treatment of those individuals 
that find themselves suffering from drug,  substance 
abuse. The fact that this National Plan . . . the checks 
and balances that are in the legislation that allow for 
this National Plan to have parameters in it with re-
spect to the Action Plan and the fact that the Minister 
at some point when he deems appropriate (the Hon-
ourable Minister, excuse me) will publish that plan so 
all of Bermuda will have an opportunity to know what 
the National Plan is and the activities that will sur-

round the implementation of that Plan. And for that I 
also commend the Government. 
 Mr. Speaker, however, there are a couple of 
areas of concern with respect to this legislation. I 
submit that there are some areas that I think are too 
narrow and that the legislation does not go far 
enough. And then there are some issues, I submit on 
the converse, that are far too wide and that the legis-
lation—albeit the intent may be warranted—but I be-
lieve that the legislation and the impact will be far too 
wide, and unfortunately disadvantage a number of 
groups. And I will speak to that in a few moments. 
 Mr. Speaker, when I look at the legislation and 
again when I refer to areas that seem to be too nar-
row, there are certain areas in the legislation that 
speak to descriptions that, I would submit, could be 
viewed as subjective. In particular, when we speak 
about “the apparent detriment” of the use of a particu-
lar substance on the person or society, again, just the 
use of the word “apparent,” Mr. Speaker, “to the ap-
parent detriment” of the use could be viewed as sub-
jective by certain individuals. And I am speaking spe-
cifically because I think it is somewhat timely because 
we have this debate in the public domain now insofar 
as to whether or not we decriminalise, de-penalise 
marijuana, et cetera.  

The fact that the legislation speaks to an “ap-
parent detriment” of a use of a particular drug I think 
may very well cause some concerns within our society 
in that it is too narrow, because that “detriment” or that 
“apparent detriment” is somewhat subjective. And 
some people may argue that there is no detriment to 
illicit marijuana use. But again, I appreciate that the 
conversation is being had as we speak, but I think that 
is just one example, Mr. Speaker, with respect, where 
the legislation is somewhat narrow. 
 I also think it is narrow in that it speaks to rep-
resentatives in that a person making application to the 
Minister for a licence to either run a facility or a care 
programme or centre can make representations to 
that Minister with their legal representative—a lawyer 
or a barrister. And I submit, Mr. Speaker, though I am 
sure that there are lawyers that would perhaps wish to 
make that application on behalf of individuals, perhaps 
to generate fees, I do not think it is necessary, Mr. 
Speaker, with respect, for us to limit who can make 
the application or accompany the applicant to speak 
to the Minister with respect to making an application 
for a licence or even providing any feedback. The Min-
ister has the right under the legislation to request cer-
tain information, and that applicant under the legisla-
tion speaks to coming with a representative, a legal 
representative. And I think, again, that is too narrow. 
 But turning quickly, Mr. Speaker, to the provi-
sions in the Act that I think are far too wide, which 
cause me particular concern, is the use of the word 
“programme.” And “programme” comes throughout 
this whole legislation. It speaks to how the Minister 
has the power to issue licences for various pro-
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grammes. It speaks to what happens if programmes 
are operating and the penalties involved and the cir-
cumstances in which individuals have not applied for a 
particular licence. It gives the Minister the power to 
ask questions and require information concerning 
those types of programmes. 

And the concern that I have, Mr. Speaker, is 
that, though I believe the merit of this legislation inso-
far as the licensing regime and the statutory frame-
work for ensuring that we all know how to apply for a 
licence (what the steps are insofar as what the Minis-
ter can request from individual applicants for licences, 
et cetera, is set out in the legislation), but what con-
cerns me the most, Mr. Speaker, is that the width and 
breadth of the legislation reaching out to all types of 
programmes which much be licensed. 

And by that I mean, Mr. Speaker, when you 
look at . . . I know in Committee we will get into the 
particular provisions. But the legislation speaks gen-
erally about the requirement of licensing a programme 
or the Minister can cause a programme to be li-
censed, i.e., something that is run by the department 
themselves or by a Government entity. But I am 
speaking specifically about individuals or organisa-
tions that wish to operate a programme, and the re-
quirement for them to have to actually be licensed.  

For example, a youth group, a sporting group, 
or a church group that may be offering throughout 
their Sunday school an anti-drug programme as well. 
And these types of programmes according to the leg-
islation will require a licence. And I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that that is somewhat wide in that Sunday 
schools or church organisations or cricket clubs, foot-
ball clubs, and so forth that may also have an element 
with their sports of providing an anti-drug regime, such 
as, you cannot play sports if you use drugs. And if you 
use drugs, this is the programme that we are . . . just 
trying to encourage the youth to play sports positively 
but also to not engage in drugs.  

Well, according to this legislation the effect is 
that if those particular grassroots organisations . . . 
they have to apply to the Minister to have a licence to 
provide that particular service. And I am not sure that 
that was the intent of the legislation to be so wide en-
compassing those types of organisations. 

The other challenge, Mr. Speaker, with re-
spect to the aspect of “programmes” that causes me 
concern is, as it relates to . . . just a minute, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. I am trying to avoid 
going into clause by clause. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, right, please . . . you can do that 
when we get into Committee, but just be general as 
you can. 
 

Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Okay, yes, general. 
And then when you look at the legislation, Mr. 

Speaker, and it speaks about what type of drug pre-
vention programmes and what the mandate is insofar 
as to ensure that we are rejecting drug use. But when 
you look at the legislation, they include drug use as 
being alcohol. And what is concerning to me is that we 
know there are a number of organisations that do a 
tremendous amount of work here in Bermuda coun-
selling. CADA [Council on Alcohol and Drug Abuse] is 
one of such organisations. And their organisation’s 
mantra is not to reject the use of alcohol but it is to 
drink alcohol responsibly.  

Therefore, it looks like we have a contradic-
tion insofar as what the mandate of one of these or-
ganisations is that is highly public and a very intimate 
part of our community insofar as trying to raise 
awareness of not to drink and drive, and their level of 
awareness has elevated to such where they promote 
being responsible about your alcohol consumption. 
But then we have legislation here that is saying our 
sole mandate is to ensure that when it comes to drug 
use that we are rejecting drug use in its entirely, but 
they define “drug” as also including alcohol and to-
bacco.  

So, Mr. Speaker, I submit that therein lies yet 
a contradiction insofar as the legislation and organisa-
tions that are promoting wise choices. Again, I submit 
that that is an example of where the legislation I think 
is going a little bit too wide than what the intent was. 
 Mr. Speaker, those are my submissions for 
now and I will get into some of the provisions clause 
by clause with your leave later on when we get into 
Committee. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 And the Chair will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the Minister for 
giving us a very good overview of the Bill and the his-
tory of this organisation. 
 The greatest problem I have with this Act is 
that it is a judge-and-prosecutor type scenario coming 
out of it. The Act gives the National Drug Control De-
partment control over drug treatment and prevention 
in Bermuda. This creates a conflict as they are going 
to be regulating programmes and running pro-
grammes at the same time—the same entity.  

I would have to think that it would be unethical 
for them to run programmes like the men’s and wom-
en’s centres and then regulate programmes such as 
the Harbour Lights—they are all doing the same thing, 
the exact same thing. If the Department of National 
Drug Control is to continue running its programmes, 
then what we really should do is have a licensing au-
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thority set up—much like the Bermuda Health Coun-
cil—that could take responsibility for ensuring that the 
programmes run in the way described in the Act.  

All the duties that we are saying in the Act 
should be carried out by the regulators, just take them 
out of the Act, give those responsibilities to somebody 
else and then we can get on with it. Otherwise when 
you look at the residential facilities, there are only 
two—there are only two. And the money involved in 
setting up a third one makes it unlikely there will be a 
third one. So you have two entities—one is an inde-
pendent, one is a Government one—and they are all 
being governed by the same people. Clearly, that 
does not make sense. 
 The Act gives the NDC . . . I have a little prob-
lem saying DNDC, I am so used to saying NDC. Every 
time I look at it I say “D,” I am going to remember the 
“D.” 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, speak like a regular person. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Oh, no, no, no. Speak like MP Lister. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Speak like a Member of Parlia-
ment, yes. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Act gives the DNDC the right 
to enter programmes, to make recommendations, to 
request statistics, and these are far-reaching powers.  

Now, when you look at the treatment provid-
ers at the present time, is there proof? What proof do 
we have that the NDC has been successful in actually 
doing what it says it is going to do? Has it reduced the 
demand for drugs? Has it created a scenario where 
the supply for drugs is being affected? I know that is 
the police’s job, so to speak, to catch people. But if all 
of this is part of the mandate, can we say that this is 
happening? 
 It is interesting that, as I said, the Act will give 
the regulator the power to go in and review what is 
going on in Harbour Lights, but Harbour Lights in fact 
is not even funded by the Government to any great 
degree. You remember that the funds for the Salva-
tion Army were cut about four or five years ago, and I 
do not think they have really been restored, so it is an 
independent entity that is really going to be faced with 
all of this challenge, so to speak. 
 Now, one of the things that also concerns me 
is that the treatment addiction is not, sort of, an exact 
science. Different treatments seem to work for differ-
ent people. Many of the counsellors apparently are 
former drug users and former addicts themselves. 
This was something that surprised me when I sort of 
poked around, so to speak, the industry (for lack of a 
better term) eight, nine and ten years ago. It surprised 
me how many people who were counsellors were 

drug users who had reformed. And they used their 
experiences—their bad experiences—to try to help 
other people to get away from it.  

So when you go into a licensing regime and 
then you take it to the next step and say, Well, you 
have got to have qualified people, what does “quali-
fied” mean? If I were a reformed drug user, I may not 
even have a high school degree. I may not have any 
pieces of paper, and may not have the ability to get 
those pieces of paper. So how far-reaching are we 
going to be as we go in that direction? Will the legisla-
tion as it is laid out have the ability to actually block 
people who could actually help people? That is where 
I am really going, where we block people who can 
help people. 
 I and yourself and others in this House have 
been around long enough, have watched in this par-
ticular area—this whole helping industry area—as it 
has been a pulling up of the ladder. It used to be that 
you could work in this field if you went to university 
and you got a good first degree. Then it became you 
had to have a degree right in certain social areas. 
Then it became you had to have a master’s degree. 
[There is] hardly anyone who is actually employed in 
Government in these areas now [that] does not have a 
master’s degree. And you know, if I am bright enough 
to get all these degrees, that is fine. But there are a lot 
of people who have just plain talent who do not have 
degrees. So is this going to actually interfere in some 
way? 
 Mr. Speaker, as we are now living in this age 
of trying to trim our sails and not spend too much 
money, I would be interested in knowing what the op-
erating costs of the Nelson Bascome Treatment facili-
ty are. How many staff exist? How many clients does 
the facility have? I was made to understand up until 
recently there were very few clients, and a good num-
ber of staff. I was made to understand . . . and the 
Minister can tell us if this is true or not, if people have 
just been saying this and it is not really there. But you 
recall there was a big celebration when the place 
opened. It took a long time to build, had problems with 
the contractors, all of that, and finally it was ready. It 
was open. There was much celebration. It has to 
show results and it has to show value for money.  

I was being told, again, that in frustration 
some of the people at the facility had designed their 
own treatment programmes. Imagine that! That can-
not be true. And I would like the Minister to assure me 
it is not true. But it makes me wonder if we are really 
there. So if this is happening on this front and Harbour 
Lights have proven what they can do over all these 
years—a very successful programme—why are we 
going to lump them together in the way we are going 
to do? 
 Now, one of the other things that bothered me 
about the Act, Mr. Speaker, was that the Act gives the 
DNDC the power to look at the books of a private 
treatment centre. Now is Government—not this Minis-
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try, but Government, period—planning to look at the 
books of other businesses? Are we going to look at 
the doctors’ books (because doctors get paid through 
Government)? Are we going to look at the dentists’ 
books (because dentists get paid through Govern-
ment)? Well, if we look at the lawyers’ books, it would 
be game over! Because the lawyers would sue, and 
that would never happen again. But where does it 
stop? What is the rationale?  

And if outside organisations are receiving no 
funding whatsoever from Government, on what basis 
do they have to open their books to the Government? 
They are getting nothing. And if Government says, 
Yeah, but you have a charity. You have a tag day and 
you do fund raising. [And they say,] Well, you have to 
be a registered charity and you have to report under 
the Charities Act. And that has been tightened up to 
be sure the right thing has happened there. So why 
am I reporting here? I would really like to understand 
why this Act gives the Government the right to come 
into my shop and ask to see my books to know what 
is going on.  

The Charities Act did that. And if I do not take 
charity, I do not have a tag day, I do not do any dona-
tions, I just have . . . it is me and my three brothers 
that put up all this money and we are running this fa-
cility. I cannot think of any reason why someone 
should come in and look at our books. It is not in or-
der, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask myself if this legislation will 
increase the staffing needs at the . . . (I almost got 
caught up there) the D-N-D-C), which is something 
already overstaffed. You know, there was a real battle 
a few years ago as to whether it would be shut down 
[or] whether it would be reformed. What would hap-
pen? And a lot of that was tied to results. Many did not 
feel that we were getting the results for the money that 
was being spent. So are we now putting ourselves 
down another path where more money is going to be 
spent? 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not know how this fits into it. 
And I am going to ask the Minister to let me know, or 
let us know. But there was a successful programme 
run at Westgate called Transitional Living Centre. It 
was shut down about a year, or a year and half, ago 
and it has not been restored. The Transitional Living 
Centre was successful. Again, my understanding is 
that some 80 per cent of the people that passed 
through the doors left, stayed out, did not go back to 
prison. Many were thought to have no further in-
volvement with drugs. Pretty amazing when you con-
sider the recidivism rates in Westgate. So the pro-
gramme worked. Is there a plan under all this funding 
that was mentioned in the Act to put that back in 
place? Are we going to do something really positive 
with our prisoners? 
 Mr. Speaker, the last thing I want to say is 
this: Timing is everything. Timing is everything. Next 
week, Friday, we will be here, God knows how long, 

debating SAGE. We will talk about everything that 
comes to mind. And one of the things in SAGE, as the 
Minister has said, is that SAGE made a recommenda-
tion that this organisation be eliminated. What we are 
doing today is a slap in the face to what we are doing 
next week. What we are doing today is a slap in the 
face. I do not know what the time tabling is. I do not 
know why it is so important to be here today.  

The proper thing would have been to debate 
SAGE and have the Minister and the Government 
say, Here are the things we are going to do. Here are 
the things we might do. And here are the things we 
will never do. When they say (having the majority of 
the votes in the House) that they will not close down 
the NDC for any reason . . . they have a five-year 
plan. They believe it is the organisation to lead the 
fight against drugs and the rehabilitation of our peo-
ple—then we come the next week and we pass the 
Bill. It only makes sense, to me.  

But to actually come here this week and have 
the conversation, the week before SAGE, what it ac-
tually does is . . . it is just a picking away around the 
edges of the SAGE report, a picking away around the 
edges. 

Some of us were fortunate enough to be up at 
Ruth Seaton James the Saturday night before last for 
the Premier’s Concert. I heard congratulations in this 
House. One Member said it was the best one ever. I 
chuckled because I think that was the first one he had 
ever seen, so I do not know how it could be the best 
one ever if he had never seen any of the other 28. But 
he said it was the best one ever. The host . . . I cannot 
say the other word. Can someone say it for me? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Compère. Compère.  

Compère. You see that? That is hard for me, 
Mr. Speaker. But the hostess, Ms. Jennifer Phillips, 
who is a wonderful young lady who really is there. 
That is her field. She said to the Premier, Premier, I 
understand that SAGE says that the whole Depart-
ment of Culture has to go. I pray that does not hap-
pen. And he put his hands up and said, Oh, no, that 
will not happen.  

Okay, so NDC is not going [Department of] 
Culture is not going. How many other things in SAGE 
are we kicking out before we even get here to debate 
SAGE? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Do you see what I mean, Mr. 
Speaker? Yes, let us figure this out and get it right. 
 Mr. Speaker, in closing, I strongly, strongly, 
strongly recommend to the Minister that we take the 
licensing and supervision piece out of this Act. We 
give somebody else that responsibility so that the 
NDC can go ahead and run the Nelson Bascome facil-
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ity on the same basis as Harbour Lights runs their 
programme, and that independent body can come and 
look at both of them. Because if you allow it to stay as 
it is now . . . we are only human beings. Right? The 
good things at Harbour Lights that do not exist at Nel-
son Bascome, once we do our review and write our 
report, we can drop them into Nelson Bascome. The 
bad things going on at Nelson Bascome that we have 
not fixed we can turn a blind eye to because we are 
going to fix them.  

Do you see the problem? We—the 36 of us—
are a little bit smarter than that. We can see it. So why 
set up something here in this House that is in conflict, 
is run by human beings, subject to human nature, and 
therefore is subject to our failure? What we want to 
happen cannot happen if we go ahead in this manner. 
 So I invite the Minister to just change that little 
piece and give all these organisations a chance to 
operate on an equal footing. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister, Minister Wayne Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Let me commend the Minister for bringing this 
legislation forward. I think this is a good way forward, 
especially when we talk about efficiency. And I heard 
some questions just even about the money involved 
and creating programmes, and whether or not they 
work. And I want to remind this House that, if I recall, 
this was actually tabled in the House a couple of 
weeks ago, the 2013 Bermuda Drug Information Net-
work [annual] report, which I think answers a lot of 
those questions. I know it is a little bit thick, but I 
would hope that Members would take the time to read 
things that are tabled in this House because they are 
valid.  

You know, as the Minister pointed out, in our 
Throne Speech we promised to get this legislation 
done. I think it is important. And if you do not mind I 
will just read this highlighted piece, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: From where are you reading? 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: From the Minister’s brief. 

“Promotes a coordinated system for treatment 
and rehabilitation of drug abusers, research, the col-
lection, analysis of data, and implementation of the 
National Drug Control Master Plan.” 

You know, we have to have a coordinated ef-
fort. And we talk about this being punitive, and I just 
have to point out that illicit drugs are illegal. So I think 
that it is looked at a little bit different from alcohol, alt-
hough some of the same problems do exist. And I 
think the key thing here is rehabilitation of abusers 
because at the end of the day it is about helping our 

people. But if we look at this . . . this is a very im-
portant service that we have to help our people who 
are struggling under the burden of addictions and 
such. 

And you know it was part of a quango. It was 
reclassified, and then the Ministry was dissolved. It 
was moved from here. You have got to have some 
consistency because there are consequences if we do 
not kind of try to ring fence some of this. And, again, I 
try to look at what are the outcomes that we are trying 
to achieve. And, you know, people first. So what are 
the outcomes we are trying to achieve, and then look 
at the structure of how we are trying to do it, and is 
there a more efficient way to do that? Because then 
you have more resources available to actually help 
the people that you are trying to help and you are not 
spending money on a perfect system that becomes a 
system in and of itself. So I think bringing these things 
in one coordinated space actually helps. And again, 
we have to have a leadership role in implementing 
and monitoring these things. 

And first-hand knowledge, Mr. Speaker, of 
how we need to have healthy communities that really 
are free from these negative consequences . . . oh, 
they are addressed. When you start to look at all of 
the costs to our society—and I am not just talking 
about monetary, I mean the breakdown in the family is 
just . . . the hurt and destruction. Again, the focus 
needs to be on outcomes, and we need to have point-
ed accuracy at that and not . . . use our resources 
more productively so you are not having a piece done 
over here and the same sort of piece done over here, 
and a part of it done here and here. I think, unfortu-
nately, that is what has happened a lot of times. 

And you need, again, the strategic objectives 
coordinate, provide direction, maintain the database, 
provide support. You maintain the database because 
you want to understand what you are doing. And the 
most failures do not happen because of lack of ideas 
or strategy, it is just a lack of implementing strategy 
and if you . . . if . . . it becomes extraordinarily more 
difficult to implement strategy when you have things 
all over the place. 

And again, Mr. Speaker, I point out that we 
must help our people. And I think really making sure 
that you have effective performance measures and 
looking at effective policies and programmes on-
Island is very important because, again, you have to 
have coordinated efforts looking at every piece of drug 
control. And I will even get back to this later. 

But again, having these effective programmes 
on-Island . . . because, at some point, even when we 
are sending people away, they have got to come 
back. And if you do not have safety nets, once they 
get back, statistically, it is extraordinarily difficult for 
people to come back and function because you can-
not take another way around . . . you know, Warwick. 
You have to pass through Warwick if you are going up 
the country unless you want to take a boat. So we do 
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not have the benefit in Bermuda of, Let me leave this 
area alone and let me move away from these people, 
places and things, if you will, because we just cannot 
do that. 

I like the fact that it is part of the plan to make 
sure that you have strategic reviews every five years, 
evaluating the progress on an annual basis because it 
has to be relevant. Again, if you refer to this BerDIN 
report, it just speaks to the changing nature of the 
drug cycles and the like, and again, standards and 
regulations on best practices. And as I said before, it 
is very costly for people to go away to treatment cen-
tres. And that is certainly not something that we could 
do away with completely, but as I said, at some point 
they have to come home and Bermuda is an extraor-
dinarily challenging environment for that, Mr. Speaker.  

I can attest to the need for making sure that 
we have a better coordinated effort. When we start to 
look at a lot of our obligations, and the Minister talked 
about some, but even in my Ministry with WADA (the 
World Anti-Doping Association) you have BSADA 
(Bermuda Sport Anti-Doping Authority) and we are 
looking at making changes to that legislation to make 
it more relevant. There is some overlap between this 
as well. So the Minister and I will continue to have 
discussions on how we can, again, start to make the-
se things more efficient and effective.  

And we talk about the SAGE report. Let us 
remind ourselves why the SAGE report was neces-
sary, if I may. The SAGE report was necessary be-
cause we have so many different uncoordinated piec-
es. And we have got too many duplicating activities, 
and the like, which tends to be very inefficient. So we 
are spending money on processes instead of focusing 
on helping our people. And I would rather put re-
sources to people than put resources to a system that 
just creates . . . you know, just a large system, which 
is why we had to have a SAGE report to begin with. 
So let us not lose sight of that. 

And this, again, just referring to the Minister’s 
quote “fulfils a critical role in the fight for much needed 
cultural and attitudinal changes in the areas of alcohol 
and drug use [and abuse].” You know, I have talked 
many times, Mr. Speaker, about the social recovery 
and a need for a social recovery. This is a part of it. 
How can we collectively take better care of ourselves? 
And at the end of the day, it is people first because we 
must take care of our people.  

And when you are looking at people first, you 
have to look at what the outcomes are that you want. 
And then you start to look at what is the most efficient 
way to produce those outcomes because any type of 
. . . you talk about the costs associated with this. Any 
type of cost that has to be directed to a system and 
duplicating processes is ultimately help that we cannot 
provide to our people. So again, when I go to people 
first . . . and this is such a serious public health and 
public safety issue, that I think we all have to really 

work to make sure that collectively we take care of our 
people. 

So, again, I am glad to see that the Minister 
has brought this forward. I certainly support his initia-
tives, and I think we as a Government are really fo-
cused on people first—let’s take care of our people—
and if we can do it in a more efficient and effective 
manner, then we are all better off for it. 

So thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke Central, MP Walton Brown. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think this piece of legislation is 
a move in the right direction. It is important to have an 
overarching approach to dealing with the scourge of 
drug abuse in our country. We once had the National 
Drug Commission, Mr. Speaker, which was a quango. 
And for reasons which to this day I do not understand, 
the Drug Commission was dispensed with and we 
created a department for drug control.  

As someone who was once involved with the 
National Drug Commission, I know that there was 
great work being done, great potential to address a 
wide range of issues in terms of dealing with drug 
abuse from a non-Government quasi-autonomous 
entity because then you do not get caught up in the 
day-to-day kind of response to Ministerial directives. 
So while I think this move is a move in the right direc-
tion, I think the fight against the scourge of drugs and 
its pernicious effects throughout our economy, our 
society, would be better addressed in a quango for-
mat.  

Perhaps the Minister, during his moments of 
quiet reflection, will seek to make some further 
amendment at some point in either this parliamentary 
session or the next to give the effort and fight against 
drug abuse a bit more weight. I think it really needs 
that. 
 Mr. Speaker, as we deal with the issues of 
drug abuse there is a lot that this department can do. 
And I am impressed with the reference to the im-
portance of research and accountability in the work of 
the department. As a researcher I know that you can-
not formulate sound policy decisions without good 
research, and that is the critical information path to-
wards sound decision-making and policy develop-
ment. So we need to have that in place. And the Min-
ister will know, and you will know, Mr. Speaker, that I 
had some concerns earlier this year about some of 
the information that came out of the department when 
it came to some survey research, because it did not 
cover the entire student body. Yet the information was 
projected to the entire youth population. And because 
of that there was just a flaw in the information. There-
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fore, it would challenge any of the policy remedies that 
you wish to propose, so good research is very im-
portant, Mr. Speaker. 
 Here are some ideas I would like to suggest to 
the Minister and to the, I am sure, fully qualified staff 
in the department, that we can look at, for example, 
the size of the drug economy. We could do well with 
some policy papers on marijuana and its effects 
throughout the Island. We need to get some infor-
mation on who uses and who uses what . . . and data 
because once you get the size of the economy, then 
you get a sense of the gravity and what needs to be 
done. There are a multitude of issues that research 
can deliver to us that will provide for a much more ef-
fective policy formulation process, Mr. Speaker. 
 The other point, Mr. Speaker, is that when you 
set up rehabilitation centres, when you set up any fa-
cility, there needs to be a rigorous assessment pro-
cess. Because what you do not want to do is just 
spend money on programmes that are not delivering 
the desired effect. If you set up something that has to 
achieve a particular objective, we should have 
measures in place that assess the extent to which 
success is being achieved. And if it is not working, 
move on to something else.  

We know some simple things, for example, in 
terms of research. The more you allow single sales of 
cold beer, the greater the likelihood of drug abuse or 
of alcohol abuse because people will buy it and drink 
it on the spot. If you require the stores to sell six-
packs and not chilled, you have a very different con-
sumption pattern that will result from that, Mr. Speak-
er. So these are all the considerations that the re-
search will bring about. I am hoping that there will be 
a very robust research component to this. 
 There will be a need for additional funding, I 
suspect, because the abuse of drugs has not abated, 
and we do not really have a handle on the nature and 
extent of it. So we need to find out. And that is going 
to require some additional revenue, some additional 
expenses to be put out there. 
 Now, in terms of the actual legislation itself, 
there are some concerns that we have on this side. 
One has to do with what I call the very expansive def-
inition of “interested parties.” I will get to that when we 
get into Committee because it seems truly all-
encompassing and it could have a series of unintend-
ed consequences for community organisations and 
sports clubs. I am sure this is not the intent of this leg-
islation to exert that kind of control over sports organi-
sations. And I would be happy to hear from the Minis-
ter what the exact intent is and then get a much better 
legal understanding of what the impact is going to be 
on sporting clubs and other organisations. 
 I share the concern of our Shadow Attorney 
General that we should not have only a lawyer as the 
representative to speak on behalf of any of these or-
ganisations. I am not sure why lawyers need to be put 
in such a privileged place, Mr. Speaker. There are a 

number of people who could well represent any of 
these organisations when they appear before the Min-
ister. So I think we need to look at that. 
 The most profound challenge, though, that I 
think exists with the legislation relates to programmes 
and the extent to which programmes are going to fall 
under the remit of this particular department and legis-
lation. I think it is entirely appropriate to have treat-
ment centres and facilities licensed because they are 
delivering a service to people who are there who need 
treatment for abuse. But a programme is something 
that is somewhat different. A programme could be 
something as little as an educational programme for 
young people about youth patterns and how to live 
healthy lifestyles. But as I read this legislation it 
seems as if those too will fall under the remit of con-
trol. And I may be mistaken because I am not a law-
yer, but I would like to hear the Minister speak on this. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I would say 
that this is a move in the right direction. We on this 
side support the intent of the legislation. We have 
some concerns about the nuances of it, but it is a step 
in the right direction. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of Health and Seniors, Patricia Gordon-
Pamplin. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to see that the De-
partment of National Drug Control is finding a home 
because as other Members have spoken to earlier we 
have had a bit of a baseball game. On one day it is on 
first base, another day it might be on third base, and 
another day it is outside of the park. So to ensure that 
we have an overarching home for the National Drug 
Control makes eminent good sense. And for that I am 
appreciative of the Minister for bringing this Bill to 
show that we are serious.  
 I have listened to some of the concerns that 
have been articulated. And we take on board those 
concerns. But I think it is important to understand that 
without some kind of overarching structure, we are 
lost. As Minister of Health, you will know, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have significant challenges that would come 
under my purview, both in terms of those people who 
would be caught up in using illicit substances, who will 
be caught up in using legal substances. The health 
outcomes that emanate from poor choices respecting 
ingesting of drugs of any description—legal or ille-
gal—are mammoth. And we will know that some of 
the costs related to health care are directly related to 
some of the poor choices that people make in terms of 
how they choose to live their lives. 
 I think it is important that the idea of treatment 
centres comes to the fore from the perspective that I 
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think it is important to have consistency in the pro-
gramming. And if we are talking about an effective 
intervention programme, then we have to have stand-
ards. We have to have measurable standards.  

I did hear a couple of Members indicate that 
the debate herein may be a little premature, consider-
ing the SAGE Commission recommendations. But you 
will know, Mr. Speaker, and the Minister indicated in 
his initial brief that from a SAGE perspective . . . and I 
am not trying to, you know . . . what is the word I want 
to use? I do not want to pre-empt. I do not want to 
anticipate a debate; but I think it is important to say 
that the Minister indicated from day one that this par-
ticular aspect is one of the recommendations that is 
not likely to be taken up. 

I would want Members to understand that, 
notwithstanding it may appear to be a little early in the 
debate cycle, given that we were intending to debate 
next week the SAGE Commission report, I think that 
we can almost get whatever ideas you want to talk 
about today relating to this issue, we can put them on 
the table today. We can save next week’s time be-
cause this is a programme that is not going [away]. 
Because I believe, as you will know, Mr. Speaker, the 
intent of that other commission report was to put eve-
rything on the table. There are some things that will be 
adopted and there are some things that will not be 
adopted. And the Minister has indicated this is one 
where the recommendation will not be adopted.  

So I think it is very important to know that we 
are having an all-embracing approach to ensuring that 
our people are healthy, and we have to consider our 
people first. And to ensure that we have adequate 
programmes to intervene when we have negative 
challenges with respect to drug use, I think it is critical. 
It is critical for us to look at as a Government. It is cer-
tainly critical for us to look at from a health outcomes 
perspective. 
 Having a Master Plan assists in being able to 
standardise programmes. How do we know if we are 
getting value for money if programmes are all over the 
place, if there is not some common measure by which 
we can make that determination as to the cost and the 
benefit? And the only way to do that is to have some 
kind of standardised plans. These are the things of 
which generally accepted accounting principles are 
made so that there is a common measure right across 
the board. So that when you are measuring apples 
you are comparing apples with apples and you are 
comparing oranges with oranges. And this would be 
the purpose of having an overarching plan. 
 Now, I do recall very early in the days of my 
time in this Honourable House, having served on the 
Public Accounts Committee, the number of times that 
the NDC (which is the National Drug Commission) 
would have been brought up as an outstanding matter 
in the Auditor General’s report, the reason being, the 
accounts were never up to date. They could not figure 
out what happened to the money. There was nothing 

. . . there was no accountability. And ultimately the 
problem became so critical that the Auditor General 
gave up and that particular issue even fell off of his 
radar to say that, I have brought this up year after 
year after year after year—nothing has been done—
and I cannot criticise it anymore. So it kind of even fell 
away in terms of the level of accountability that would 
have been required to satisfy the Auditor General.  

And then it morphed from the NDC into a dif-
ferent Ministry. And then it was there. Then it went 
away. And before you know it, it kind of got lost 
among the weeds, Mr. Speaker. So this brings it back 
front and centre, creates a home in which the National 
Drug Control will be able to operate, and it has the 
level of accountability. 
 Now we have heard about some of the other 
programmes that exist. The Honourable Member 
asked about the Transitional Living Centre and vari-
ous other programmes that exist, or that existed, and 
whether, in fact, these programmes will be reinstated, 
reinstituted. When we talk about programmes, Mr. 
Speaker, the programme that is necessary is one that 
looks at all of the contributing factors to the problem 
that we have, identifies what it is, where the challeng-
es lie, and how we manage to find the solution. And I 
believe by bringing this under an umbrella—an active 
umbrella—it allows that to happen.  

I did hear a question about why alcohol was 
included, but I think, statistically . . . and I know that 
Honourable Members (especially the Honourable 
Member who just took his seat) are very keen on sta-
tistics. Statistically, one of the major challenges that 
we have in terms of negative health outcomes lies not 
just in the illicit drugs and the drug trade but in alcohol 
and tobacco use. I had the occasion on Sunday to 
attend the Duperreault Foundation luncheon for which 
they brought in a speaker, a Mr. Herbert, from Con-
necticut, who has been working with the Duperreault 
Foundation in trying to come to grips with what appro-
priate programmes are.  

He was able to point out during his presenta-
tion where some of the challenges lie. And we had a 
progression of time-lapse shots on the effects on a 
brain of various levels of drug introduction to a per-
son’s body—at 16, at 18, after one year, after two 
years, if somebody starts a little later in life to abuse 
drugs and the like. It showed the actual impact. And 
when you saw the picture of the brain, Mr. Speaker, it 
was kind of scary. It was scary knowing that some of 
our young people within our school system (as the 
report that was tabled in this Honourable House last 
term was able to identify), that some of our young 
people are starting the use of illicit drugs from a very, 
very early age.  

So we have a serious challenge to ensure that 
we have effective and proper intervention pro-
grammes so that these young people do not find 
themselves vegetating as time goes on. So it is very 
important to have effective programmes. 
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 Now the Honourable Member who just spoke 
to making sure that we have determined the size of 
the economy with respect to illicit drugs and the as-
sessment processes . . . those are valuable and very 
valid concerns and observations. We have to know, 
notwithstanding the one report that we have had, not-
withstanding the other reports that come in through 
the various segments of the Ministry at varying times, 
it is perhaps a lot more efficient to ensure that we 
have the data in one place that we are able to identify 
where the challenges are, where the resources need 
to be established.  

But Mr. Speaker, it is very important for us . . . 
and this is not original. The former Honourable Mem-
ber, John Barritt, always used to say, Don’t allow the 
perfect to be the enemy of the good. We have to start 
somewhere. And there are times when, obviously, 
amendments will have to made when programmes are 
put into place. They may not be providing 100 per 
cent perfection of that which is required. But if we do 
not start, if we wait until it is perfect, we lose a genera-
tion. And this Government is not prepared to take that 
chance.  

I think that this particular issue has been ban-
died about too long in too many different corners of 
various Ministries. And I believe that it is time to bring 
it down front and centre to make sure that we are tak-
ing care of the best interests of all of our people—both 
with legal drugs as well as illegal drugs. 
 Mr. Speaker, the programmes that exist—the 
ones such as the Harbour Lights and . . . you know, 
we have got systems and programmes that have been 
put in place. And are we talking about spreading the 
funding because we are spreading ourselves a little bit 
too thin? Maybe we need to hone in and bring some 
of these programmes together to ensure that we are 
effective. But, no, we are not going to undermine the 
programmes and we are perhaps calling them pro-
grammes (and maybe for want of a better word) we 
are not going to undermine the efforts, the positive 
efforts, that are being undertaken by the sports clubs 
and by the churches in order to help their young peo-
ple make the right choices and go down the right path. 
That is certainly not the intent.  

So we are not suggesting for a second that in 
Sunday school on a Sunday afternoon, if your Sunday 
school teacher has a programme to try to say to the 
young people of that particular church that these are 
good choices and these are bad choices that they 
now have to come and get a licence for that. I do not 
believe that that is the intent. The Minister will speak 
in wrapping up, but I think that we have to exhibit a 
degree of sensibility. But our primary focus must al-
ways be making sure that our population across the 
spectrum—not just our young people—but our popula-
tion across the spectrum, have the necessary services 
in order to rid themselves of the evils that come . . . 
that will befall them by making poor choices. 

Now we have heard one thing (and I want to 
close on this, Mr. Speaker) about the issue of the dis-
cussion of decriminalisation of marijuana. And that is 
something that will come in time and in another paper. 
But let me just say that the one thing that was pointed 
out in the presentation that I attended this past Sun-
day, the question came from somebody who is actual-
ly quite actively involved in drug prevention, a lady 
from PRIDE, who asked the question, Why would an-
ybody even consider decriminalisation of marijuana 
when we see the impact based on the exhibits that we 
had of how negative it could be?  

The answer coming from Mr. Herbert was re-
ally quite interesting. What he said was, If you do not 
decriminalise (and I am not supporting it one way or 
the other at this point in time, I am just making the 
comment) if you do not decriminalise, you end up with 
a lot of your young people in jail. Within the jail con-
struct there are very few rehabilitation programmes. 
There are young people being criminalised for pos-
session who go into the warehouse, turn themselves 
around, learn how to do things well enough not to get 
caught the next time and come away in a worse place 
than where they were in the first instance. However, if 
the situation were decriminalised and they are not put 
in the pen and herded through the system, at least 
they have exposure to rehabilitation.  

And while these will be considerations that will 
have to be had along with the discussion and along 
with the consultation, I think that it is certainly some-
thing that is worth considering when we start to look at 
how we attack the issue of illicit drug use and making 
sure that under this National Drug Control Bill that the 
National Drug Control system finds a permanent 
home. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member from Sandys North, MP Michael 
Scott. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 Thus far Members have acknowledged the 
problem of drugs in our country and the scourge, dele-
terious impact it has on our children, on our husbands 
and wives and brothers and sisters—anybody who is 
impacted by drugs and how it affects their health. We 
have heard all of that, haven’t we? And I was mention-
ing to the Shadow Attorney General, who was able to 
confirm that this is Bermuda’s first statutory platform 
for National Drug Control. 
 But you know, Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to 
juxtapose (and I see this as a practitioner in the crimi-
nal courts) first the Misuse of Drugs Act 1972 (I think it 
is) with now this National Drug Control Act. The Mis-
use of Drugs Act is the statutory platform to control 
the misuse of illegal drugs, or controlled drugs. And it 
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has been in place since 1972. It has had as its aim, 
Mr. Speaker, to prevent what has been going on and 
goes on at a pace and has been going on at an in-
creasing pace, the importation into our country of 
drugs. The vast consignments that come in in com-
mercial containers or consignments that float around 
at sea and are picked up by fishing boats or fishermen 
or jet skis, the entry of ingested drugs in human bod-
ies—who are mules. This has been going on since 
1972. And it has had the impact of creating horrid clin-
ical problems and cases—human beings—in our Is-
land. Which, as I say, has been infecting our capacity 
to be well-educated, to maintain marriages, to main-
tain jobs, it drives crimes, it has been driving deaths 
by gun shootings. 

So when we then juxtapose . . . so the Misuse 
of Drugs Act and Bermuda’s success at controlling 
drugs under the Misuse of Drugs Act is therefore to be 
put in the scales. And, Mr. Speaker, drug importation 
has been put on one side of the scale, reduction or 
prevention of those drugs coming in so that they have 
these bad impacts has been put on the other side of 
the scales. And we have been found wanting, Mr. 
Speaker.  

So I am a little frustrated by the fact that we 
now introduce today the National Drug Control Act 
which has as its mandate to deploy on the supply side 
the consequences of all of these drugs coming into 
our country and having the impact that they have. I 
am just wondering whether our time and our re-
sources would be better spent . . . or I am asking the 
question: How can we better deploy resources, ener-
gy, including money at the current problem that we 
have?  
 I sat next to the Minister of Health at the 
Duperreault luncheon where Mr. Herbert demonstrat-
ed a vast experience in dealing with drugs in Florida 
where he deals with it. He is a clinician who just deals 
with the lives of men, women and children who are 
caught up with addictions. And we need more of these 
kinds of compassionate men and women, experi-
enced men and women, who can get down to not only 
the weeds of this problem, but get on the front line 
and begin to start stopping . . . preventing me from 
having to meet Cisco out front of Arnold’s every so 
often, asking me for a couple of dollars, or Derrick, or 
any number . . . and women are joining the queue as 
well.  

These citizens of ours have had traumatic, 
persistent years of alcohol and drug abuse and we 
need to put them in a programme, we need to put 
them in one door where they can come in addicted 
and dirty and let them remain in this house of cleans-
ing and come out the other door ready to come back 
into society and start helping to, well, build a wall, 
build a house, build their lives, and build a family. 
 It is the mild (I say mild) frustration of seeing 
yet another piece of administrative or bureaucratic 
statutory provisions to control a National Drug Control 

Department that makes me feel that we are not hitting 
the mark, and lives are being impacted, lives are be-
ing wasted. The Minister of Health indicated it. I mean, 
when I had National Drug Control under my remit and 
even as we had reports, it is . . . it increasingly . . . 
surveys done of all of our primary schools (or was it 
secondary schools?) . . . all of us will remember. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Secondary schools. 

It was a remarkable, eye-opening set of data 
that told us that 11- and 13-year-olds said that they 
tried alcohol, they had started trying cannabis. And so 
these are the imperatives that are putting up their 
hands in our faces as politicians and asking and actu-
ally crying out for attention.  

What is demanded of us is a compassionate, 
skilled cadre of practitioners who know how to deal 
with the number of people in our country who are im-
pacted. And they are countable, although they are 
increasing (those statistics that I mentioned, Mr. 
Speaker), of these new recruits that are coming 
through our school system. It is worrying because it is 
improving . . . it is worsening in the numbers that need 
to be . . . that will become statistics or become clients. 
But the numbers are controllable and are known.  

And deployment of resources and energy into 
that front line is so important. And I see the Madam 
FOCUS . . . Ms.— 
 
An Hon. Member: Butterfield. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Butterfield. Thank you. 

Sandy (Ms. Butterfield), who does noble work. 
And it is the leadership of Ms. Butterfield and men and 
women of her compassion and commitment that are 
certainly needed because the clients respond. Many 
of them are just reaching . . . many of them are abus-
ing because of a lack of love, a lack of nurturing, a 
lack of so many things and the right clinician . . . just a 
good solid Bermudian person to say, Yeah, I under-
stand this addiction and let me guide you through to 
recovery. Let me guide you through better choices. 
Let me try and get you cleaned up—more of that is 
needed. 
 Now I understand that the director who is in 
court should have a statutory— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: In court. This is a different 
kind of court. This is the Speaker’s court— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I know that the director should 
have a statutory basis and we should quickly 
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acknowledge and put that in place. And in that sense 
the Opposition is supporting the principles here. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I remember when speaking 
to Mrs. Dean about . . . and I note that in the plan you 
refer to (Madam Director has made it), obviously, she 
helped to shape this Act. She is talking both about the 
supply side and the demand side, both about how the 
police and customs stop the drugs from coming in as 
part of informing her work as well as the side that I 
have been talking about up until now, which is after 
the impact of addiction has taken place or abuse has 
taking place, how to rehabilitate and how to treat. Both 
of those things are so important but we are all on the 
same page here.  

If we could stop the importation, if we can de-
termine who is funding what is required to bring in a 
shipment of heroin or cocaine . . . and it is millions, 
well, tens of thousands of dollars to get a consignment 
of heroin or cocaine here. Who has that kind of mon-
ey? We have to ask that question and that is where 
we have to direct our policing function and our cus-
toms functions and interdiction and focus. And we 
have to do it seriously. And, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
mind saying that, to date, the statistic is that we inter-
dict only between 10 [per cent] and 15 per cent. That 
is all we take. So, you know, 80 per cent is gamely 
entering our country and the bloodstreams of our chil-
dren and having the impact on the brains that the Min-
ister of Health and I saw at the Duperreault luncheon. 

The time is nigh and the time is well past for a 
cessation of the talking and the bureaucracy being 
laid down and for action and for resources to be de-
ployed strategically and earnestly into developing 
Bermudians into clinicians having one well-equipped 
facility to draw in the clients, to change their lives and 
to turn men and women addicted and caught up in 
abuse of substances into contributing members of our 
society. It has to be the very kind of campaign that I 
am sure President Mandela had to look at when he 
dealt, as far as he could, with the AIDS epidemic in 
his country.  

This is a similar kind of societal challenge be-
cause it does untold deleterious insult to the national 
fabric when it is unaddressed, as it has been in our 
country—unaddressed. Too much drugs—heroin, co-
caine and cannabis is now culturalised in the country. 
We still have an opportunity. I remain optimistic. We 
still have an opportunity to address it, control it, treat it 
as a medical, clinical problem and put in place those 
who can take us down that road. So this is what I look 
forward to us doing. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [West], MP Jeff Sousa. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. 

 Mr. Speaker, I am very happy to see this com-
ing forward today by the Minister of National Security. 
This, of course, was in our original Throne Speech. 
Anything that we can do to assist our people in the 
menace of drugs and alcohol in our community is 
very, very welcomed. 
 Many of us have, well, I should say everyone 
in the House has had to deal with friends and family 
that drugs and alcohol has affected. Myself personal-
ly, I have lowered a friend at a funeral. It was not the 
nicest thing at all. Two nights ago I organised a 
Neighbourhood Watch meeting in the neighbourhood. 
And to listen to the people of that neighbourhood, 
which really represented the mosaic of Bermuda, and 
to hear them talking about the break-ins, the home 
invasions, losing family heirlooms, and literally being 
hostages in their own homes was not healthy at all. 
And again this was just two evenings ago. 

And tough love is really needed because I had 
emphasised (and I felt guilty to a degree) where I per-
sonally had helped a person who had been in prison 
before and came out and I gave him an opportunity 
because a lot of these, our people—men and wom-
en—who have previous criminal records, are not giv-
en opportunities, particularly today, when we do have 
so much unemployment in Bermuda. But I truly be-
lieve that each one of us is responsible for reaching 
down to help our fellow brothers and sisters.  

So with this particular example I had given 
this gentleman an opportunity. He was very productive 
as a team member in our organisation, and then, be-
cause of drugs, this gentleman continued a life of 
crime—in particular, breaking and entering. I went to 
court, assisted, got him off and then he went to do it 
again. And I really felt for this brother. But, as men-
tioned by many of the colleagues in the House today, 
there is a dire need for the support of our people when 
they come out of prison. And I truly do not think that it 
is there; or it is there, but we need to do more, be-
cause otherwise we are just going to have that in and 
out, in and out, as we have had going on for some 
time. Again, to listen to these people in this home was 
quite difficult. 

Drugs—particularly hard drugs that we talked 
about, cocaine, heroin—have destroyed so many of 
our brothers’ and sisters’ lives. And I just, again, want 
to congratulate the Minister for bringing this to the 
House today. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West], MP Jeanne 
Atherden. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am not going to be long. I do congratulate 
the Minister for bringing this Act to the House because 
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I think we all recognise that it had been started by the 
previous Government, and, obviously, we have taken 
the opportunity to look at what needs to be done and 
move it forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded . . . and some-
times you know you just do not want to have to go 
backwards, but sometimes you have to. In another life 
I remember when the first alcohol treatment facility 
was opened way back (and I will not tell you how 
many years ago, Mr. Speaker). At the hospital there 
was a proposal put forward that five beds would be 
allocated for alcohol treatment. At that point in time 
you had to actually go to the Minister of Health who 
had to talk to them about having this as a covered 
benefit. And at the same time you had to actually talk 
about how many counselling sessions (if you will) the 
counsellor would give that individual once they were 
discharged to help them to get themselves back to a 
point where they could return to their jobs and they 
could return to their lives.  

So that was started on the basis that if you 
could help people who were having alcohol issues get 
to become working individuals back in society, that 
that would be really good for Bermuda. 
 I guess I am really concerned. And as we look 
at it . . . things start but we do not always get the de-
sired results. Sometimes because the problem is 
deeper than we thought, sometimes because it is not 
as integrated as it needed to be because you could 
not just go into the hospital, if you will, and to use the 
expression “dry out,” and then come back and go into 
your work with your mates and be there and having, 
the attitude towards alcohol which was, It is nice to be 
relaxed and it is nice to turn around and hang out on 
the weekend. And then when you went to somebody’s 
house actually to say, the stronger the drink the bet-
ter, and in some cases we did not understand what 
we were actually doing as it relates to society and the 
issues. 
 So when I see the Minister making in his 
statement indicating that the Department of the Na-
tional Drug Control . . . and I am going to read if you 
will allow me, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: In his brief he said, “The 
Department for National Drug Control is far more than 
a simple ‘clearing house’ for grant funding and fulfils a 
critical role in the fight for much needed cultural and 
attitudinal change in the area of alcohol and drug use 
and abuse.” And I think it is important, Mr. Speaker, to 
understand that it is that cultural and attitudinal 
change that we have to have if Bermuda is to get a 
handle and get on top of the problem that we have.  
 So I am pleased that the Minister has brought 
this Act. I am also pleased because he has indicated 
that it is going to promote “a coordinated system for 
treatment and rehabilitation of drug abusers, research, 

the collection, analysis of data, and the implementa-
tion of the National Drug Control Master Plan.” 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have always been aware 
that if we do not start to collect and analyse data we 
lose the ability to do two things: Understand whether 
the plans that were put in place are working, under-
stand whether the situation is getting deeper and 
deeper and therefore we have to turn around and 
modify our plans. But also we lose the ability to be 
able to figure out which parts of it are working and 
which parts of it are not. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think when I heard some of our 
Members talking about the fact that surveys showing 
that secondary school children—young people be-
tween 11 and 13—have started trying to use alcohol 
and drugs, it reminded me that a lot of these persons 
deciding to use this and experiment (as I call it) are 
[doing so] because either we have not explained to 
them why it is not something they needed to rush into. 
We have not educated them sufficiently as to some of 
the reasons why . . . you know, you do not go off the 
top of a building and decide to jump because some-
one says to you that without a net you are going to fall 
and be splattered on the ground and you are not go-
ing to rise upwards.  

So we have to turn around and we have to 
start getting information out to our young people to 
make them understand the unintended consequences 
of some of their acts. 
 But also Mr. Speaker, we also have to under-
stand why some people feel the need to go into these 
things, either because they are feeling not loved and 
therefore getting together with their friends and drink-
ing and having drugs gives them a feeling of camara-
derie and getting together, or we have to recognise 
that the bottom line is dealing with self-esteem and 
the bottom line is trying to make all of our young peo-
ple and our older people feel more productive, more 
valued. We have to turn around and make them feel 
that from their self-worth that Bermuda values them 
and they are very important to us. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, when I see the Minister indi-
cating that he is not only going to put together an Act, 
which is going to allow us to collect data, but he also 
is going to put together this National Drug Control 
Plan, which is going to tackle all of these things from 
the beginning of stopping the drugs from coming in, 
dealing with the effect of the drugs in Bermuda, deal-
ing with the effect of the drug use on the individuals, 
dealing with the effect of how we can get people off 
. . . because my position is you have to cut off the 
people going into the pipeline. Do something about 
the people that are in the process, and then when 
they come out you have to help them and prevent 
them from, if you will, recidivism. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I also want to say . . . and 
as I say I did not intend to speak a long time on this, 
because I know there has been a suggestion about 
the fact that the Act allows the Minister to collect in-
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formation. And there had been a suggestion that you 
have audits and audits have information. But there 
has been a tendency from an audit point of view (and I 
am an auditor or an ex-auditor), that it is not about the 
amount of money that has been spent. For me, Mr. 
Speaker, what is more important is to talk about the 
outcomes and whether the actual programmes that 
have been set up achieved the actual results that they 
were supposed to. Because too often we see money 
spent on things but we do not turn around and say, 
Did we achieve the objective?  

So by being able to have the Minister and the 
persons that will be in the department go out and get 
this information, I think that that is going allow us to 
get a better handle. 

I was really pleased that in addition to doing 
this the Minister is indicating that there is going to be 
the conducting of research and international coopera-
tion because what happens in Bermuda is happening 
in other places. We need to learn from what other 
people have done and try and make sure that we can 
do it better here. We also have the opportunity, due to 
our size and to a degree self-containment, to be able 
to see what is working and to be able to give infor-
mation back to other people about what we found 
works here and what does not. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as it relates to this, I truly do 
believe that it is something that has been long over-
due. I believe it has been put together in a compre-
hensive framework, and I do think that as we go for-
ward I am sure that the Minister, based on what he 
said in his brief, will keep the country informed of what 
is working, keep the country informed of what new 
programmes are put into place.  

Mr. Speaker, I was not alarmed at the fact that 
the Minister may establish facilities, centres and pro-
grammes. I took that to mean that if other people 
come forward and want to establish a centre then 
great, Government has to not get involved. But if it is 
part of the plan, we need to get on with some of those 
then he should do it. But I am also very pleased that 
for those plans that are going to be set up—whether 
they be Government ones or private facilities, private 
programmes—that there will be some standards.  

There will be licensing so we can be satisfied 
that when people come and reach out and want that 
help that they will get that professional help which is 
going to what they need. They do not need to get into 
a programme and hope that it will help them and it 
was not the right one because after that they will be 
turned off and they do not come back. 

Mr. Speaker, the last thing I am going to say 
is that having these programmes community-based is 
going to be what Bermuda needs. The problem starts 
in the community and the problem has to be solved by 
the community. And therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased and will look forward to going through and 
seeing the Act debated. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. Speak-
er, and good afternoon. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as I say often when I 
stand up, I have a background in computer program-
ming. And I would hope when the Minister gives his 
response (and forgive my ignorance, but I just wanted 
to make sure) . . . I am unclear as to the problem of 
which we are trying to solve today.  

I say that because I think in any action which 
Government should approach, they are approaching 
and looking to solve a problem. So I hope that the 
Minister can elucidate what is the problem that is try-
ing to be solved by this Bill today. From first view and 
from first look it just seems like additional layers of 
bureaucracy which may be added. And I hope that 
there is something that at the end will assist in solving 
a problem, or will solve something that does not cur-
rently exist right now. 
 But the one thing that I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
is that I think that all of us can agree that we need to 
reduce the amount of persons that are suffering from 
addiction inside of our community. And, like many 
families, Mr. Speaker, my family has been affected by 
drug addiction. So I understand it. I know it. I feel it. I 
know what it is like to have people in your family 
struggle with addiction and the repercussions of that 
on a family and the pain and hurt which it causes indi-
vidual families. So I think we can all agree that we 
must look to reduce the amount of individuals that suf-
fer from substance abuse inside of our communities.  

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I have always ad-
vocated for a rethink in our approach to drug policy 
because I do not believe that our approach has 
worked and has solved the problem of reducing the 
amount of people in our communities that have sub-
stance abuse issues. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I just want to say very brief-
ly here that I was surprised to hear earlier from the 
Minister that his Government has already decided that 
they are going to keep the office of National Drug 
Control. That is their decision. But I guess the ques-
tion, Mr. Speaker, is why are we coming back next 
week to debate SAGE? If the Government has al-
ready decided what they are going to ignore the 
SAGE Committee report and what they are going to 
do, what is the purpose of the debate next week? If 
they have already said that, the SAGE Committee 
said get rid of it, and now we are seeing that the Min-
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ister has said, We have already decided that we are 
going to keep it. Okay, that is interesting.  

But then just earlier this week when the Minis-
ter of Finance was asked if this Government has the 
(and I quote, Mr. Speaker) “testicular fortitude to fol-
low through with the recommendations of the SAGE 
Commission,” the Minister of Finance replied and 
said, “Yes, we do. We have no other choice.” 

So I think what is important, Mr. Speaker, is 
that, although we can agree with the objective, I think 
it is not helpful to have double-talk from the Govern-
ment on this matter. The question is whether or not 
they are going to follow through with the recommen-
dations of the SAGE Commission or whether or not 
. . . if they have already chosen what they are going to 
follow through with and what they are not going to fol-
low through with, then I sincerely hope that next week 
we will hear all of that from the Minister of Finance. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 It does not look like there are any other Hon-
ourable Members who would care to speak. 
 So Honourable Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I have enjoyed the debate 
this afternoon and I will start off where the Honourable 
Member, MP Burt, finished. 
 We are not here to discuss SAGE this after-
noon. I said clearly two weeks ago what was intended. 
And one of the things that I think is important for Hon-
ourable Members to understand is that the important 
work of the Government is not going to stop because 
all of the decisions have not been made about SAGE.  

Now it seems to me, as far as it goes, if we 
say we are going to do everything in SAGE, the Op-
position will complain. If we say we are going to do 
nothing with SAGE, the Opposition will complain. If 
they say we want to take a look at it, debate it and 
hear what the Opposition has to say and charter a 
way forward, the Opposition is going to complain. You 
know what, Mr. Speaker? I am not getting involved in 
that because the Premier put me responsible for the 
Ministry of Public Safety and I have a job to do. I am 
going to do the job. 
 This piece of legislation that we discussed 
today . . . and the Honourable Member asked a ques-
tion, and he answered it himself. So I do not need to 
go into any detail to answer that. This piece of legisla-
tion was started under the former Government. We 
think it is important enough to move forward and I 
gave reasons why we wanted to move forward in re-
gards to SAGE a number of times, and we will move 
forward, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Honourable Shadow Attorney General 
mentioned that this is a battle of war on drugs. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, while I applaud those comments I would 
say today it is more appropriate to say that this is a 
battle and a war on the abuse and misuse—this is 

where we are focusing today. Just like another one of 
our hidden challenges in the community—sexual 
abuse—the misuse and abuse of drugs is something 
that we know is very prevalent throughout our com-
munity.  

And I am not pointing fingers or casting any 
stones. As all colleagues have said, we have all been 
impacted in some way. None of us can hide from this. 
None of us can run. But if we can put a framework in 
place where we can be more successful in dealing 
with it and in bringing people to the table, I think we 
can save lives and turn people’s lives around. 
 I am glad that to date in this debate that we 
have not gotten overtly political like we tend to do 
sometimes in this House, and that is fine. And I ap-
plaud Members on both sides of the House because 
we do not need to get political on these types of de-
bates here. We need to put a framework in place 
where we actually save those lives. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, before we go into Commit-
tee I will answer a few questions and many other 
questions will be answered as we get into Committee. 
But one of the Honourable Members on the other side 
who spoke, I think it was MP Lister, who talked about 
information, and my honourable colleague, the Minis-
ter of Community and Cultural Affairs and Sport, MP 
Scott, mentioned the BerDIN report which I tabled in 
the House two weeks ago and I urge people . . . I take 
the opportunity again to urge colleagues to actually 
read this report, because in this publication, and this 
one is the Third Annual Report, there is a lot of infor-
mation that is provided on the current drug situation in 
Bermuda.  

It represents the support and the collective ef-
fort of over 20 data providers on the Island. So it is 
important that we as legislators read this type of in-
formation because it will allow us to do our job better 
and also it will allow us to go back to the Department 
of National Drug Control and BerDIN and say, Hey, 
guys, I think we need to take a look at this in a differ-
ent way. Or, I think we need to take a look at this in 
this way. And it is very important that if people are 
spending time and effort and, yes, resources, on this 
report (which I think is first class, obviously, we can 
improve it in some ways) we should pay attention to it 
because we can get better and it will help us. These 
types of reports will help us to do the job we have to 
do. 
 The last thing I want to say about this BerDIN 
report is that I remembered a quote that the Director, 
Ms. Dean, who wrote right in the Foreword, the first 
page you turn to: “The way to get started is to quit 
talking and begin doing.” That is exactly, exactly what 
we are doing here today. We have done a lot of talk-
ing about the National Drug Control Act 2013, so now 
we have to start doing some things. 
 There were some questions asked by MP Lis-
ter in regard to requests for information. Let me be 
very clear, Mr. Speaker. Audited financial statements 
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are required if any organisation is getting the use of 
grant funding. You have to have a high level of ac-
countability in that regard. But for a general client, any 
organisation that is a general client, then just general 
data information will be required about those drug 
programmes. I appreciate the question from the Hon-
ourable Member and I am happy to be able to answer 
that.  
 I am not sure who the Honourable Member on 
that side was, but they referred to how Government 
do accreditation on themselves. Government does not 
do accreditation on themselves. As I have said in this 
Honourable Chamber many times before, in the 
Budget Debate and in statements, Government pro-
grammes are audited by CARF. And I spoke about it 
in the budget statement in February, very clearly, 
about the accreditation of Government programmes 
and the CARF accreditation, so people can be very 
clear how Government programmes are accredited. 
 Now there was some concern, I think, ex-
pressed by two Members on that side in regard to 
sporting organisations. Mr. Speaker, let me be very 
clear, this Act does not intend to impact any sporting 
club or Sunday school who may “educate” people, 
children, on drugs. Programmes specifically created to 
provide drug prevention are to register only, they will 
not be required to [obtain a] licence. I want to be very 
clear on that. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think the Honourable Member 
questioned the Nelson Bascome Centre for Sub-
stance Abuse Treatment that was recently opened 
early in the summer up on the west end of the Island. 
Now I do not want to play politics with this facility in 
any way. We know it took some time to complete. I 
think Members on both sides of the House are 
pleased that it is completed, and I believe it will have a 
great impact on those in our community who struggle 
with the use and misuse of drugs. Currently at this 
time, and I think one Honourable Member said that it 
was reported to him what people had been saying, 
and things like that. I would urge the Honourable 
Member, if situations like that occur, feel free to ap-
proach me directly or approach Joanne Dean the Di-
rector of the Department of Drug Control directly to 
talk through these challenges.  

We need to rectify any challenges that there 
might be so we can help our people. We do not need 
to make it a political football. And I would urge the 
Honourable Member to contact people so we can im-
prove any challenges that we might have. 

It is a new facility that has opened up. Cur-
rently there are 19 people inside that facility—14 men 
and 5 women—those numbers are very similar to 
what we had in the two programmes when they were 
out in the community. I think the women’s facility was 
on the North Shore in the great constituency of 
Smith’s North and there were about the same number. 
And the men’s facility might be up a little bit from what 
it was at that time when it closed. And so there are 

reasonable numbers in there, there is still some ca-
pacity available and people should feel comfortable 
moving forward. 

One other Honourable Member talked about 
the Transitional Living Centre. Mr. Speaker, I think 
you are well aware that the Transitional Living Centre 
closed two summers ago, not under this Government 
but under the former Government at that time. The 
Transitional Living Centre appeared to be very suc-
cessful. I know the lady who ran it seemed to be doing 
a great job. I cannot speak to the reason why the for-
mer Government closed the facility. All I can say is 
that programmes like that are under consideration 
currently by the Commissioner of Corrections.  

There is another programme which I have 
talked about in this Honourable Chamber and I will 
continue to talk about—the Right Living House—that 
runs in the east end of the Island which specifically 
deals with inmates who have alcohol and drug prob-
lems in advance of their release. So we have another 
programme that is running, and I will continue to give 
updates on that. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think I have taken the op-
portunity to answer many of the questions and as we 
get into Committee, I am sure we will have an oppor-
tunity to answer some of the more specific questions 
that the Honourable Shadow Attorney General had in 
regards to some of the clauses when the Honourable 
Member makes it more detailed. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bill 
now be committed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 It has been moved that the Bill be committed. 
Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 I would like to ask that the Deputy Speaker, 
Mrs. Roberts-Holshouser, please take the Chair [of 
Committee]. 
 

House in Committee at 4:23 pm 
 

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 

NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled the National Drug Control Act 
2013. I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I would like to move clauses 1 [through] 7. I 
will move them seven clauses at a time. I talked to the 
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Honourable Shadow Attorney General and the Hon-
ourable Member is comfortable doing it that way. 
 
The Chairman: Yes, thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: So the first seven clauses. 
 Madam Chairman, This Bill seeks to enact 
legislation providing an overarching policy for the re-
duction of the supply and demand of drugs in Bermu-
da, the prevention of drug abuse, the treatment of 
drug abusers, and the care of connected persons. 

Clause 1 is the standard citation provision. 
Clause 2 is the interpretation clause. 
Clause 3 provides for the continued existence 

of the Department for National Drug Control and sets 
out the duties and functions of the department. 

Madam Chairman, subject to the general di-
rection of the Minister, the Department shall be under 
the supervision of a Permanent Secretary and shall 
assist the Minister in carrying out or giving effect to 
the Act. 

This clause also provides for the Minister to 
amend Schedule 1 of the Act which sets out the mat-
ters the department may request of an interested par-
ty. 

Clause 4 provides for the Minister to prepare 
a national drug control plan including an action plan, 
which sets out the activities required to implement the 
plan. The plan shall provide for the reduction in supply 
of drugs in Bermuda, the reduction in the demand for 
drugs, including through treatment, rehabilitation and 
prevention of drug abuse, and provide for the conduct 
of research and international cooperation related to 
drug abuse, prevention and treatment. 

Madam Chairman, the Minister shall review 
the plan at least once every five years and publish the 
plan in such a manner as he or she considers appro-
priate. 

Clause 5 provides for the Minister to establish 
drug treatment facilities, drug treatment centres, and 
drug prevention programmes, and for such facilities, 
centres or programmes to be operated by the De-
partment of National Drug Control subject to licensing 
and accreditation requirements. 

Clauses 6 provides for it to be an offence for a 
person to operate a drug treatment facility or centre 
without a licence. A person who intends to operate a 
facility or centre shall submit the prescribed applica-
tion for licensing a facility or centre along with any 
prescribed documents and information and any rele-
vant fees as may be prescribed under the Govern-
ment Fees Act 1965 to the Minister for consideration. 

Clause 7 provides for the matters to be con-
sidered by the Minister when determining a licence 
application. Madam Chairman, the Minister may grant 
a licence, refuse to grant a licence, or grant a licence 
provisionally. This clause also provides for an appli-
cant or his representative to have an opportunity to 

make an oral representation to the Minister before an 
application is determined. 

Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Transport, Warwick South East, constitu-
ency 24. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Good afternoon, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I just actually had a question for the Minister 
because he mentioned in [clause] 2(d) about the non-
governmental organisations. If the Minister could just 
explain how this Act and this plan dovetails the gov-
ernmental programmes and the non-governmental 
programmes together. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Member. 
 It is under Interpretation, [clause] 2(d). 
 Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. 
 My question relates specifically to something 
that I raised previously concerning drug prevention 
programmes. And I wonder whether the Minister 
would at least consider the removal of “drug preven-
tion programmes” and any reference thereto as it re-
lates specifically . . . this kind of ties into [clause] 9 but 
it starts in [clauses] 1 through 7 as it relates specifical-
ly to the need for an application to be made to the 
Minister for a person that is providing a drug preven-
tion programme.  
 And the second is if the Minister would con-
sider deleting [clause] 2(e) at page 3 under the Inter-
pretation section, “sports clubs and faith-based organ-
isations.” Again, for similar reasons that I spoke about 
previously, where we may have examples of sports 
clubs and/or faith-based organisations that are provid-
ing drug prevention programmes through their Sunday 
schools or their Sabbath school programmes and for 
them now to be required to make an application to the 
Minister, and failure to do so would result potentially in 
an offence and a fine when they are in fact providing a 
service to their . . . to the children in their charge. But 
then when we look at the “centre,” under the definition 
it speaks about . . . I am sorry, “programme” speaks 
about “an intervention programme which educates the 
public on rejecting drug use.”  

Again, I am speaking specifically to grassroots 
community-type programmes. So if the Minister would 
consider deleting [clause 2](e) that would require un-
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der this legislation a sports club or a faith-based or-
ganisation that is providing some type of programme 
to their parishioners, to the people in their charge, that 
is an intervention programme to help educate them 
about rejecting drug use. 
 And the other point with [clauses] 1 through 7, 
if the Minister would also consider deleting, in the In-
terpretation section as well, [page] 3, [clause 2], the 
term “‘representative’ means a barrister or attorney.” 
Similarly, I spoke about that during the general debate 
on this insofar as anybody that must make an applica-
tion to the Minister for a licence for a facility, centre, et 
cetera, should be able to bring whoever they wish to 
make the application on their behalf—their agent, an-
other facilitator, whomever. I think that, with respect, 
narrows the remit insofar as requiring that applicant to 
have a lawyer and an attorney to make representa-
tions to the Minister. 
 And my final point is with respect to . . . I think 
that is it for [clauses] 1 through 7, just a moment. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Is he going to let me do that? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Chairman: Yes, I will. Absolutely. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I think that is it. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Minister? Oh, sorry. 
 The Chair recognises the Attorney General. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 Those are certainly valid and considered 
points that my honourable and learned friend raises. 
And just looking at the one with regard to “representa-
tive,” the fact of the matter is that it was more expand-
ed before and in looking at what was involved in the 
Act and what we are trying to accomplish and what 
the overall plan is, it was considered that it was prob-
ably the best approach to ensure that the representa-
tive was, in fact, a lawyer.  

The concern being that you may well end up, 
as is often the case, sometimes somebody wanted 
somebody to come along and speak on their behalf 
that does not really (because of their lack of training) 
understand licensing provisions or being pedantic 
about certain things that have to be looked at or look-
ing at the types of technical things that a lawyer would 
look at in being able to advocate on behalf of some-
body with this very vital function of obtaining a licence 
and meeting all the provisions as set out in the Act. So 

in considering that . . . and I hear my friend with re-
gard to that point in the “representative,” the decision 
was reached on that basis at the time, that it was in 
fact best to ensure the representative had to be a law-
yer. 

You find this sometimes . . . of course, a rep-
resentative for somebody in the courtroom has to be a 
lawyer. There are other various types of tribunals and 
boards, and so on, where people appear and they 
may be required to appear with an attorney, or they 
may be able to have a representative who is not an 
attorney. It really depends on . . . I cannot particularly 
pick any specific examples out of my head right now 
where that can be the case. But I am aware that they 
do exist. There is a plethora of them.  

But in this instance, because of the nature of 
this Act in looking at it and after considered discus-
sion, I should say—that is why I say my friend raises a 
very valid point—after considered discussion and 
thought, we arrived at the conclusion that it was best 
to have a representative be a barrister or attorney. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 There are a few other questions— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And I do not, with respect, I 
do not advise that . . . I am not . . . while I say, I think 
my honourable and learned friend raises a very con-
sidered point, I am not moved enough at this stage to 
advise that we should alter from that position. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 In regard to the question by the Honourable 
Shadow Attorney General to delete [clause] 2(e), 
sports clubs and faith-based organisations, let me be 
very clear. The answer I gave when we were in the 
general debate is that those organisations will only 
have to register. They will not have to be licensed. 
And registering is important because it allows the De-
partment of National Drug Control to know and under-
stand what is going on in the community. And if we 
want to have a coordinated effort, I think it is important 
that people at least register their programme so we 
can make sure that they are effective and we can use 
them in other areas as well. So there is no licensing; 
there is only registration. 
 MP Scott, could you repeat your question 
again so that I am clear on it? 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, my question is just how 
does this . . . because this is the . . . and please I will 
yield to clarification.  

This Act, I understand, is like the backbone of 
our National Drug Plan. And I was just wondering how 
does this dovetail the Government programmes with 
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the non-governmental programmes. And just to go 
into it a little bit more, I did not see any provisions . . . 
and, basically, if you could provide, or let me know 
what provisions are made to be inclusive of the non-
governmental programmes such as FOCUS and Har-
bour Lights, and so on and so forth like that. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you. That is a good 
question and I appreciate the opportunity to expand a 
little bit on that. 
 Those organisations that you mentioned, 
some of them operate independently from the De-
partment of National Drug Control and some of those 
receive grant funding. All of those organisations work 
within the remit and report also to BerDIN. So all the 
information is communicated together and there is a 
free flow of information of what is taking place and 
what needs to take place. And obviously in regard to 
. . . take for example FOCUS or PRIDE, who get grant 
funding from the Department of National Drug Control, 
they have to file quarterly reports on how their activi-
ties are going. And I just had the opportunity a couple 
of weeks ago to get the latest report for all of those 
organisations to read them. And there is a free flow of 
information and the department stays on top of that. 
And I think it is pretty effective in what is done. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Education. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Just to get clarification on the issue of regis-
tration of programmes. It seems that the sports clubs 
and other community-based organisations are re-
quired to register and therefore they are required to 
submit a wide range of information to the NDC, failure 
to do so brings with it penalties. These are clubs that 
are not necessarily having very strong and formal 
structures. You are going to impose a burden in terms 
of legal representation on them. I am just trying to fig-
ure out what the intent is because you say they do not 
have to be licensed, but they have to be registered, 
and so if you do not register it is an offence.  

And you have organisations that are doing 
work with young people that indirectly contribute to-
ward the anti-drug initiative. What is the objective in 
having every single sports club licensed, having to go 
through a process of being licensed, and submitting 
information to the NDC? I am just not getting clarity on 
that. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? 
 Minister. 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Sorry, who is being recog-
nised? 
 
The Chairman: Minister, could you answer that? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: You will take questions. Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: [Member’s microphone was not 
turned on]   

Thank you. I was hoping that I would have 
had the answer and that might have prevented me 
from asking this question. Under [clause] 9, it speaks 
about the application to register a programme. And, 
again, under the Interpretations, it speaks to “interest-
ed party” connected, rah, rah, rah . . . it goes to 
“sports clubs and faith-based organisations.” We have 
got this interested party and then we have to read 
[clause] 9 which speaks to application to register the 
programmes and as has already been raised by the 
Honourable MP— 
 
The Chairman: Brown. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —Brown. There is a penalty for 
failure to register. So what I am trying to understand is 
if you have to register, because obviously you do not 
want the penalty because that is $1,000, so trying to 
avoid a penalty you must submit an application. The 
application . . . and according to the Honourable and 
Learned Attorney General—he indicated that the pro-
cess is such that it requires a lawyer because it is so 
complicated, et cetera, et cetera, et cetera—you need 
to have a lawyer.  

So a church group, which is a faith-based or-
ganisation which has a drug prevention programme as 
part of their Sunday school programme, now has to 
hire a lawyer (unless somebody is going to do it pro 
bono), make the application on the prescribed docu-
ments (but we do not have that yet because regula-
tions have not been tabled with this Bill), and pay a 
fee that may be prescribed under the Government 
Fees Act 1965. So I do not know what that means 
either. 

So this church group or this sports club has to 
go through these steps and then the Minister has to 
go through the application, et cetera, et cetera, as to 
whether or not they are going to grant the registration. 

 
An Hon. Member: Turn your microphone on. 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Pardon me? 

I do not understand whether or not they are 
going to permit this particular group to register and 
then it goes on to say, “In determining an application, 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



386 6 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
the Minister shall take into account any report made 
by an officer of the Department pursuant to section 
14(2)”— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —“. . . any representations 
made by the applicant or his representative” and then 
notify the applicant in writing.  

It just seems like an onerous, onerous re-
sponsibility for these grassroots organisations that are 
doing what they can in their little part of the world, in 
their communities, providing (back to the Interpreta-
tion section) a programme that has “an intervention 
element which educates the public on rejecting drug 
use.”  

So the North Village Club or the Sunday 
school at my church that has a programme that is 
speaking about good choices and teaching these chil-
dren about making responsible choices, which is tied 
into drug prevention, now has to hire a lawyer to make 
an application, maybe pay a fee for the Minister to 
approve them going on the register. Failure to do that 
results in a fine. Is that was the Minister is saying ac-
cording to this legislation? 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Do we want to hear a response to that in that 
way it might help? 
 Thank you.  
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I thank the Honourable 
Member for her comments. I think to some extent we 
are making a mountain out of a molehill, Madam 
Chairman. 
 Programmes will have to be registered if their 
sole purpose is for drug prevention—their sole pur-
pose is for drug prevention. And to register a pro-
gramme, you do not need a lawyer to register a pro-
gramme. I fail to see . . . I fail to see why you need a 
lawyer to register a programme. So I think that ade-
quately clears up that question. 
 And you know, Madam Chairman, I did the 
first seven clauses. We are jumping ahead to 9 and 
14 and, you know— 
 
The Chairman: Well, I understand— 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I understand your leeway 
in that. 
 
The Chairman: We have to do that. We have to do 
that in order to make clarification to the question un-
der the clause 2. 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Attorney General and Shadow Minister of Legal Af-
fairs. 
 You have the floor. 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 I recall the question was asked, and the 
Learned and Honourable Attorney General indicated 
that the Government was not prepared to accede to 
our suggestion of deleting the word “representative” 
because of the complexity and so forth and all that 
language concerning why you would need a lawyer. 
This application . . . determining an application to reg-
ister the programme under [clause] 10(3) says, “The 
Minister shall give the applicant or his representative 
an opportunity.” So because we have already defined 
“representative” as a legal representative, then the 
inference means that the applicant or his lawyer can 
make application, or can make submissions to the 
Minister to assist and guide the Minister in helping to 
determine the application to register the programmes. 
 And then the second issue is concerning the 
definition of a programme—“drug prevention pro-
gramme.” It does not say “for the sole purpose” it says 
“intervention programme which educates the public on 
rejecting drug use.” I submit that a programme that is 
an intervention programme that educates children 
about making good choices is a programme that is a 
drug prevention programme. Yes, it may be tied to a 
religious element. However, it is a drug prevention 
programme. There is nothing in the legislation that I 
have seen that has been tabled that says a drug pre-
vention programme must be for the sole purpose—
those five words do not exist. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Attorney General. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes, I have heard my hon-
ourable learned friend, again. 

Madam Chairman, let me just be clear that 
under [clause] 10 what is proposed is determining ap-
plication to register a programme. The applicant is 
given under subsection (3), “The Minister shall give 
the applicant or his representative.”  

So just to clarify my honourable and learned 
friend’s point, you do not have to have a representa-
tive who is a barrister or an attorney. You can show 
up and do it yourself, if you are the applicant, which 
means, if you are part and body of the applying body, 
then you can make the application. 

So with regard to the saving position on my 
honourable and learned friend’s Sunday school issue, 
the . . . one of the elders of the church, perhaps, or 
somebody that would be deemed to be the appli-
cant—that has a more general basis for it—could be 
the person that would be able to come forward and 
make the application to the Minister. All right? What 
we are trying to avoid is going out . . . if you feel 
strongly enough that you have got to get a representa-
tive because maybe there is some more convoluted or 
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complicated issue (which is often why people seek a 
representative), then that is the instance where you 
want to have it where you would go along and get a 
lawyer or a barrister.  

But otherwise in that, within your own commit-
tee you do not have to pay for it. You can make the 
application yourself and one would hope that you 
would be able to put forward your position and it 
would be listened to by the Minister. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Education. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 To avoid the unintended consequence of hav-
ing all of these clubs and faith-based organisations 
forced into registration when the primary purpose is 
not drug prevention, [but] it is a much wider range of 
activities, with your permission, Madam Chairman, I 
would like to move that [clause] 2(e) be deleted. 
 
The Chairman: We would have to have an amend-
ment in writing. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Public Safety. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I recall when seeking to put the right platform 
in place (the Director may recall this even though it 
was not directly under her department) for charities. 
And you know that there are large charities who have 
large donors and then there are the smaller chari-
ties—the Orchid Club. Just well-intended ladies and 
gentlemen . . . you know, the Orchid Club. All of them, 
though, have this charitable organisational objective of 
looking after children at risk in our country.  

And when we started to consider, you know, 
audited accounts for them and a broader panoply of 
bureaucracy to go through, there was the risk that 
there would be a suppression of their activity or they 
would simply go away because they could not . . . 
they operate on hardly . . . they operate on volunteer-
ism. And the requirement to fund someone to provide 
audited accounts had to be managed. And we decid-
ed, therefore, to put a tier there so that funds raised 
by these smaller charities at a certain tier would not 
have to be audited or simply submit something that is 
. . . unaudited accounts, I think is how we dealt with it. 
 But the principle that I think my colleagues on 
this side of the House are speaking to is that we do 
not want to suppress the campaign on this mission-
critical front of drug rehabilitation and drug treatment. 
We just do not want to do that. And if the . . . this very 

first, this inaugural statutory platform to deal with na-
tional drug treatment becomes bureaucratised to the 
point where we have it suppressing or discouraging or 
disincentivising energies of people who we must . . . 
you know, the hands and feet that we will require in 
this war, or in this campaign, will just be ordinary, well-
intended, good-hearted Bermudians.  

I just want to stand and support the Shadow 
Attorney and the Shadow Education Ministers’ posi-
tions on this. I mean, these are some of the things that 
we can . . . this is a consequence that I am sure we do 
not intend. 
 And it has happened before. And I am pre-
pared to advise the House that it has happened be-
fore in the platform of charities. And we should try and 
avoid creating bureaucratic hoops through which we 
must cause our good hearts to have to go through 
because it impacts the final objective, which is turning 
this problem around. 
 Thanks. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I honestly appreciate the sincerity of col-
leagues on the other side. But let me try to say it in a 
different way. 
 While Members do not want to impinge or 
impede on what our sports clubs or churches are do-
ing, I appreciate that. We get that on this side, too. All 
of us are involved in sports clubs and churches, so we 
understand that. 
 But I would like to hear an example of what 
type of drug prevention programme they are talking 
about in these institutions, because there is a big dif-
ference between a programme and a lesson, or an 
exercise, for example, Madam Chairman. Lessons 
and exercises do not need to be registered. It is drug 
prevention programmes that clearly need to be regis-
tered. And that aim is to ensure that at all times we 
have best practice in an area where it is important to 
get things right. I think I have explained it very clearly, 
and if Honourable Members want to continue on, all I 
will say is, I will take it under advisement. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 It has . . . are there any other Members that 
would like to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Attorney General and the Shadow Minister of Legal 
Affairs. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
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 I wonder if the Minister could just provide me 
with some kind of assistance insofar as I am looking 
at the Interpretation section, “drug prevention pro-
gramme,” (and I am reading it, Madam Chairman,) 
“and ‘programme’ means an intervention programme 
which educates the public on rejecting drug use.” Is 
that not inconsistent . . . okay, sorry. Let me back up.  

When we talk about drug use, it talks about 
alcohol. Okay? My question is, is this not inconsistent 
with the programmes that are offered by CADA (the 
Council on Alcohol and Drug Abuse) which their man-
date and their principle is to exercise responsible al-
cohol use and the harmful effects that alcohol has on 
you? That is their mantra, so to speak, CADA’s. And if 
CADA . . . and now we have the National Drug Control 
out there saying, We want all of the programmes . . . 
and no doubt CADA will now have to make an appli-
cation to the Minister so that they can (they probably 
get money so they definitely have to be on that list) 
make an application to the Minister to register as a 
drug prevention programme.  

But CADA’s message is not rejecting alcohol 
use. Their message is to be responsible about it and 
to recognise the harmful effects. That is inconsistent 
with what the legislation is saying. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Public Safety. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I equally appreciate the sin-
cerity of the response of the Minister of Public Safety’s 
recognition of our sincerity in our comments. But may 
I, in seeking to answer his question . . .  The front line, 
the captive audience (for example, audiences that you 
will find at a youth centre or a church or at a club), is 
just that. That is where you have many, many young-
sters who are ready to be prevented from entering risk 
key behaviour. And so, I would have thought that a 
. . . even a lesson, a Bible lesson or a sports lesson— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: No, no, no, you are not listen-
ing. The commencement of Bible lessons or drug 
treatment lessons will, because you have this captive 
audience, always have the capacity to turn into a pro-
gramme with leadership in the clubs and churches 
saying, Well, we need to take this to the next level.  

This is just how, organically, activity in these 
clubs and churches can grow. So when they graduate 
from a mere lesson in this whole area and someone is 
engrafted into the church or into the sports club, re-
cruited in, and said, Well, we need to go further, then 
the bump into the mischief of [clause] 10. This is the 
point I am making. Eventually, if you seek to push it to 
a real live programme, then you have these . . . then 
you are into the mischief of the [clause] 10.  

Not that we are saying that we do not recog-
nise that is exactly what you are seeking to do, but we 
are suggesting that the requirements can be disincen-
tives, as opposed to incentivising, as we have discov-
ered in charities. And it is not an area where we need 
heavy regulation. It is an area where we need com-
passion, good hearts. That is what charitable man-
dates are—it is volunteerism. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 The Honourable Member who just made 
those comments is now coming around to what I said. 
I said very clearly that a lesson is not a programme. 
And the Honourable Member started to argue that a 
lesson is a programme, then he progressed to say 
that a lesson could evolve into a programme.  

Now, if you want to continue evolving these 
things, I think it is important that the Department of 
National Drug Control understands what these are to 
take a look at them, because we did our best practice, 
as I already said. So if we are going to continue to 
debate this, I am happy to stay here until the cows 
come home tomorrow morning and listen to what 
Honourable Members have to say. I have already said 
I will take it under advisement. I cannot explain it any 
other way. A programme is a programme. A lesson is 
not a programme. 
 Now, in regard to CADA, let me be very clear. 
And I think Honourable Members know because they 
were in the Government, CADA is not a drug treat-
ment or drug prevention programme. CADA is alcohol 
awareness and that mandate is supported by the de-
partment. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Chairman: Are there any other Members . . . 
thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I am just responding to what the Honourable 
Minister just indicated. If you look at the Interpretation 
section, [clause 2], “‘drug’ means any substance, the 
periodic or continuous use of (blah, blah, blah, blah 
and then it goes) . . . and includes alcohol . . . ” So on 
one hand in the Interpretation section, drug includes 
alcohol. Then, two lines down, we have the definition 
of “drug prevention programme” which we all know 
that CADA provides drug prevention in their pro-
grammes. However, their message is not to reject 
drug use which is what this legislation says a pro-
gramme is, their message is managing . . . to mini-
mise the harmful effects of drugs. Their message is, 
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drink responsibly. Their message is not to reject drink-
ing, it is to do so responsibly.  

That is inconsistent. The CADA message is 
inconsistent with what this legislation is proposing. 
You cannot say that they are not providing a drug pre-
vention programme. It is a drug because they said 
alcohol is a drug, and we know that it is an interven-
tion programme educating the public. They educate 
the public about drinking responsibly—that is incon-
sistent. 
 And my second question or my second com-
ment, despite the fact that the Honourable Member is 
speaking about . . . you know, we can talk about this 
until the cows come home. This is critically im-
portant—not to mention it is the only piece of legisla-
tion we have got to do today. So I do not see what the 
rush is. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: We have . . . this is so important 
because it affects our community and the issue that I 
have particularly . . . and I can speak . . . everybody 
else speaks personally, I am going to speak personal-
ly.  

The Sunday school programme that we have 
at Allen Temple is called “Children’s Sunday school 
place.” Every single lesson—every lesson, bar none—
ties into two aspects: (1) Loving Jesus, what would 
Jesus do?; (2) Making good decisions. 

So every opportunity I get, which is pretty 
much regularly, when you are talking about what 
would Jesus do? What good decisions? Drug preven-
tion is all about making good choices and decisions. 
That is the beginning of it. That is the beginning—
making the right choice. So I cannot sit here and see 
how you can say one lesson does not a programme 
make. The programme that we have at my Sunday 
school (and I can only speak for my church) is a pro-
gramme that every week ties into making good choic-
es, making good decisions, what would Jesus do?  

That is a programme I submit, Madam Chair-
man, and a programme that is specifically geared to-
wards rejecting drugs, rejecting poor behaviour, re-
jecting poor decisions. And now we are talking about 
that I now have to have my pastor make an applica-
tion to register our Sunday school programme with the 
Minister— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, they say do not hire a law-
yer. 

But we have to go through all these processes 
and applications and we do not know what the appli-
cation looks like because the regulations have not 
been tabled yet. So I have got to fill out the prescribed 
documents and information and I might have to pay a 

fee. I have not looked at the Government Fees Act yet 
to see how much that entails. This is ludicrous.  
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Attorney General. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: My honourable friend and 
deputy just commented to me that he is glad he is not 
a lawyer, to which I quipped, I wish I wasn’t right now 
either. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But I think, with the greatest 
respect, my honourable and learned friend . . . and I 
feel her passion for her Sunday school programme 
and particularly with regard to what Jesus would do 
which is certainly a  noble approach to have with re-
gard to this.  

She is speaking about a situation that involves 
lessons, which we all encourage. It is not a specified 
type of programme. The Act . . . you know, what is 
intended here is to be dealing with a programme. 
What my honourable and learned friend is talking 
about just simply does not fall into that category. We 
do not want a Sunday school group in advancing the 
lesson of what Jesus would do in making those good 
decisions—which is a hugely valuable lesson one 
would hope would resonate with young people—that 
is not who . . . I mean, legislation and rules, and so 
on, have to have a common sense application to it.  

So we are not trying to do this thing and then 
have the Minister going out and saying, Oh, we are 
going to go and get the AME Sunday school now be-
cause they have not registered under this programme, 
and therefore, young children you are not going to be 
able to have the lesson about what Jesus would do 
because you are not in the Minister’s programme and 
we are going to fine you. 

With respect, that is nonsense. That is not 
what the intention of the Act is. That is not what the 
intention of the legislation is. And it is certainly not 
what the intention of passing this very valid pro-
gramme is about. That is not a programme.  

I think we can really move on because I think 
that we do not have to live in fear of that happening. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [through] 7? 
 We are not going to be approving the clauses 
until we have completed the whole Bill in front of us. 
 So, Minister? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. I move on now to clause 8. 
 
The Chairman: You can do clause 8, or 8 to— 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



390 6 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Clauses 8 [through] 14. 
 
The Chairman: Okay. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Chairman, clause 
8 provides for the issuance of a licence to a facility or 
a centre by the Minister, subject to the terms and con-
ditions or restrictions as the Minister considers appro-
priate, and for the expiration of such licences three 
years after the date of issuance. 
 Clause 9 provides for it to be an offence for a 
person to operate a drug prevention programme 
which has not been registered by the Minister. A per-
son who intends to operate a programme shall submit 
the prescribed application for licensing a programme 
along with any prescribed documents and information, 
and any relevant fees as may be prescribed under the 
Government Fees Act 1965, through the Minister for 
consideration. 
 Clause 10 provides for the matters to be con-
sidered by the Minister when determining a pro-
gramme registration application. The Minister may 
grant the registration, refuse to grant the registration 
or grant the registration provisionally. This clause also 
provides for an applicant or his representative to have 
an opportunity to make an oral representation to the 
Minister before an application is determined. 
 Madam Chairman, clause 11 provides for the 
Minister to establish and maintain a register of drug 
prevention programmes; issuance of a certificate of 
registration of a programme by the Minister, subject to 
terms and conditions or restrictions as the Minister 
considers appropriate; and for the expiration of such 
registration three years after the date of registration. 
 Clause 12 provides for a facility, centre or 
programme to be operated in accordance with regula-
tions prescribed under this Act by the Minister. 
 Clause 13 provides for the operator of a facil-
ity, centre or programme to provide the Minister with 
returns, accounts and reports; for an officer of the De-
partment [for National Drug Control] to request and 
inspect the documents, books or records of a facility, 
centre or programme as they relate to such returns, 
accounts and reports; and for it to be an offence for an 
operator to fail to comply with the request by an officer 
or to provide false or misleading information in a ma-
terial particular. 
 Clause 14 provides for an officer of the de-
partment to enter the facility, centre or programme 
where an application for licence or registration has 
been made; for the officer to conduct periodic inspec-
tions where a licence or registration has been granted; 
and for it to be an offence for such a person to ob-
struct an officer in performance of his duties. Thank 
you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 

 Are there any Members who would like to 
speak to clauses 8 [through] 14? 

The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General, the Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs. You 
have the floor. 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Again, with respect, this is a perfect example 
of the law of unintended consequences. I appreciate 
fully what the Government is attempting to do with this 
regard. I have a serious problem and reservation con-
cerning the aspect of the programme, particularly, as I 
indicated, the faith-based programmes and the sports 
club programmes. 
 Now we have in these provisions, once the 
application has been determined, the person offering 
that programme (and again, I am going to clause 2(e) 
that I spoke about) will now have to ensure that they 
provide accounts to the Minister upon his request. 
Failure to do so will render them obstructive of the 
legislation, and they will potentially face a penalty, 
which I believe is a fine. 
 I have to say again, Madam Chairman, there 
are programmes that are operating that . . . It is one 
thing for the Learned and Honourable Attorney Gen-
eral . . . and I will take him at his word, if that is not 
where the legislation is going to go. But my concern is 
that he may not always be the Attorney General. This 
legislation will live. And this legislation speaks to what 
can happen. It is the law of unintended conse-
quences. 
 I am certain that the Honourable Minister and 
Deputy Premier would not go into a Sunday school 
class and try to close up the programme or issue a 
fine. However, the other challenge is, it is not even up 
to him. It is up to the department. It is the department. 
They are the ones that get to act like the Gestapo and 
walk into the . . . Is that not [clause] 2? It is the de-
partment actually that will be the ones, I believe, and I 
stand to be corrected. The Department of National 
Drug Control will be the ones that will be enforcing this 
piece of legislation. 
 So, I am sorry. I probably will repeat it until the 
cows come home, Honourable Deputy Premier. So, 
forgive me, but it just seems like this is just overkill. 
What I think the Government is committed to doing is 
ensuring that there are programmes available for drug 
prevention. This legislation has the possibility of killing 
programmes that are grass-roots programmes in peo-
ple’s churches and in the sports clubs. Again, the law 
of unintended consequences.  

Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any other Members that 
would like to speak to clauses 8 [through] 14? 
 Minister? 
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Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Chairman, the 
only thing I will say is a Sunday school lesson is not a 
programme. And I am glad I am not a lawyer. 
 So, unless there are other questions, I will 
move on to clauses 15 [through] 21. 
 
The Chairman: Please. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Clause 15 provides for the 
application of a renewal of a licence or registration 
and the matters to be considered by the Minister when 
determining such an application. The Minister may 
grant the licence or registration, refuse to grant the 
licence or registration, or grant a licence or registra-
tion provisionally. This clause also provides for an ap-
plication or his representative to have an opportunity 
to make an oral representation to the Minister before a 
renewal of application is determined. 
 Clause 16 provides for an officer of the de-
partment to enter the premises of a facility, centre or 
programme where he has reasonable grounds to sus-
pect that the facility, centre or programme is being 
operated in contravention of this Act or any other law, 
or in the interest of public safety or public health. Fur-
ther, this clause provides for the Minister to issue an 
order directing the operator of a facility, centre or pro-
gramme to correct any contravention discovered or to 
cease operating the facility, centre or programme and 
for it to be an offence to fail to comply with an order or 
to obstruct an officer in his duties. 
 Clause 17 provides for the Minister to cancel 
a licence or registration, providing that a written warn-
ing of the proposed action is given to the operator of 
the premise in question 14 days before making a de-
cision. The operator shall have an opportunity to make 
an oral representation to the Minister before a deci-
sion to cancel a licence or registration is made. And, 
Madam Chairman, the Minister shall take into account 
such representation and any reports which have been 
compiled by officers of the department on inspections 
of the premises. 
 Clause 18 provides for the protection of confi-
dential information, where publications are made pur-
suant to the Act, and for it to be an offence for an offi-
cer of the department or an operator or a servant of a 
facility, centre or programme to reveal confidential 
information except in the performance of his or her 
duty. 
 Clause 19 provides penalties for offences 
committed under this Act. Where a person operates a 
facility or centre without a licence, a programme with-
out a certification of registration or fails to comply with 
an order to cease operations, the penalty shall be a 
fine not exceeding $10,000 or a term of imprisonment 
not exceeding six months, or both. Where an officer of 
the department or an operator or servant of a facility, 
centre or programme reveals confidential information 
to any person, except in performance of his or her 
duties, the penalty shall be a fine not exceeding 

$10,000. Where a person obstructs an officer in the 
performance of his or her duties prescribed under this 
Act, the penalty shall be a fine not exceeding $5,000. 
 Madam Chairman, clause 20 provides for the 
Minister to make regulations, subject to the negative 
resolution procedure. 
 Clause 21 provides for the commencement of 
this Act by notice published in the Gazette and for the 
provision of this Act to come into operation on differ-
ent dates, particularly provisions related to licensing of 
facilities and centres and registration. 
 Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 15 [through] 21? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Public Safety. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 So, Mr. Minister, we are changing the way 
that we deliver treatment, changing the landscape 
completely in the way that we deliver treatment of 
drug treatment in the country—$10,000 fines as the 
enforcement arm and enforcement teeth. 
 I mean, up until now, this is a brand-new Act. 
This is not an amendment. Generally, these levels of 
regulation should be in response to known dangers, in 
my humble submission, or risks in this area. And 
given the observations of almost everybody in the 
House, to a man and a woman, about where we are 
just terms of statistical grappling with the problem of 
drug treatment and the recruitment into the warring, a 
recruitment into drug abuse and alcohol abuse from 
children up, we need to be nurturing the capacity for 
treatment and prevention and getting the message 
out. 
 And we have not had it. I mean, Ms. 
Butterfield and Nelson Bascome, you know, I have 
watched it over the years, the place right there at the 
Victoria Street clinic with Graham Robinson. We have 
been watching it over the years. And we need to be 
nurturing it, because, frankly, the numbers have been 
increasing in our country.  

But, regulation should be there to direct itself 
to a known, observed trend of abuse that is going to 
result in, say, danger of delivery. The risks are, you 
know, that you have got some unequipped clinician 
complicating the problem as opposed to improving it. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Hon. Michael J. Scott: But the Minister should not 
assume that I do not understand your objective of the 
regulation; and I do not take on board that we are 
equating a Bible lesson to a programme. I know that 
by the time you get to a programme, you will bump 
into regulation. And regulation is onerous, with mone-
tary resources needed to comply with the regulations. 
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 But those are our positions. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 15 [through] 21? 
 
An Hon. Member: I am not sure if I need to go to 
church or go for a drink! 
 
The Chairman: Minister? 
 
An Hon. Member: What would Jesus do? 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Chairman, I move 
the Preamble. 
 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO CLAUSE 2(e) 
 
The Chairman: We have a motion. Can we have cop-
ies given to Members of the motion that is before me, 
please? I will read out the motion. 
 The motion to amend the National Drug Con-
trol Act of 2013 reads: “that [clause] 2(e) be deleted 
and renumber the successive provisions of [clause] 2 
as required.”  

That is the motion that has been presented by 
the Shadow Minister of Education, Mr. C. Walton D. 
Brown. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to that motion? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Yes, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Shadow Minister of Education, you 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I think that this amendment is important be-
cause what it will do is remove the sporting organisa-
tions, as well as the churches, from what we on this 
side see as an onerous set of requirements.  

We fully support the direction of this particular 
piece of legislation. But in our view there is a series of 
unintended consequences which will place tremen-
dous burdens on our sporting organisations, as well 
as faith-based organisations. So, we make this pro-
posed amendment in the spirit of working to deliver an 
outcome that helps all of us in the community in our 
efforts against the scourge of drugs. 
 Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to the motion of amendment that is before 
us? 
 We would need to vote on the motion that is 
before us. 
 

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Honourable Member, I am 
standing up. 
 
The Chairman: Ah, sorry. The Chair recognises the 
Shadow Minister of Public Safety. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 The danger of good work that might also be-
come innovative work on this front of drug treatment is 
put at risk if the grass-roots initiatives are discour-
aged. I think the Director, Ms. Dean, does not have a 
complete lock on all of the ideas. Ideas floating up 
from the community, where the problems are and re-
side, is a thing that we should encourage. But it would 
be a shame if people packed up their tents and de-
cided that, Well, the regulation is just too much for me. 
So, we close off a tap of innovation, close off the tap 
of ideas flowing from . . . and the word is right, flowing 
from the grass roots through to the National Drug 
Control or the National Drug directorship.  

These are the risks, these are the conse-
quences that are unintended, no matter how noble the 
aims and ends of these regulations purport to be in 
this Act. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any other Members that 
would like to speak to the proposed amendment? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Attorney General and Shadow Minister of Legal Af-
fairs. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Again, this, I submit, is the law of unintended 
consequences. The grass-roots organisations, the 
churches and the sports clubs that are providing a 
programme within their services that relate specifically 
to Just say no and drug prevention are the ones that 
are going to, potentially, suffer under the hands of this 
piece of legislation.  

It is very sad. And I am just hoping that the 
onerous obligations that are coming with respect to 
this legislation are just not going to cripple those ones 
who have the best interest of children and drug pre-
vention at heart and make them throw up their hands 
in exasperation and walk away from the mandate that 
they have all self-imposed.  

Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Attorney 
General. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Chairman, you know, 
there is a principle in law called the absurdity princi-
ple. And the position is that we are not looking to cre-
ate some anomaly or some absurdity or anything like 
that. I have stated categorically that that is not the in-
tention, nor do I see it as being even a real risk, be-
cause of the circumstances that we have explained 
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with regard to what a programme is, how it applies to 
drug addiction, how the criteria will be met.  

It simply will not extend into the type of les-
sons set up that my honourable and learned friend is 
raising as a concern. On that basis, there is simply no 
need to go ahead with that amendment and take out 
that particular subclause. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 However, there is an amendment before us. 
 All those Members in favour of the motion, 
please, say Aye. 
 All those opposed, please, say Nay. 
 
AYES AND NAYS. 
 
The Chairman: There is a division? 
 We will take names of Members. But first, we 
will have the three minutes. 
 
[Pause for the ringing of the bell] 
 
The Chairman: The bell has been rung. The decision, 
we will be calling names. The amendment that is be-
fore us is to amend the National Drug Control Act 
2013. The amendment that has been proposed is that 
[clause] 2(e) be deleted—[clause] 2(e) reads, “sports 
clubs and faith-based organisations”—and renumber 
the successive provisions of [clause] 2, as required.  

That is the motion that we will be voting on. 
Thank you. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Chairman: We will now call for names. The door 
is locked. Thank you. 
 
The Clerk: 
 

DIVISION 
[Proposed amendment to remove clause 2(e) from the 

National Drug Control Act 2013] 
 
Ayes: 13  Noes: 16 
Hon. M. A. R. Bean Mrs. J. J. Atherden 
Mr. C. W. D. Brown Mr. K. Bascome 
Mr. D. V. Burgess Hon. L. C. Cannonier 
Mr. E. D. G. Burt Hon. M. H. Dunkley  
Mr. R. Commissiong Dr. the Hon. E. G. Gibbons  
Ms. L. F. Foggo Hon. P. J. Gordon-Pamplin  
Hon. W. L. Furbert Hon. T. G. Moniz  
Hon. D. P. Lister Mrs. N. S. Outerbridge  
Hon. T. E. Lister Hon. M. J. Pettingill 
Mr. W. H. Roban Hon. E. T. Richards 
Hon. M. J. Scott Hon. S. D. Richards, Jr. 
Mr. W. L. Scott Hon. L. K. Scott 
Mrs. K. N. Wilson Hon. R. W. Scott 
 Mr. N. H. C. Simons 
 Mr. G. Smith 
 Mr. J. C. Sousa 
 

Absent: 5 
Mr. G. A. Blakeney 

Hon. S. G. Crockwell 
Mr. Z. J. S. De Silva 
Mrs. S. E. Jackson 
Mr. M. A. Weeks 

 
The Chairman: The Noes have it at 16. The motion 
has been defeated. 
 Minister? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Chairman: Minister? It was 13 [Ayes]. It was 
13/16. 
 
[Motion defeated by majority on division: Proposed 
amendment to remove clause 2(e) of the National 
Drug Control Act 2013 was not passed.] 
 
The Chairman: Minister, you have the floor. Please 
proceed. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Madam Chairman, then I 
move that all clauses be approved. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill, 
clauses 1 [through] 21, be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 

I move that the Bill be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House, as printed. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Chairman: The Bill will be reported to the House 
as printed. 

 
[Motion carried: The National Drug Control Act 2013 
was considered by a Committee of the whole House 
and passed without amendment.] 
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[Pause] 

 
House resumed at 5:27 pm 

 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 

 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

 
NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL ACT 2013 

 
The Speaker: Members, the National Drug Control 
Act 2013, by the Minister of Public Safety, has been 
approved by the House as printed. 
 We move on now to the next Order of the 
Day. I am told that Order No. 2 through [Order No.] 12 
are being carried over. Is that correct? 
 
An Hon. Member: Correct. 
 
The Speaker: So, we therefore move to Order No. 13 
on the paper, motion to be moved by the Minister for 
Economic Development, Dr. the Honourable E. G. 
Gibbons. 

You have the floor, sir. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
take under consideration the following motion: That 
this Honourable House take note of the discussion 
paper entitled, “Inclusive and Special Education 2013: 
Getting it Right for Every Child.” 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 So, Honourable Minister, please, carry on. 
 

MOTION 
 

“INCLUSIVE AND SPECIAL EDUCATION 2013: 
GETTING IT RIGHT FOR EVERY CHILD”–TAKE 

NOTE OF DISCUSSION PAPER 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would actually like to begin with 
three quotes: 

• “To educate a child, any child, is an awesome 
responsibility—to that child, her family and 
Bermudian society.” 

• “My child has a teacher that makes his heart 
sing! I want him to have that with all of his 
teachers.” 

• We don’t just need a policy, we need legisla-
tion. It is my experience that unless it is in the 
law, it won’t happen.” 
 

 Mr. Speaker, these are the words of parents, 
expressed during the development of the Inclusive 
and Special Education discussion paper. Not only do 

they open the discussion paper, but they illuminate 
the context in which the document was developed, 
which was one of significant, but not universal, discon-
tent with inclusive and special education as it stands 
now. The context was also one of hope and desire for 
the diverse needs of all children to be met within the 
Bermuda public schools system. 
 Mr. Speaker, the advocacy and aspirations of 
parents and community members inspired the pro-
posed new vision and direction for inclusive and spe-
cial education in Bermuda, a vision where we get pub-
lic education right for every child. I am therefore 
pleased, on behalf of the Minister of Education, to 
lead the debate on this discussion paper, which is, in 
many ways, the launch of a transformed public educa-
tion system. 

I am pleased to note, Mr. Speaker, in the 
House today we have the Minister, Mr. Brangman; the 
[former] Permanent Secretary, Warren Jones; the new 
Commissioner of Education, Dr. Heatley; and the Pol-
icy Analyst, Kimberly McKeown. 

The development and dissemination of this 
discussion paper, with its frankness, is seen as a first 
for Bermuda. The term “first” in this instance origi-
nates not from me, but from passionate and dedicated 
parents and community advocates for children. For 
some who have expressed dissatisfaction, there is a 
growing sense that something is different. There is a 
feeling from some who have struggled to be heard 
that they are now being listened to. And this is be-
cause they are being listened to. 

The Ministry of Education conducted a 360-
degree consultation that included meetings and other 
interactions with students, parents, educators, school 
counsellors, paraprofessionals, health therapists, 
community groups, service providers and others who 
have an interest and stake in both the current system 
and the future of public education. From this consulta-
tion, an understanding developed of what was working 
well and what needed to be dramatically improved. 
So, the voices of those consulted are embedded 
within the tenor of the discussion paper. Their views, 
suggestions and solutions, which have not previously 
taken hold, along with leading research, now form the 
proposed policy direction that the Government of 
Bermuda would like to take. 

What is also different, as I hope this debate 
will illustrate, is that the discussion paper is signifi-
cantly more than a traditional consultation document. 
It is an acknowledgement that real and radical change 
is needed to improve the quality of inclusive and spe-
cial education. It is the dynamic and ongoing commit-
ment to make that change happen. It is a mechanism 
to consult with the public, students, parents, service 
providers, community members and businesses on 
the future of public education. 

And, of course, it is designed with the best in-
terests of children at heart, so that all children, regard-
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less of race, class, gender, ethnicity, background, ap-
titude or ability, are given the opportunity to excel. 

Mr. Speaker, the discussion paper is consis-
tent with the One Bermuda Alliance platform and was 
developed within a rights framework created and pro-
moted by the United Nations. It is based upon the uni-
versal right to a high-quality education for all and is 
consistent with the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights and the United Nations Convention on the 
Rights of the Child. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to provide 
some background on where we, as the Government, 
and the public education system are headed in the 
next few years. Members should recall that traditional 
inclusion, which was developed in Bermuda in the 
1990s, was a moral imperative. It was about giving 
students opportunities to be better integrated into 
mainstream schools and, eventually, adult society. It 
was successful in helping to develop a culture of un-
derstanding around disability in Bermuda. 

But reflecting back on traditional inclusion, as 
it was implemented, the truth is that Bermuda and the 
public schools system moved to inclusion without be-
coming truly inclusive. While the intentions were good, 
this traditional approach did not achieve its ultimate 
goals. Beliefs did not change entirely, and they still 
have not. Not everyone wants those children in their 
classrooms. The Ministry of Education did not ensure 
that all staff were equipped to meet the needs of all 
children, nor did it adequately organise the system to 
do so. 

Policies and procedures were lacking, and 
overall, the system did not have the capacity to keep 
up with the growing and diverse demands for appro-
priate sports and services. We know that when prob-
lems did occur, there was not sufficient responsive-
ness or adjustments made. Retrospection is relevant, 
because we do not want to make the same mistakes 
going forward. 

One of the greatest compliments given to the 
discussion paper is its honesty. In plain language, it 
acknowledges what has not worked well and what 
needs to change. 

Mr. Speaker, so why does the discussion pa-
per centre on inclusive and special education? It is 
because we want all children to grow up to become 
productive and contributing members of our society. 
We want them to be prepared through education, 
home and community life, to find their passion and 
potential, and succeed to their true ability. While not 
everyone will achieve conventionally defined success, 
we want to equip all of our children to reach their full 
potential. 

So, think about the graduating class of 2027. 
It began with just over 500 children who started pri-
mary school this past September. We know that within 
this group of children are future global citizens, par-
ents, innovators, leaders, humanitarians and ordinary 
workers. I cannot just leave it unsaid that within this 

group are also children who may not always grow up 
to do the right thing. 

But regardless of what they will do or be in 
life, this discussion paper proposes that we have an 
obligation to give them all the opportunity to achieve 
their full potential. So, this discussion paper is about 
inclusive and special education because it is about all 
children. We know that all children do not come to 
school at the same starting point. Although all children 
can learn and achieve, some are at risk for lower 
achievement. We know that this is especially the case 
for boys, children living in poverty, children who have 
been abused and children who have special education 
needs, including those who are gifted. 

This discussion paper is about inclusive and 
special education, because any child can be born 
gifted or with a disability, or both. Any child can be at 
risk for lower achievement or experience barriers to 
learning at some point in their school career. Any child 
may need guidance in order to help them to do the 
right thing and to make the best decisions for their 
future. This does not change our responsibility to pro-
vide high-quality public education. In fact, Mr. 
Speaker, it raises the bar even higher. 

So, in summary, while some changes were 
made to inclusion, repeated calls made over several 
years for a radical overhaul have not been adequately 
acknowledged until now. While there have been a 
number of concerns raised over the years, reviews 
and consultation revealed some of the most significant 
issues that needed to be addressed in order to bring 
Bermuda’s approach to inclusion into the twenty-first 
century. In summary, here are some of those points: 

Firstly, there is not a shared educational phi-
losophy and understanding about inclusion and spe-
cial education within the public education system. 
There are no comprehensive legislative or policy 
documents that set out the framework for inclusion 
and special education. Inclusion was largely imple-
mented as mainstreaming, so students with various 
special education needs were put in regular schools, 
even if the school was not geared toward meeting 
their needs. 

There are unclear and sometimes inappropri-
ate criteria and guidelines used to place children into 
special education. There are significant gaps between 
research and evidence-based best practices, and 
many local teaching and learning practices. There is 
no regular internal or external evaluation of inclusion 
and special education programmes and services. 

Coordination of special education pro-
grammes and services and interagency collaboration 
is inadequate. There is not a consistent or effective 
means of addressing the concerns of parents, and 
there has been poor planning and budgeting for spe-
cial education and a lack of confidence that special 
education provides sufficient value for the money be-
ing spent. 
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These issues have impacted the quality of the 
education provided to students by the Ministry of Edu-
cation and by schools, and must be addressed to im-
prove the achievement of all students. 

Mr. Speaker, now that I have set the context 
for the discussion paper, I would like to focus on its 
approach. The philosophy proposed for the special 
education system is an inclusive one, where all chil-
dren have the right to enrol, to access and to partici-
pate in a high-quality education that meets their 
needs. The discussion paper sets out a definition for 
inclusive and special education as topics which have 
not been particularly well defined or widely communi-
cated within public education in Bermuda. 

Drawing on the United Nations definition, in-
clusive education is “a process of addressing and re-
sponding to the diversity of needs of all learners 
through increasing participation in learning, cultures 
and communities, and reducing exclusion within and 
from education”—process being the operative word, 
meaning that it is not a one-off project, but an ongoing 
effort of continuous improvement to get it right for 
every child. 

“Special education” refers to specialised edu-
cation, particularly to students who have been diag-
nosed or identified and who require specialised pro-
gramming and services to meet their individual needs. 
As I have noted previously, this does include students 
who are gifted. We know that we need to do a better 
job of meeting their needs, and we will do that with 
parental and community involvement. 

The discussion paper also focuses on the 
early years, to give infants and young children the 
best start in life so that they have a good chance of 
success in school. It focuses on prevention and early 
intervention, and it pays special attention to children at 
risk for lower achievement. Finally, it proposes that all 
children with special education needs, including those 
who are gifted, receive an education that is appropri-
ate to their individual needs. 

These key areas, and others, are embedded 
within 16 proposed Policy Priorities that reflect some 
of the greatest areas of concern and challenge. They 
were developed on the basis of research, as well as 
local and international consultation. We believe that all 
16 priorities are key. However, time does not permit 
me to go into each one in detail; so, I will highlight 
eight of them. 

Let me start with the first three priorities, 
which are foundational in nature. They are intended to 
be the springboard for the successful development 
and implementation of truly inclusive and effective 
special education. 

The first priority requires that we (and I quote) 
“Change beliefs and practices to improve student 
achievement.” Quite simply, our vision for inclusive 
and special education cannot be achieved without 
changing the beliefs and practices of persons who 
work with and for children. We all know of people with 

great potential, some perhaps within this very House, 
who, for whatever reason, were told they would never 
achieve success or greatness. We want to develop an 
education system where everyone believes that all 
children can learn, and we want an education system 
where we do not sell any child short. We want school 
staff who believe in the capacity for greatness of every 
child and who will make a difference in the life of 
every child. 

The second priority is to “Dramatically im-
prove the legislative framework for inclusive and spe-
cial education to 21st century standards.” Our inten-
tions here must be based upon the right of universal 
access to high-quality education for all, including 
those who may be at risk and/or who have special 
needs. The current legislation is weak when com-
pared to international standards. Therefore, we pro-
pose to strengthen the Education Act 1996 and, 
where necessary, develop ancillary legislation. We 
want high-quality public education to be a right in both 
name and in practice. 

Priority 3 focuses on the early years. Both 
science and conventional wisdom are consistent when 
it comes to the benefit of early intervention for young 
children. The economic value of early education is 
sound because investments made when children are 
young pay dividends throughout their lives. The bene-
fits are not just for the child, but for their family and 
Bermudian society. Something, Mr. Speaker, as sim-
ple as getting a child’s eyes tested can make a differ-
ence in whether or not a child learns to read. 

Mr. Speaker, we also know that a child with 
speech–language delay is at greater risk for reading 
difficulties. One of the first questions that speech–
language pathologists from the Child Development 
Programme ask parents with concerns is, Has your 
child’s hearing been tested? For example, a two-year-
old girl was flagged for speech–language therapy and 
was found to have a preventable hearing loss that 
was corrected with surgery. With therapy, she went 
from a severe language delay, to moderate, to mild. 
She now has no language delay and is, in fact, thriv-
ing in the public schools system. This is an example of 
early intervention at work, where time, effort and dol-
lars were saved in the long run by not allowing the 
problem to get progressively more complex and debili-
tating. There are countless other examples that can 
be given. 

We propose that early [childhood] education 
and development must be high quality and sit within a 
larger framework that includes parental, community 
and cross-Ministry support. It must consist of pro-
gramming that ensures the safety and health of all 
children. It should also balance physical, social, emo-
tional and cognitive development and be individual-
ised for differing abilities. 

We also want to ensure that no child falls 
through the cracks. So, a full-fledged early-years 
strategy that crosses all Government Ministries with 
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responsibility for young children is a key focus of the 
discussion paper. Such a strategy would be aug-
mented by supporting policies that reflect cohesive 
and aligned approaches to giving children the best 
start in life. 

Priority 6 requires that the Ministry of Educa-
tion diagnose and identify exceptionalities and special 
education needs. Now, I understand that the new 
Commissioner of Education has already taken the 
initiative to eliminate a practice whereby the Minister 
of Education did not diagnose learning and intellectual 
disabilities. This priority, once fully implemented, will 
help to empower students, parents and schools, be-
cause it will provide more accessible information 
about what learning challenges students have and 
how they can be appropriately supported. It will help 
the Ministry of Education and other partners plan for 
short-, medium- and long-term support for children. 
This information is not only valuable for children of 
school age, but it is needed so that students with spe-
cial education needs who go on to college and univer-
sity can self-advocate and receive the needed support 
in post-secondary education. 

Using the words that come with diagnosis will 
eventually increase our comfort level and help to cre-
ate a better culture of understanding around excep-
tionalities. 

Priority 11 speaks to the development and 
implementation of mediation and dispute resolution 
processes for parents who are dissatisfied with their 
children’s education and for whom serious issues re-
main unresolved. We want parents to have a positive 
interaction and a high level of satisfaction with their 
children’s schools and the Ministry of Education. A 
number of parents express frustration that their issues 
and concerns remain unaddressed. This priority builds 
on an existing, but underutilised, complaints process 
within schools and the Ministry of Education and pro-
poses to give parents the opportunity to engage with 
third parties to help use compromise to solve signifi-
cant problems. 

Priority 12 is to (and I quote), “Encourage, fa-
cilitate and be responsive to increased parent, family 
and community involvement and advocacy.” The Min-
istry of Education has already begun significant work 
on priority 12. This is evidenced, Mr. Speaker, by the 
introduction of this discussion paper and the resulting 
consultation. As implied earlier, the voices of parents 
and community members are embedded throughout 
this discussion paper. Many of the ideas and propos-
als for action that fall under each priority come from 
parents, families and the community. We want parents 
to be involved in processes to support their children, 
and we know that we can do a better job by providing 
them with information on how the system works, how 
it can be navigated and what can be done when 
things do not work as they should. 

Therefore, a Parent Guide to Inclusive and 
Special Education will be introduced. Consultation has 

already indicated that this particular resource will be 
welcomed by parents and service providers. 

Priority 13 focuses on the budget for public 
education. Quite simply, we will measure value-added 
results to help improve investment in inclusive and 
special education. While all priorities are important, 
this one in particular should receive special attention 
because we need to ensure the resources are avail-
able to pay for our new vision for inclusive and special 
education. The move to inclusion, as previously 
stated, has been fraught with difficulties and budget-
ing challenges. 

For example, there has been a heavy reliance 
on one-to-one paraprofessionals for many children 
with special education needs. Not only is this not 
sound education practice for all children, but it is quite 
expensive. Historically, the Ministry has spent money 
that it did not have on special education, and in many 
instances, it did not plan ahead or make sufficient ad-
justments when the money was not there. In fact, it 
sometimes expanded programmes, without sufficient 
funding, without regard to their effectiveness and sus-
tainability. 

That era is ending, and the Ministry has in-
creased scrutiny. Money will not be allocated where it 
is not being well spent. Instead, we will make some 
tough decisions to eliminate waste and programmes 
and services that are not working for students. We will 
take those savings and invest them into programmes 
that are working. 

Mr. Speaker, the last priority that I would like 
to highlight, Priority 15, will address a central question 
in public education, and that is, What does account-
ability look like? Although accountability is embedded 
within each priority, this priority gives the community 
the opportunity to help make public education ac-
countable. Priority 15 is to “Increase knowledge, 
transparency and accountability for results in general 
and special education.” This is not accountability for 
its own sake, but for results for student achievement. 
Information on student results, as well as the pro-
grammes, services and policies and procedures that 
help support schools and the Ministry get results for 
children, will be made available as a matter of course. 

The Ministry of Education has historically 
been afraid to share too much information. In this in-
stance, releasing information will assist the public to 
hold those who work with and for children more ac-
countable. 

Mr. Speaker, that concludes my overview of 
half of the proposed Policy Priorities in the discussion 
paper. I would now like to talk briefly about the consul-
tation process. 

This debate takes place at an opportune time, 
as the public consultation on the discussion paper will 
conclude next Friday, on December 13th. I sincerely 
hope that those with a stake in the future of public 
education will take the time to share their views on the 
proposed future direction of inclusive and special edu-
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cation with the Ministry of Education. This is because 
consultation works. It makes people part of the proc-
ess. It gives people a voice and an opportunity for the 
Ministry of Education to hear what people are thinking 
and what they want. It is also a chance for us to dem-
onstrate that we are responsive to those voices. The 
ultimate aim is to have the best policy for children and 
for society. 

This consultation is also different from others 
traditionally run by the Ministry of Education. It was 
designed in partnership with the Coalition for Commu-
nity Activism in Bermuda (CCAB) in order to ensure 
that consultation would be accessible and responsive 
to the public. With CCAB’s help, the Ministry of Edu-
cation held information sessions which gave members 
of the public, educators and school staff, as well as 
some civil servants, the opportunity to hear first-hand 
about the discussion paper. During these sessions, 
participants were able to ask questions and give feed-
back on the policy direction that the Government 
would like to take in this area. 

CCAB has also conducted individual dialogue 
sessions with smaller groups of parents, educators 
and community members to help inform the future of 
inclusive and special education. To date, the consulta-
tion has confirmed much of what parents expressed 
over the years, that they want improved programming 
and services, and educators who are appropriately 
equipped to meet the needs of their children. There 
was a significant interest in having specific issues re-
solved and to have them resolved urgently. The con-
sultation also revealed that we must do a much better 
job communicating to parents in the community about 
what is offered, how it should be offered and what 
should happen when things are not working as well as 
they should. 

Many persons consulted were hungry for ad-
ditional information so that they could, in fact, better 
advocate for children. The public meetings and sub-
missions received thus far show a great deal of sup-
port for the overall policy direction that the Govern-
ment proposes to take. However, as expected, there 
is a degree of scepticism and a sentiment that a policy 
is long overdue. There were also numerous requests 
for more detail on where the Ministry of Education will 
start and how and when the change will actually oc-
cur. 

Mr. Speaker, in the November 2013 Speech 
from the Throne, His Excellency announced that, 
within this Parliamentary year, a White Paper on In-
clusive and Special Education would be developed 
which will set out the Government’s plans and a clear 
framework for the provision of inclusive and special 
education. In keeping with the Government’s commit-
ment to ongoing consultation, the White Paper will 
allow parents and the wider community the opportu-
nity to provide their views and insights on the specific 
changes that will take place for Bermuda’s children. 

But before a White Paper can be published, 
the Ministry of Education will use the remaining week 
of consultation to seek out as many submissions as 
possible from key stakeholders, including parents, 
non-profit organisations and other community mem-
bers. Each submission, whether received in writing or 
orally, will be reviewed and analysed. Together, the 
submissions will be considered on their merits and 
used to inform the policy direction that the Govern-
ment of Bermuda will take.  

I should also say that the Ministry is building 
capacity every day through higher expectations, talent 
development and increased accountability, so the fu-
ture direction and how it will be developed and imple-
mented will also reflect its improved capacity. 

In early 2014, the Ministry of Education will 
come back to the public to communicate the results of 
the consultation, how the policy will be moved forward 
and the specific actions that will be undertaken to con-
tinuously improve the provision of inclusive and spe-
cial education to twenty-first century standards. This 
communication will precede the upcoming White Pa-
per. The broad policy development process will result 
in firm and clear policy for inclusive and special edu-
cation that will improve the quality of public education 
for all. 

But we also know that the need for change is 
urgent and cannot wait. That is why the Ministry is 
making improvements for children as I stand here be-
fore you. I already noted that the Ministry of Education 
will begin diagnosing and identifying exceptionalities, 
which is indeed a sea change in the current approach 
towards inclusive and special education. Work will 
begin shortly on developing the system-wide early 
intervention framework, also referred to in the United 
States as response to intervention. Preschool learning 
support criteria are in development. And just this 
week, it has been determined that preschool-aged 
children who have special needs, but not necessarily 
a diagnosed exceptionality, will have preschool inter-
vention plans. These will lay out the temporary special 
services that identify children in need in preschool. 

The Ministry is also improving the quality of 
the individual education plans, and an audit of all 
plans is currently taking place. There will be an in-
crease in the fidelity of implementation of individual 
education plans so that teachers are required to con-
sistently provide students with all of the identified spe-
cial education programmes and services. Parents and 
advocates have also been encouraged to speak up if 
schools in the Ministry do not do what has been prom-
ised. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are just a few examples 
of the change that is currently underway. Of course, 
there will be much more. While these changes are all 
consistent with the discussion paper’s Policy Priori-
ties, the ultimate policy direction will still be deter-
mined following ongoing consultation and assessment 
of the progress being made. 
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I would be remiss if I did not acknowledge 
some of those who have helped put the consultation 
in place. I would like to thank CCAB’s Joann Pully for 
the time and skills support that she provided. Addi-
tionally, CCAB’s steering committee of Dr. Janet Fer-
guson and Margaret Hallett should be commended for 
their leadership in providing advice and support to the 
Ministry of Education. 

Whilst there are many other parent partners 
who have helped play a role behind the scenes, I 
would like to especially thank Mr. Jose Lopez and Ms. 
Erica Fulton of the Bermuda Special Needs Network, 
as well as Ms. Cathy Sousa, and other members of 
the Learning Disabilities Association of Bermuda. On 
their own initiative, they funded and held the public 
meeting on the inclusive and special education dis-
cussion paper. 

Mr. Speaker, I must also thank Ministry of 
Education Policy Analyst, Ms. Kimberly McKeown, for 
her excellent work on this document. This discussion 
paper is the result of countless hours of research, dis-
cussion and dialogue. Ms. McKeown has worked dili-
gently over the last two years to bring it to fruition, and 
one only needs to have a conversation with her to re-
alise that this has become her passion, and the proc-
ess is better for it. 

Mr. Speaker, this discussion paper is the first 
major step in the development of a meaningful policy 
and action process to get the public education system 
right for every child. In conclusion, we recognise, as 
one parent said, that educating a child, any child, is an 
awesome responsibility. We also want all children to 
have teachers that make their hearts sing, and we 
understand that, while policy is needed, so is legisla-
tion and fidelity to that legislation. 

I would also like to remind my colleagues that 
this process is one that affects all of us. Inclusive and 
special education is as much about ensuring that we 
give every child the opportunity to succeed as it is 
about creating the kind of Bermuda that we want for 
our children and for ourselves. And through this proc-
ess and its ongoing development and implementation, 
it is my hope that we will do this together as one Ber-
muda. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the input of 
honourable colleagues. Thank you. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair will recognise the Shadow Minister 
of Education. MP Walton Brown, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am very happy that you took it upon yourself 
to recognise me. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. It was difficult. 
 
[Laughter] 
 

Mr. Walton Brown: For one minute there, I thought I 
might not have the opportunity. 
 
The Speaker: You are ahead. So you had better 
speak now. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you. I have to remember 
that as I proceed. 
 Mr. Speaker, I first of all want to thank the 
Government for bringing this discussion paper to Par-
liament for debate. It is a very important initiative, in-
clusive education. It is something which was started a 
number of years ago, and we are now at a further 
stage in the delivery of an inclusive approach to edu-
cation in our country. It is important. The Honourable 
Minister in his concluding remarks said that we need 
to do this for the sake of our children and that every 
child has the right to learn, every child should have an 
opportunity to learn. 
 We need to improve our education system for 
a multitude of reasons, Mr. Speaker. We need to be 
comprehensive in our approach. We need to leave no 
stone unturned in our efforts to deliver on those 
changes. Mr. Speaker, we live in a world of great and 
increasing competition, and we know that our young 
people have to be equipped with the necessary edu-
cation and skill sets in order to improve. 

This week the OECD [Organisation for Eco-
nomic Co-operation and Development] issued their 
three-year report on countries’ academic performance 
called PISA. We are not part of that yet, although I do 
hope that the Ministry, in its wisdom, will see fit to en-
sure that Bermuda is, in fact, included in the rankings 
in the next three-year cycle.  

But what they do is they rank all countries. 
And Asia has turned out remarkably well in this. Sin-
gapore came second, Shanghai first. I have had the 
opportunity to spend some time in Singapore and look 
at the education system there. It is an onerous burden 
that they put on their students. There was a report of 
some students who get home at eleven o’clock at 
night from taking additional classes. Now I am not 
sure that we want to embrace that kind of an ap-
proach, but we recognise that Singapore has a very 
strongly demonstrated commitment to improving the 
quality of education and they have committed signifi-
cant resources to that undertaking.  
 I listened to the Minister say it is not going to 
come cheaply. There are some issues of additional 
expense. I would encourage the Minister and the Min-
isters responsible to ensure that programmes for in-
clusive education are properly and fully funded. You 
will know, Mr. Speaker, that we had somewhat of a 
disagreement during Budget time when the Govern-
ment decided to make cuts in education. As one edu-
cation Minister in Asia said when he was being inter-
viewed on the OECD PISA ranking, he said, One 
thing we never do is we never cut funding for educa-
tion even during a recession because we recognize 
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the importance of that for the young people and for 
our future.  

So why are we here today? We are here to 
look at a very comprehensive document that outlines 
a wide range of steps and a wide range of priorities to 
improve the inclusive nature of our system of educa-
tion. 
 In the early 1990s, when we first moved to-
wards inclusive education, Mr. Speaker, it was inclu-
sive in name only and lacked the framework of sup-
port to really and truly be inclusive. What it meant was 
you would take a child who had some, shall we say, 
challenges, a special needs child, and just put him or 
her in a classroom with all the other students and then 
expect somehow that student to grow and to learn. 
But in that environment you had teachers who were 
not trained to be able to deliver anything to the stu-
dent, and so most teachers just thought it frustrating. 
They felt ill-equipped to deal with it. They could not 
understand the thinking of the Ministry in putting chil-
dren in these classrooms and so you had a polarised 
relationship between teachers and the Ministry as if 
there was no connection and no information being 
passed between the two. That created a wide range of 
challenges. 

We have taken a number of years to get to 
this point. I, too, want to thank the very competent 
staff at the Ministry of Education—Mr. Warren Jones, 
Dr. Heatley and Ms. McKeown. They have worked 
tirelessly. I guess I felt that infectious enthusiasm dur-
ing the public presentations. All you need to do is lis-
ten to Ms. McKeown make a presentation and you are 
on board for inclusive education. You feel that pas-
sion; you feel that commitment. And ultimately it is 
about our children and the set of opportunities for our 
children to succeed. 
 Mr. Speaker, the more the public understands 
what inclusive education means the more the public 
will come on board. I am impressed by the level and 
the nature of consultation that has characterised this 
approach. I venture to say it is unprecedented, al-
though I do recall something along the lines of the 
education reform process under Minister Simons 
where I believe there was a level of consultation. But I 
have seen nothing like this before in terms of deliver-
ing policy based on informed input from a wide range 
of the public—parents, students, teachers, specialists.  

There is genuine commitment, I think, in this 
country to see credible steps, tangible steps forward 
to make the system better. We now have a template 
with this document to bring about reform. I have said 
to the tactical staff that I am impatient for reform, but I 
do understand that sometimes you need to take the 
time to do proper consultation. I just would have 
hoped that the time frames would have been some-
what shortened, but I do understand the rigorous na-
ture of what we have before us.  
 To get to some of the more particular points 
that I want to address, Mr. Speaker, we need to first of 

all understand the nature of public schools. Public 
schools are positioned quite differently from private 
schools. Public schools must provide education for all 
students of all abilities and with all challenges. It is a 
legally mandated requirement. In contrast, in contra-
distinction, private schools have a practise of inviting 
students to leave when they present certain chal-
lenges and those students end up in the public school 
system. That has a wide series of consequences, one 
of which is reflected in published student perform-
ance. But the other is that the public school system 
will have a much greater percentage of students who 
present special needs. That, of course, needs to be 
addressed and makes the public school system sig-
nificantly different. 
 One of the really important aspects of the in-
clusive approach to education is this commitment to 
early assessment that the Ministry, the teachers, the 
principals, will be involved in a collective undertaking 
to assess each and every student to determine the 
extent to which they have special needs. You would 
think that would be an obvious thing to have in place. 
But look at it, Mr. Speaker, this is 2013 and we are 
only now at that point.  

Obviously, it makes sense. It is an obvious 
thing to do. We could have asked the question, Why 
was it not done before? But that is not helpful. It will 
be done going forward. It will be of great benefit to 
students. It will be of great benefit to parents and, of 
course, also to teachers, because children will be able 
to be assessed. We will be able to understand what 
challenges they present, and the appropriate interven-
tion modality will be determined to ensure that that 
child can improve, if not succeed, altogether in their 
educational time there.  

Most teachers would tell you . . . I have a sis-
ter who has been teaching for more than 30 years. 
She would tell you that most teachers can identify 
those students with challenges within 30 days, most 
much less than 30 days. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: My honourable colleague, Mrs. 
Foggo, says less than 30 days. Good teachers can do 
that, yes. I will submit that most teachers are good 
teachers and most teachers do care about student 
success and do want to help those students. 

So if the teachers have the capacity to identify 
those students that present needs and challenges, 
and we now have a system in place that is going to 
ensure a regime of learning and a framework for 
learning, then I think we are off to a very, very good 
start. 
 One aspect of the proposed reforms that I 
have really taken to, when it comes to inclusive edu-
cation, is the importance of the individual education 
plans. I think I have that right, yes—individual educa-
tion plans. 
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[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, you know, Mr. Speaker, I 
am trying to use these , and I am not the most techni-
cally proficient person— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: But it works. And my colleague, 
Mr. Burt, would tell me . . . I do not even know how to 
get Twitter results to come directly to my phone. I do 
not even know how to do that! 

But, Mr. Speaker, the individual education 
plan represents the perfect opportunity for customisa-
tion of educational needs for special needs children.  

Just think about it. We have a Government 
which is going to say that [for] every child that pre-
sents himself or herself with challenges [we] will sit 
down, assess what their needs are, and determine the 
appropriate framework for education and learning. 
The beauty of it is that it encourages parents to be 
involved. In fact, it requires parents to be involved, I 
should say, parents or guardians to be involved. And 
you have a programme in place that has the buy-in of 
the parents, the teacher, and perhaps actually the 
student depending on their age—but certainly the 
parents and the teacher.  

So we will have a framework that will be 
predicated upon customisation determined to ensure 
that that child can progress. 

This inclusive approach also accepts where 
students are—a big difference between that and just 
setting a standard that everyone has to meet. If we 
have a child or young person presenting severe learn-
ing challenges, then you just know that that student is 
very unlikely to reach a standard that you set for those 
who do not present learning challenges. But what is 
important is that with the individual education plan 
each child can grow and can develop.  

They can achieve a modicum of success 
based on what their education plan is. That represents 
progress. That represents success for the student and 
more importantly, or perhaps equally importantly, it 
helps to instil a greater sense of confidence as op-
posed to the child who is hitherto been marginalised 
because they feel they cannot compete on the same 
scale with everyone else so they become quiet, or 
they become dysfunctional to camouflage their weak-
nesses. 

There is an interesting case study (I call it a 
case study). A friend of mine was telling me a story 
about a child, and he presented some learning chal-
lenges in the public school system. He could not sit 
still in class. He would just get up all of a sudden and 
run around the classroom, would shout out comments. 
And the initial reaction was to drug him. I have a seri-
ous problem with the prevalence of young people be-
ing drugged because . . . what is the term called? 

ADHD? Which seems to exist only in North America. I 
do not want to get into conspiracy [talk] about phar-
maceutical companies and doctors and so on, but we 
have a penchant for over diagnosing our young peo-
ple and drugging them.  

With this particular young man there is a 
teacher attached to help this person, this young boy, 
and she would sit with him. When he would start to 
get a little restless, she would take him outside. He 
would run around, come back inside and get back into 
his lessons. He scored a significant improvement in 
his educational performance within three months 
without any drugs, with the dedicated commitment of 
educators. That is the kind of initiative I want to see. 
That is the kind of initiative I see coming out of the 
inclusive approach to education.  

It is something that we all need to be cogni-
sant of because I have grave concerns about the 
drugging of our young people and chemical-contrived 
illnesses. I am sure the specialists will challenge me 
on that, but so be it. 
 Another important aspect of this inclusive ap-
proach is that it is predicated upon every teacher gain-
ing an understanding of what special education 
means. Here is a truth, Mr. Speaker. We had kids in a 
classroom. They were just seen as dysfunctional. 
There was no sensitivity, no understanding that this 
particular person requires some special attention. If 
they were informed about the issues they could deal 
with it differently. So we will have a much more hu-
mane approach to how we deliver inclusive education. 
I sound like I am almost a salesman for the inclusive 
approach, Mr. Speaker! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, I think that there are some 
issues— 
 
The Speaker: I hate to say this, you are sounding 
very good, but— 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Coming from you, Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to take it as a compliment. And I am hoping 
that when you recognise that, you may give me some 
leeway on the motion to adjourn and other matters.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, this issue tran-
scends politics. And so for someone to say I am em-
bracing the approach it is because it is a good ap-
proach. What is good is good. It has no party label 
attached to it.  

My view, and our view, is that we work with 
Government when they come up with great initiatives 
and great plans. The fact that we started it is perhaps 
a little sweeter for us to be able to embrace it, but it is 
not a political issue. I have no qualms about standing 
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before you and this House and the public and saying 
that this inclusive approach to education represents a 
solid step forward and it is something that we should 
all embrace. 
 Another really important aspect of the Ministry 
approach to inclusive education is to have cross-
collaboration across Ministries. Now, when I first 
heard about it, it sounded like bureaucratisation of a 
challenge that our young people face. I could imagine 
one department making one prescription [and] another 
department saying something else. And as I was at 
one of the public consultation meetings, I asked the 
question, How is that going to work? The answer I 
received was comforting—that the Ministry of Educa-
tion will retain control over the policy directive. So 
while there will be collaboration across the Ministries, 
that is for tactical input and expertise, the decision will 
rest with the Ministry as opposed to getting caught up 
in the mire of bureaucratisation where no one takes 
responsibility and there is no accountability.  

So all of us will have to ensure that we moni-
tor the Ministry; that they stick to what the commitment 
is; that the Minister will have overall responsibility for 
the development of all of the plans associated with 
this approach.  
 Mr. Speaker, I am very comforted by the fact 
that the inclusive approach will rest upon research 
and evidence-based teaching practises. We have 
gone beyond and hopefully seen the back off, gut feel-
ing reactions to the development of policy. This indus-
try was so critical that it has to be predicated upon 
research and evidence-based findings. It cannot be, 
Well, I have been teaching for 30 years and I know 
what to do. We have gone beyond that. So look at the 
research, identify what the research says, look at best 
practises, do comparative analysis, see what works in 
other countries, what can be refined for here and what 
may not work.  

You know, is it Finland (I believe) that has an 
excellent academic system?  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: But it is in the context of a country 
that is monolithic on so many levels. So the question 
becomes, To what extent can you take the Finnish 
experience and relay it to Bermuda? To what extent 
can you take South Korean experiences and relate it 
to Bermuda? To what extent can you take Singapore's 
success and relate it to Bermuda? So you use evi-
dence-based methods. You use research to deter-
mine the appropriate approach and if we have re-
search inherent as an underpinning in all of what we 
do, then we will be on a very sure footing, indeed, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Parental involvement is critical. You cannot 
create an individual education plan without parental 
involvement. But, more importantly, parents and their 
involvement are critical to the success of students. All 

of the evidence shows that. The more parents are in-
volved, the greater the likelihood that your child will do 
better academically.  
 I have three children; I have three young 
adults. And I used to spend a lot of time at West 
Pembroke because all three of my sons went to West 
Pembroke, Mr. Speaker. Attending PTA meetings is 
just one step. It is just one step. But you have to be 
involved. Attending PTA meetings, looking at the 
homework assignments, ensuring homework assign-
ments are done—I do not mean doing the work for the 
student, you know. I mean monitoring what they do 
and ensure that young people, the children, get to do 
the work themselves.  

All too often we see parental involvement de-
clining as the years progress in school. So at primary 
school, everyone is in attendance; at middle school, 
numbers start to drop; at secondary school/high 
school, numbers drop further. But there is a correla-
tion between parental involvement and academic and 
student success. So we want to try to find ways to do 
that. We have to find ways to ensure that parents or 
guardians stay involved because that is a critical link 
for the success of our young people. And with special 
education, it takes on an even greater priority. 

I know there are challenges out there, espe-
cially in this climate, when people are forced to work 
two and three jobs—if they can find them—which 
means sometimes a parent, or both parents, may not 
even be at home. So that represents a challenge. But 
a challenge it is and [it is] a challenge that needs to be 
addressed. I do not have an answer for that, Mr. 
Speaker, and there is no answer in this document. But 
there is a recognition that we have to find a way to get 
parents involved on a regular basis in the success of 
our young people and in particular when it comes to 
special education. 
 One of the areas that stands out . . . Mr. 
Speaker, how much time do I have to speak on this 
motion?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I cannot believe my colleagues—
they were chastising me on the duration of my . . . this 
is— 
 
The Speaker: Do you want me to send them out while 
you continue on? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I will be guided by your decision, 
Mr. Speaker. But this is an important issue. 
 
The Speaker: It is and you are doing well. I do not 
know what is wrong with your colleagues. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
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Mr. Walton Brown: I mean, they have had their din-
ner. 
 
The Speaker: Exactly. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I have been trying to figure out 
what their problem is. 
 
The Speaker: That is the problem. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, maybe there is a conse-
quence of— 
 
The Speaker: Stay on the wicket you are on. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, I have allowed myself to be 
distracted and— 
 
The Speaker: Stay on the wicket. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Let me get back on track. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So, the other really important as-
pect of parental involvement comes when there are 
challenges. If a child is acting inappropriately or there 
is a concern about the nature and design of the indi-
vidual education plan, the parents have a right to me-
diation, to an appeal process. So the individual educa-
tion plan, the disciplinary measures imposed, are not 
just top-down from the Ministry and from the schools. 
Parents have a right to be consulted. Parents have a 
right to be able to challenge, to mediate, and to find 
solutions that everyone can be happy with.  
 I have already talked about time frame. I am 
just impatient, so I want to see things done quickly. 
But I know sometimes when you push things quickly 
something falls out. My understanding is that the ac-
tual full plan will not be in place until September 
2015—or is it 2016? Right, 2016. So that is two years, 
and I know there is a lot more work to be done. If any-
thing can be done to expedite this, I would be a very 
happy individual. 
 I have two further points, Mr. Speaker, and 
then, if my colleague will oblige, I will sit down.  
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Transparency will underline, and 
has underlined, thus far, everything that is being done 
in special education. We have seen the multitude of 
consultation meetings, the public meetings, the meet-
ings with teachers and specialists, so transparency is 
what has underpinned this development with inclusive 
education policy thus far, and there is a commitment 
by the Government to ensure that transparency un-

derlines everything going forward. So we have to be 
able to share our information. The Government says it 
will disclose all information about student perform-
ance.  

I would encourage the Government yet 
again—I am going to digress very quickly, Mr. 
Speaker. But when you collect this information on 
public schools also collect this information on private 
schools so we can have a proper assessment of the 
educational performance of the students in this coun-
try. It makes no sense to focus just on the public 
schools if there are questions or challenges in the pri-
vate schools as well. The law says we (Members of 
the Legislature) have a responsibility for the delivery 
of education for our young people. So I would encour-
age the Government to consider putting that in place. 
 Now, the final point has to do with budget, 
money and expenditure. This is an expansive and no 
doubt expensive undertaking. If you look at the priori-
ties, if you look at what will be done and the require-
ments, it will cost additional funds. But I can guaran-
tee you [that] any money spent in addition to what is 
currently in the budget will pay in dividends later on 
because you will have minimised social problems, you 
will have improved quality of our workforce and you 
will have a better educated population. You will spend 
less money later on by spending more money at the 
beginning end of our educational system. 
 So, as I consider taking my seat, let me just 
say, the Government has continued with this build 
initiative, commenced under the former Minister of 
Education, Jennifer Smith. I believe that we are on the 
right track. We are on the right path. Stick to the col-
laborative approach, focus on our young people, focus 
on the needs of our special needs children. This 
document provides for that framework. This document 
will put our young people with special needs in a very 
good position and I look forward to September 2016 (if 
not before) when we can see it fully implemented. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Nobody on this side? The Chair—now, just 
looking right first—recognises the Whip of the Opposi-
tion, the Member from constituency 3, MP Lovitta 
Foggo. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As a former educator, you know that I do have 
to stand and participate in this motion. I almost feel 
like I am at a loss for words, but let me say upfront 
that I do applaud the Government for trying to ensure 
that all of Bermuda's children are given the best edu-
cation possible that allows for each individual to be-
come self-actualised.  

I want to make that statement upfront, Mr. 
Speaker. But having been a practitioner for about 27 
years, I have seen many changes and in fact I can 
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say for the entirety of my career, I experienced one 
type of reform or the other. And I think, Mr. Speaker, 
you yourself can attest to that. Education has been 
under reform on a continuous basis for as long as I 
was involved, and it still is. And I am not saying that is 
a bad thing. That is just a reality that I think needs to 
be acknowledged.  

But in being subjected to that, I did see the ills 
of inclusion when it was not implemented. I think, the 
intention was great, but it was not implemented in a 
manner that allowed for students—both those who 
were academically capable and those who had what-
ever special needs that they had—to, I would say, 
excel or progress. I would caution the way in which 
this is indeed implemented. And I say that because 
we often do things that we believe are in the best in-
terests without ensuring across the spectrum that eve-
rything is put in place to ensure that something can 
realise success to the level at which we are hoping 
that it will be realised. 

When I look at inclusion as it is being outlined 
in this document, and I look at the system that we 
have here in Bermuda, and I make comparisons with 
other educational systems, I feel that there should be 
caution put out there that speaks to just adopting one 
system-wide approach. I think people excel in different 
arenas. Let me just say that I am a person who has 
always advocated for meritocracy. However, that does 
not mean that I do not embrace all of the good quali-
ties that other systems do have, because I do.  

I think that we do need to look at a system 
and we need to look at several systems to try and en-
sure that our young people have the option of being 
able to be placed in a setting that is optimal for them, 
and I do think that this document is trying to achieve 
that. I am not saying that it is not but, again, having 
been a practitioner realising all that is involved in try-
ing to get it right, it is absolutely necessary (as has 
been pointed out) that adequate manpower is in 
place, adequate resources are in place, [and] that you 
have the right type of facilities (both structurally and 
otherwise).  

The infrastructure has to be there in order to 
be able to deliver what we are hoping to do here. And 
that includes, of course, professional training. We 
want to know that the teachers who are in the class-
room are expert at what they do. I do not believe that 
individuals are expert at everything. So we want to 
ensure that when we burden those who are responsi-
ble for ensuring a quality education to our youngsters, 
we want to make certain that they are equipped in 
order to be able to provide such. I dare say that those 
abilities will not necessarily . . . and we know they will 
not. For instance, if you have a youngster who is hear-
ing impaired the main instructor in a classroom setting 
may not be someone who is trained in . . . what is the 
language called? 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  

 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Sign language, yes, thank you. 

Not trained in sign language. And of course it 
is not a difficult task to ensure that someone is in the 
classroom as a co-instructor providing sign language 
for the student who is hearing impaired.  

So we do know there are situations where you 
can have the available experts, but there is also (I 
would say) that pivotal point. I have been in a class-
room setting where I have seen five adults at one time 
in a classroom try and ensure that the instruction that 
is being delivered is reaching every individual in that 
class. But I have also seen the detrimental impact of 
having a classroom like that. Hence my reasons for 
why I said that when we do implement such a pro-
gramme, we have to do it very carefully because not 
all the time are the intended outcomes actually what 
come into being. Sometimes it has the opposite effect. 

Many of us who sit in this room came up in a 
system where you did have to be . . . the 11-plus 
exam (I will say that). It was a standard that was put in 
place. I, for one, as an educator, did not necessarily 
think that was a bad thing. However, what I do believe 
was wrong with that system and any system that uses 
one set of criterion as an assessment tool for young-
sters . . . I would never advocate that. I always look at 
it as a way of, yes, you can have that standard be-
cause, you know, if you are going to be measuring or 
assessing children we need those assessment tools. 
But it should not be just one assessment tool that ren-
ders a child successful or not. I do believe in a very 
comprehensive approach, so let me say that.  
 I will go to the classroom setting again. Ina 
classroom setting, for instance, you are asking the 
teacher who has to his or her best ability to diversify 
instruction to meet all of the needs of the learner (and 
it should be learner centred), sometimes if we are 
looking at diversity that spans an extreme spectrum, 
sometimes it results in a situation where the instructor 
(not meaning to) is not able to deliver the optimal (I 
guess you can say) lesson.  

Let us say that I am the science teacher, but 
you also want me to be well-versed in special needs. 
If I am not allowed to operate at that which in I am 
expert in, or, if I am asked to do more I hope that the 
result is not a diminishment of my (the teacher’s) per-
formance. And I highlight that again to say that in 
adopting a programme like this the adequate man-
power, the adequate resources all must be in place 
because no one wants more than I to see the out-
comes successful— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: No one wants more than I to 
see the outcomes successful. I do want them to be 
successful. 
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The Speaker: Speak to the Speaker and you will be 
much better off than listening to that Honourable 
Member. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Sorry. Yes. 

I do want them to be successful. I fear that if 
in any way we neglect to put the proper infrastructure 
in place, we will be where we have been for all too 
long—constantly trying to reform and not actually get-
ting us at a level where looking in the school system 
you can measure success and feel confident that we 
are, I guess, delivering competent individuals into so-
ciety to take their respectful places in society regard-
less of what their abilities are.  

I just feel that I had to throw caution out there 
because for too long I have operated in a system 
where I have heard so many people say that we have 
failed. And as an educator, I believe this country, 
Bermuda, has done a great job in educating our 
youngsters. I just feel that if we have failed, we have 
failed more in designing a system that we feel com-
fortable with, because at one level of the spectrum or 
the other, we seem to be able to put it under the mi-
croscope and say, No, this has not worked (for, one, 
the individual). And if we listen to what the business 
sector says, it has not worked in terms of graduating 
students who, when arriving in the workforce, have 
the skill sets necessary to be successful. We have 
heard those stories all too often. 
 As was pointed out, I think there was a survey 
done in 65 countries just the other day in which 
Shanghai was ranked number one in every aspect of 
education. And, as I think my honourable colleague 
said, Singapore was second. I believe the United 
Kingdom placed 25th and the United States 36th out of 
65 countries. In those countries that seemed to be 
extremely successful, the majority did have a system 
(and he alluded to it) that was based somewhat on a 
meritocracy. 
 
The Speaker: What was that report? 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I cannot think of the— 
 
The Speaker: Was it the OECD? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes.  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Oh, the PISA report. Okay. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: So they still have in place a 
system that many of us have looked at and said that 
too many of our young kids (when we had a similar 
system in place) did not realise success. But, yet, the 

countries which seem to always be ranking near the 
top still have such a system in place. 

I worked in the United States, in Boston, in a 
comprehensive high school called Brookline High 
School. Even though it was a comprehensive 
school—and of course they embraced inclusion—
within the halls of that school there was much stream-
ing that took place. So in spite of being a comprehen-
sive school, what was ascertained was that in order to 
ensure success at an optimum level for the students, 
a certain amount . . . you do want heterogeneous 
groupings of students. But within a narrow range so 
that the students can benefit by having similar stu-
dents in class and the strong ones can be allowed to 
excel and the weaker ones within the range can be 
pooled and you can cater to individual needs within 
that type of setting. 

In looking at other very successful compre-
hensive schools, I saw much the same going on. So in 
spite of housing students of all needs and dubbing 
themselves "inclusive" schools they still, within the 
institutions, recognise students at their ability levels 
and try to ensure that growth takes place for those 
students at their various ability levels. So I was look-
ing at schools that had, I think, at least five streams in 
them. So you have the . . . and with special needs 
where programmes existed within that school that 
could cater to the special needs of those students that 
we are highlighting in terms of students that we want 
to make certain are included within our school system.  
 I guess, Mr. Speaker (how can I put this?), I 
want to make certain, again, that we are embracing 
change that will definitely be linked to improved condi-
tions. Speaking with some parents, Mr. Speaker, you 
have parents and teachers with various schools of 
thought. I have heard from parents that they would 
much rather have a system where you have a school 
that caters specifically to whatever their child's needs 
are as opposed to having their child put in a so-called 
(and I say so-called) "normal" classroom setting and 
be [receiving] their instruction there. Certainly there 
are arguments for and against. 

I have spoken with teachers who in the past 
operated in an environment where we looked at seg-
regating students according to their academic abilities 
and needs. And some of those teachers who work in 
these so-called special needs schools, such as Devon 
Lane, are quite vocal about the fact that they felt that 
a comparison to what they have witnessed because of 
mainstream . . . and it is perhaps because of failing to 
mainstream in the way that we had hoped would re-
sult in improvement. And, bar none, all of those 
teachers said that they saw students with those spe-
cial needs excel far more in institutions that were, I 
guess you could say, built and designed to cater to 
their needs. 

Now I know that this document here is speak-
ing to ensuring that such programmes are put in edu-
cational institutions. So I am not trying to say that this 
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is not trying to meet that standard. This report is 
speaking to trying to ensure that in every school here 
in Bermuda such is in place so that, as I have said 
earlier, students will be able to reach their full poten-
tial. When Ms. McKeown (is it?) came and demon-
strated for us regarding this special inclusion, one of 
the questions that I asked was, Are we basing suc-
cess on individual growth, or are we basing success 
on some standard that is there? That we are saying 
within the educational system all students, if they are 
to be deemed successful, must attain a level, let us 
say, of C, which is equal to 70 per cent, before they 
are so-called considered successful? I was assured 
that students will get measured on their individual 
growth. 

One of the concerns that I had switching from 
the student and looking at those who are responsible 
for ensuring education, which are the teachers, was 
what assessment tools are being put in place to de-
termine whether or not the teacher is meeting a requi-
site standard. And oft-times, student success is one of 
the main criterions used to measure teacher success. 
If we are introducing a system where we cannot say 
that every teacher operating within the system has 
been provided with the requisite skills, and that every 
classroom has been provided with the necessary re-
sources, if we cannot say that, then I have to wonder 
from that perspective: How fair will such assessment 
tools be?  

As you know, Mr. Speaker, learning is a par-
ticipatory process. You can have the greatest teacher 
on earth but you must have a willing student, too. And 
as has been highlighted, system-wide, you must have 
the society, the family, everybody supporting what it is 
we are trying to do in the educational system.  
 I have to pose those arguments because hav-
ing operated in a system and operated, I will say, at 
the management level, right up to the management 
level, where you have to evaluate teachers and what 
have you, I know some of the pitfalls that have been 
experienced in the past. And may likely present them-
selves as we continue to try and reform our educa-
tional system to an extent where we can say, Yes, we 
have put the best system in place to ensure that we 
have met every child's needs. As you well know, Mr. 
Speaker, all sorts of—especially in education—unique 
foibles do present themselves that hinder that process 
in one manner or another. 

I do not want to sound like doom and gloom. 
As I said before, I have been an advocate for the 
Bermuda educational system from day one because I 
have worked in it and I have seen first-hand, time and 
time again, and continue to see (just the other day 
when I was at the Berkeley Institute) numerous suc-
cess stories. And the statistics that have been pro-
duced on this Island do rank in comparison to other 
countries and suggest that we are doing a fair job.  

Now, yes, of course we want to do an excel-
lent job. But I am just saying, when comparing with 

other countries, we do not fall at the bottom of the to-
tem pole. So I have to say that, but I do feel that every 
avenue, every turn, must be looked at to ensure that 
we are putting fair assessments in place, that we are 
putting realistic programmes in place that will enhance 
teacher performance and enhance student perform-
ance, and student being, of course, optimal. But we 
do not want to have anything that results in a dimin-
ishment of either because I do believe if teachers are 
not allowed to perform at their optimum then of course 
the student, not having the best instruction, perhaps 
will not be able to reach their optimum either. 

I want to ask the Ministry in terms of the re-
form that they are putting in place not to forget those 
other systems, whether we embrace them or not—all 
of the positive points that exist in such systems—
because we need to make certain that we are em-
bracing excellence from every area and not just 
adopting, I guess you can say, a one-size-fits-all ap-
proach. First of all, I do not believe in that and, sec-
ondly, in Bermuda, watching reform in education I can 
say that that has been pretty much the way in which 
reform has taken place. And if we are here today be-
cause we feel that we have not done enough to en-
sure success for our students, I have to caution not to 
do that very same thing again and having outcomes 
that we are not happy with.  
 I embrace inclusion. I do not want to sound 
like I do not, because I do. I embrace any aspect of 
education that has been measured and shown to lead 
to high quality performance in students regardless of 
whatever challenges they are confronted with whether 
they be physical or academic. I embrace any theory of 
learning that enhances student performance and, 
again, I just want to caution that we cannot, cannot, 
cannot just embrace something wholeheartedly with-
out ensuring that within that model we have taken all 
of the best practises and are going to make certain 
that those best practises are implemented in a way, 
as I said before, that enhances student performance, 
teacher performance, and encompasses or embodies 
the mission statement of education and is responsive 
to the needs of the society within which we live.  

I can say here that I will do everything that I 
can to try and ensure that as education moves for-
ward it is modelled and it is moulded in a way that will 
foster and facilitate positive outcomes. 
 On that note, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: The time, the time—it is very good, 
Honourable Member. Thank you. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Devonshire [North West], MP Glen 
Smith. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and good 
evening. 
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The Speaker: Good evening to you. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: I fully support this discussion paper 
and I, too, like the Shadow Minister of Education, the 
Honourable Walton Brown, wish we could move this 
quicker than 2016. That is for sure. 
 Mr. Speaker, after reading this document—
and I have to confess I am dyslexic, which sometimes 
can be a struggle to read. I did read through the 
document but I could not find the word dyslexia in any 
part of it. However, I did go and ask the Minister of 
Education, Where is that word? 
The Speaker: Good for you. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: And he said to me, that word would 
fall underneath "Exceptional." I said, Oh, that is a 
compliment. I am exceptional! Thank you very much! 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: That is the positive way of looking at it 
all. 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: You have to look at it in a positive 
light. And then I look around, particularly in this room. 
We have a former Premier, Hon. Sir John Swan, who 
is dyslexic and, clearly, comes out and talks about it. 
 I am not qualified to talk as a teacher, Mr. 
Speaker. However, as a recipient, as a student being 
dyslexic, I believe I am. In my mind, in my opinion, 
dyslexia is not a learning disorder; it is a learning dif-
ference. We just learn differently. If you are to teach 
me you have to teach me differently from teaching the 
other students, as I am sure you are aware, being the 
successful teacher that you were, Mr. Speaker. 
 One thing that I applaud about this document 
is early assessment. I was not diagnosed until I was 
12 years old. And I am speaking for . . . I did go to 
private school. However, I do share the feelings of the 
children . . . I have been in public schools and the 
people that have suffered like I have. And if I had 
been diagnosed earlier, perhaps I would never have 
been kicked out of school. I was asked to leave a pri-
vate school when I was 12 years old, and I was told 
by the then-headmaster that I would amount to noth-
ing in life and I had to get out of there—get out of 
town.  

Mr. Speaker, I am very fortunate that my 
mother worked two or three jobs to be able to get me 
the necessary support that I needed and, unfortu-
nately at the time, it was not on the Island. I went to a 
great school that taught me and that enabled me, 
gave me the tools so that I could deal with the day-to-
day occurrences that I still have today. It does not go 
away. Once you have it, you have it. To me is a great 
gift, because its gift to me is I always have to work 

harder than anybody else has to because I struggle, 
and that is a great gift that has been given to me.  

And to top it off, Mr. Speaker, statistics will 
show you, particularly if a male does have dyslexia 
and he gets to have children, particularly having male 
offspring, there is 50 per cent likelihood that those 
children will have what I have. Lo and behold, my two 
sons—they have it. They also, at the same time, have 
ADD and ADHD so they have a double and triple 
whammy.  
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Mr. Glen Smith: Exceptional! 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
 Mr. Glen Smith: Exactly, there we are.  
 You know, with early detection we are able to 
make the necessary moves. But my point here, Mr. 
Speaker, is that I believe . . . and I will only focus on 
this area because it is all I am qualified to talk about in 
regards to education. I believe this is a right way for-
ward.  

Over my campaign trails . . . and I still get 
calls at least once a month, Mr. Smith, what can you 
do to help my son that is struggling like you struggled. 
And all I can do, Mr. Speaker, is to say that there is a 
plan, there is a plan coming down the road. I try to 
steer them towards the Reading Clinic. 

But you know, Mr. Speaker, the Reading 
Clinic is not big enough. And at the end of the day the 
learning aspect is continual. You just cannot go there 
once a week to get your shot of having tutoring. It has 
to be consistent.  

So I applaud the Minister of Education and I 
look forward to seeing the plan. I would also like to be 
part of that plan in the discussion to help our children 
succeed. Every child needs an education today. Un-
fortunately, we do live in a global world and we have 
to make sure that we educate our children so they are 
able to succeed. My goal for my two boys . . . I just 
need them to get through grade 12—because it has 
been one struggle after another. But, thank God, they 
have the parental support that pushes them.  

All the colleagues who have spoken tonight . . 
. it is about parent involvement. We can have the best 
tutors in the world, the best teachers in the world. But 
if we do not have the parents supporting those chil-
dren and assisting them and prodding and pushing 
them, then what is the point? Then we have a failed 
system.  
 In closing, it has been a very fitting day with 
the tributes to Nelson Mandela. One of his quotes is 
"Education is the most powerful weapon which you 
can use to change the world." Well, Mr. Speaker, it is. 
It will help move Bermuda forward by pushing this pa-
per to where it needs to be. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member for 
that delivery. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I 
will be as brief or briefer than the Honourable Member 
that just spoke. 
 Let me just say it was very heartening to hear 
the Honourable Member speak and he is a good gen-
tleman and I have heard his story before and so you 
have my support. 
 Inclusion education and change and you know 
I have been around for a while to look at the education 
football going back and forward over the years, and let 
me just say that the best way for us in this Honourable 
House to move education ahead is that, first of all, we 
all support the direction, no matter who the Minister is. 
Unfortunately, over the last 20-plus years education 
has been a ping pong ball made to score political 
points on both sides of the arena and our children be-
came the . . . suffered the consequences for such 
fights between or discussions between each side.  

We understand the roles of the Opposition 
[and] we understand the roles of the Government, but 
in this particular case inclusiveness, inclusion . . . we 
have to support the Minister in moving this ahead. I 
fortunately had been around in 1993/94 when the total 
change within the Government system took place, the 
comprehensive system, took place. As a person who 
came out of the 11-plus years, I supported the 11-
plus, but comprehension was something that was dis-
cussed within our Cabinet at the time and we sup-
ported it.  

For many Ministers it was like a suicide mis-
sion. Anybody who became Minister of Education 
knew that they would not be there too long. They were 
popping off left, right and centre. In fact, it was very 
hazardous to be a Minister of Education around that 
time. You did not last. Matter of fact, if I remember, I 
think Gerald Simons, Tim Smith, Jerome Dill— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The whole list goes on and 
on and on. I am just grateful for our Shadow Minister 
of Education who got the ball rolling on how the Op-
position should deal with education.  

Public school education is very important. If 
we are going to build confidence within this commu-
nity and build strong public schools where people be-
lieve in a system, then it is only going to start in this 
Honourable House and out there in the fields where 
we are talking about a good education. Yes, we have 
our differences from time to time. We accept that. But 

we have to find a way to support the principle of edu-
cation.  

I recall when the presentation was made to us 
in our caucus room from the Ministry, I listened very 
clearly to the discussion, and I must admit I was a bit 
concerned in the beginning. I had a lot of my ques-
tions answered by the technical officers but, you 
know, like I said, we started this process in 1993 and 
it is, what, 20 years later, and we are still talking about 
inclusion. 

I recall the former Minister who was a 
spokesman for education. Every week the Minister 
Jerome Dill would be coming to Cabinet for more 
money, particularly for inclusion and everything else. 
Every week he was coming, and the Minister would 
recall that. Matter of fact, I was wondering when he 
was going to stop coming. So I am hoping that the 
Ministry gets support from his Cabinet colleagues and 
the funding that is needed to make this thing work, 
because you have our support on this side and the 
test will definitely be in next year's budget to see what 
funding is put up front to move this process ahead. I 
know we have [until] 2016, but some things will have 
to be taking place between now and 2016 to move 
ahead. 
 You have our support. We have to move this 
off the political minefield and get things done.  
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
I would like to thank the technical officers for their 
work they have done over the last, I guess, two or 
three years they have been working on this, under 
Dame Jennifer Smith and [the] Permanent Secretary, 
for the work that they have done and now the fruition 
and what is before us is something that we can sup-
port in this House. But education is important and we 
must make it our priority. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. Are there any other 
Members that would like to speak to the motion before 
us? 
 The Chair recognises the Minister of Health. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 I am going to contribute to this debate very 
briefly from the perspective of those things that impact 
on the Health Ministry. I am going to speak specifically 
to Policy Priority 6, which is to “Diagnose and/or iden-
tify exceptionalities and special education needs.”  

You will know, Madam Deputy Speaker, that 
there is an entire population of young people who do 
have exceptionalities and who do have special needs 
and for whom we are required to cater in ensuring 
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their optimum output and their excellence in educa-
tion. The receipt of instruction is very critical. 

One of the things that I think that early inter-
vention does is to allow a focal point to determine 
what is needed by individual children and how they 
can enhance their learning experience. You know, we 
talk about special needs and we talk about exception-
alities, and we heard the Honourable Member from 
constituency 14 who just spoke to the issue of dys-
lexia.  

Sometimes we have seen things like ADHD or 
ASD, you know, Autism Spectrum Disorder, or chil-
dren who might be hearing impaired or sight impaired 
which, without early intervention, may not be recog-
nised. As a result, you may find that a child is in a 
classroom setting and being tremendously disruptive, 
not because that is the nature of the child but because 
that child has not been embraced for all of his special 
needs and therefore is left to all intents and purposes 
to his own devices and is not receiving what is being 
imparted by the teacher. So it is very important to 
have early intervention and to ensure that whatever 
programmes exist cater to those special needs. 

But it does not just stop at, you know, cogni-
tive challenges. Sometimes you have those students 
who may appear to be disruptive in class but it just 
boils down to sheer boredom because their level of 
receiving instruction is a lot faster than the ability of 
the teacher to impart. And you find that these young 
students, when this happens, are bored. So the 
teacher is telling them to do their times tables and 
these kids are drawing and doing things because 
those are the things that are attracting their attention 
at that particular point in time. To the extent that we 
fail to identify that, we end up losing another student 
somewhere along the line because we failed in our 
ability to have effective early intervention.  

I know there are students . . . I mean, I can 
speak to the issue of when you look at a student and 
you think, This child is rude (when, in fact, they are 
really just assertive); This child is incorrigible (when, in 
fact, they are bored because the level of instruction is 
not meeting their needs). I know there are many chil-
dren who are actually taken out of the local school 
context and then sent to specialty schools—invariably 
abroad. I can speak to that personally. I was sent off 
to boarding school at the age of 11 because I was 
deemed to be incorrigible.  

What I used to think of those days, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, is that these teachers are so slow 
and they just were not giving me what I needed. I was 
insatiable in terms of what was required to satisfy 
what I needed. But they were not able to do it in a 
classroom size (at the time) of some 40 kids. The av-
erage class size was 35 to 40 children. What we have 
seen over time, notwithstanding that class sizes have 
come down to something like 1 in 7, 1 in 8, maybe 1 in 
10 in some instances, is that the output is not neces-
sarily indicative of what we are putting in. 

I think that the sooner that we are able to un-
derstand what it requires in a mixed context to have 
the optimal delivery of instruction, the receipt of in-
struction by the student so that they can maximise 
what they get out of it, I think the better. I think that 
this is very important that we have a cross-Ministry 
initiative such that, when there are special needs that 
the Health Ministry, in dealing with special needs stu-
dents, and the Education Ministry in dealing with their 
special needs, integrates whatever resources we have 
to ensure that our students are not left behind.  

I am 100 per cent in favour of ensuring that 
the commitment is there. Certainly from a Health Min-
istry perspective, certainly from a support perspective 
to the Ministry of Education, but also to help to em-
brace, within the concept and within the construct of 
what is required, parental involvement. Because as 
one of the Honourable Members indicated, if we do 
not have effective parental involvement then all of the 
efforts that we put into the process will end up virtually 
being for naught. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, we have seen 
the . . . you know, I guess there was a time when it 
was almost like the education was like M&M's. It was 
like we had, you know, this week was a green flavour 
and next week was a yellow one and the following 
week was a red one. And we did not know where we 
were, and we had a mishmash of delivery because 
there was a different process, there was something 
new, there was a new flavour every month. The only 
people who fail in this circumstance are our young 
people. So when we start having to change the stan-
dards to say, It’s okay if you get a 60 or a 55—you 
pass. If you get a D+, you are okay. Our graduation 
rates are such that we lower the bar. Well, I know we 
came— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, what I am 
suggesting is [that] we came out of a system where 
we ensured that we embraced everybody, and it is not 
about lack of inclusion; it is about ensuring individuals 
get the optimum receipt of instruction that is appropri-
ate to them. That is what I am speaking to. 

I am saying that we ought not just lower the 
bar. We ought not to have things like social promotion 
just for the sake of social promotion. We want to en-
sure—absolutely ensure—that the student is able to 
shine at the end of the day. And I think that is what is 
necessary.  

We saw in the late 1980s, early 1990s, the 
EPT and all of the various things that went into chang-
ing the entire school system. And what we have 
ended up with over time is something that has not 
perhaps optimised our abilities to deliver instruction to 
our children. We want to ensure that with this new 
process that everybody is included, that everybody is 
embraced in (as I said) the cross-Ministry initiative, to 
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ensure that there is no child that has been left behind. 
But I have to stress that early intervention, early rec-
ognition if there are challenges with respect to a child, 
can help to guide and direct a level of instruction that 
that child deserves to have.  

Good education is a right. We need to ensure 
that we do whatever we have in our power to deliver 
that right to every child for his success. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members 
that would like to speak? 
 No other Members. 
 
[The House took note of the discussion paper entitled, 
“Inclusive and Special Education 2013: Getting it 
Right for Every Child.”] 
 
The Deputy Speaker:  We will move to the next mo-
tion on our paper. I believe we are moving to [Order] 
No. 15, No. 14 we are moving over, and that is a mo-
tion to be moved by the Honourable T. E. Lister. 
 Honourable Member, you have the floor. 
 

MOTION 
 

REGISTRY GENERAL ANNUAL REPORT FOR 
YEAR ENDED 31ST DECEMBER 2012—TAKE NOTE 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
move that the House do now take under consideration 
the following motion: That this Honourable House take 
note of the Annual Report of the Registry General for 
the year ended 31st December 2012, which was laid 
on 8th November 2013. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Proceed. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Madam Deputy Speaker, I want 
to thank you for allowing me to table this Annual Re-
port for discussion in this Honourable House today. It 
is unusual to debate the report of the Registry Gen-
eral. However, these are unusual times, thus doing 
what we always did should not be the order of the 
day. 
 I have selected this report for consideration by 
this Honourable House as we have some very impor-
tant decisions to make in the next few weeks, months 
and years that lie ahead. The Registry General’s Re-
port provides some of the insight into decisions that 
need to be made. There has been an ongoing debate 
over what are the correct figures for residential popu-
lation of Bermuda. This is an important debate as for 
planning purposes there needs to be accuracy in the 
figures.  

I will show today that the official Government 
figures are flawed due to the method of collection and 
recording and this flaw gives rise to misleading trend 
information. The most important aspect of this discus-

sion will centre on whether the residential population 
has risen in a straight line as the Registry General's 
report indicates or whether the residential population 
has risen and then fallen. Depending on which belief 
you hold to may lead you to make significantly differ-
ent decisions. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, in looking at the re-
port itself, on page 1, there is summary information on 
births, deaths and marriages. I want to focus on births 
at this point and consider the impact that a falling birth 
rate would have on the country. On page 9, table 2.4 
shows that the total number of live births in Bermuda 
has fallen from 821 in 2008 to 648 in 2012. This is an 
overall 21 per cent decline and obviously a significant 
falling off.  

There are two aspects that I wish to bring to 
the attention of this Honourable House. First, the 
number of live births of babies born to two non-
Bermudian parents has fallen from 229 to 147, a 
35 per cent reduction. This reduction in non-
Bermudian babies born here can only be tied to a re-
duction in work permit holders which is a reflection of 
the reduction in commerce in the country over this 
timeframe. Additionally, as many of these students 
traditionally attend private schools this will have ongo-
ing implications for the enrolment of private schools.  
 Secondly, the number of babies born with at 
least one Bermudian parent (which makes that baby a 
Bermudian baby) has, over the same period of time, 
fallen from 592 to 501. This decrease of 91 births 
represents a decline of almost 17 per cent since 2008. 
Similarly, this has implications for the enrolment of 
both public and private schools. These two figures of 
decline have immediate short-term implications for 
teacher hiring and suggests the possibility of school 
closures due to small schools becoming totally un-
economic to operate. These implications will have to 
be considered in line with the SAGE report, which we 
will discuss next week.  
 I should note that this breakdown between 
Bermudian and non-Bermudian babies has only been 
collected since 2006. Not having had this information 
previously means that policymakers have been denied 
data that would have allowed them to make good na-
tional policy decisions. The impact of what is now a 
very low birth rate has major implications by educa-
tion, housing, workforce and social management of 
our economy, which is becoming more dependent on 
a base of imported workers who must reside in Ber-
muda. 
 I now move on to a much bigger, far more 
immediate, and vitally important issue. The Registry 
General's Report has a method of counting residential 
population, which, in the report itself, is acknowledged 
to be flawed. At 10-year census intervals the national 
census process makes a detailed count of all the peo-
ple who are ordinarily resident in Bermuda. This in 
essence is Bermuda's residential population. Between 
censuses the Registrar General counts and annually 
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reports a population figure. However, the Registry 
General states on the page preceding page 1, and I 
quote, "No consideration has been given to the effect 
of emigration or immigration on the population."  

On page 3 of this same 2012 Annual Report, 
the first statement is repeated and amplified by stat-
ing, “The statistics compiled by the Registry General 
do not take into consideration any effects on the popu-
lation due to emigration or immigration.”  

This means that the Registry General know-
ingly ignores the in and out movement of guest work-
ers and their dependents and also ignores the emigra-
tion and non-return of Bermudians. Still, on page 3, 
you will note a reduction in the residential population 
for 2010. 

If you look at page 3, there is a little chart. It 
shows that the number went up in 2008, 2009, 2011 
and 2012, but it was a big drop in 2010. When you 
look at that, this occurred because in 2011 the Regis-
try revised its residential population 2010 figures from 
66,105 to 64,444. In other words, ignoring these two 
types of population movements had created a steadily 
upward climbing graph that had to be adjusted signifi-
cantly when the actual census figures were available. 
In fact, the adjustment was 1,661 or 2.5 per cent.  

Now, 2.5 per cent is a pretty big adjustment to 
make. One can only conclude that there was an ongo-
ing inaccuracy in the figures for the whole decade 
which was revealed when the adjustment was made. 
Thus, the debate over whether Bermuda's population 
has risen steadily from 2000 to 2012, or whether it 
rose and fell from 2008.  
 Madam Deputy Speaker, between the census 
2000 and census 2010 Bermuda's foreign worker 
population rose and fell—9,100 foreign workers in 
2000; 13,400 workers in 2008; 11,900 foreign workers 
in 2010; 10,300 in 2012. So, 3,900 were added be-
tween 2000 and 2008. Then there was a loss of 2,700 
workers between 2009 and 2012—a rise, then a fall. 
We all know that our Bermuda law requires that un-
employed non-Bermudians cannot stay in Bermuda 
while looking for a job. In certain cases they are al-
lowed to stay on if given special permission from Im-
migration. However, otherwise our law requires that 
they leave Bermuda. So, at least 2,700 foreign work-
ers and their dependents must have left Bermuda 
since 2009.  
 Now, let us look at the local side, or the Ber-
mudian side. In the same period the number of job-
filling Bermudians fell from 28,900 in 2000 to 27,200 
in 2008; then to 25,100 in 2012. So the count of Ber-
mudians is down by 3,008. But I want you to notice, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, that this fall occurred during 
a booming economy that was actually adding foreign 
workers. However, from 2008 to 2012 some of this 
measured 2,100 Bermudian reduction may be due to 
Bermudian unemployment and we know now that 
some of this loss was due to emigration.  

So the Bermudian count is consistently down. 
During that whole period the number of Bermudian 
workers fell while the foreign-born workers rose up 
until 2008 and then fell after that. In total, Bermuda's 
national workforce was 38,000 in 2000. It rose to 
40,200 in 2008; dropped back to 38,000 in 2010 and 
is now reported as 35,400 in 2012. So up and then 
down; a rise and a fall. 
 Overall, taking into consideration the depend-
ents of foreign workers, Bermuda's residential popula-
tion has probably changed from a census count of 
62,000 in the year 2000 to around 68,000 at its peak 
in 2008, dropping again to a census count (as I re-
ported earlier) of 64,400 in 2010 and possibly down to 
under 60,000 now. 
 These changes actually represent a 12 per 
cent decline in population since 2008. Any four-year 
general population decline of this magnitude will have 
sharply negative economic consequences in any 
economy. The reason I am talking about it is because 
this fact alone has serious implications for how we 
recover and how we go forward.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, between census 
2000 and census 2010, Bermudians were being 
added at an average of 180 per year. Over time, Ber-
muda's birth rate has fallen. The numbers were much, 
much higher in years gone by. The census 2010 brief 
on emigration, a new feature of the census taking a 
look at emigration for the first time, showed that be-
tween 2000 and 2010 a total of 680 Bermudians emi-
grated; that is, 68 people every year. It is likely that 
emigration has continued beyond 2010.  

This pattern of reported emigration supports 
the view that Bermuda's population has peaked—the 
population of Bermudians has peaked—and has since 
been falling. The rate of non-return of Bermudian stu-
dents is still an unknown. We know when we were in 
school some of our friends did not come back. We 
know today some of our children's friends do not 
come back, but we do not measure. These two fac-
tors, emigration and the non-return of students, further 
add to Bermuda's declining population.  
 I would like the House to take note of the fol-
lowing. The total census counted growth of Bermudian 
population from 2000 to 2010 was 1,819. That is cen-
sus to census. The analysis of Bermuda's status 
grants show that 1,818 status grants took place in the 
10 years between 2000 and 2010. Effectively in that 
decade, all Bermudian population growth was 
achieved through the granting of status. A low Ber-
mudian birth rate, plus Bermudian emigration, plus 
student non-return, joins up with a known outflow of 
as many as 3,000 foreign workers and their depend-
ents.  

Madam Deputy Speaker, some may not like 
this but because of Bermuda's low and rapidly declin-
ing birth rate, significant growth in Bermuda's resident 
working population can only occur if Bermuda's resi-
dential population is augmented by growth in the non-
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Bermudians component. We have to be willing to add 
to the number of people here from overseas.  
 Since 2008, Bermuda's residential population 
has fallen. Bermuda's residential population can only 
stabilise and re-grow by bringing in replacements for 
Bermudians who leave. The fall in residential popula-
tion results in an overall decrease in consumer spend-
ing as there are fewer people who require services—
food, energy, clothing, transportation. My colleague in 
this House, Mr. Glen Smith, has gone into the car 
business. Well, if we keep having a declining popula-
tion he will not sell many cars. It is as simple as that.  
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, there are other 
indicators that support the view that between 2008 
and 2013 residential population has fallen. I will give 
you some examples.  

GDP between 2000 and 2008 rose and from 
2009 until now, falling. A rise, then a fall. Tonnage 
imported in containers arriving by sea between 2000 
and 2008, rising. From 2009 until now, falling. In 
March 2013, total tonnage for the preceding year was 
at the same level seen in the year 2000. A rise, then a 
fall. 

HM Customs—Customs duty receipts were 
rising until 2008, then they began falling in 2009 and 
still declining in 2011 when last reported. Again, a rise 
and a fall. 

Private cars registered—rising every year until 
2008; falling ever since. BELCO power sales—rising 
until 2008/09, falling ever since. The national work-
force rising from 2000 until 2008. We hit 40,200 work-
ers in 2008, and then we are down to 35,400 in 2012. 
A rise, then a fall.  

The guest workers count (as I referred to ear-
lier) [was] 9,100 in 2000; 13,000 in 2008; falling since. 
There is a possibility that it may end up this year un-
der 10,000. A rise, and then a fall. 

Demand for housing—rising until 2008; falling 
ever since. Anyone walking around the country or 
looking at the country knows that we have vacant 
houses in a lot of places. In 2008 and before, we were 
building like crazy and hardly keeping up with the de-
mand. The country was all in all the go—it was great. 

Retail sales—rising until 2008, falling ever 
since. A rise and a fall. You will recall when the num-
bers come out each quarter for each month you hear 
the report—28 consecutive months of falling retail 
sales. Am I right? You heard that. That is where it is. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is my argument that between 
2000 and 2008 residential population was rising. Ber-
muda's residential population began falling in 2009. 
This population decline has reduced and continues to 
reduce all on-Island demand for goods and services 
and reduces economic activity. In turn, this reduction 
in overall consumer spending causes a national eco-
nomic downturn. This underpins Bermuda four-year 

long recession (2009 until 2012) which continues into 
2013. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: As long as the population con-
tinues to fall, as long as there is less consumer spend-
ing, because people do not have it to spend, the 
economy will continue to decline. You cannot get 
around that. The best answer to this problem in my 
view, Mr. Speaker, is an increasing residential popula-
tion.  

However, what is of concern to me is as late 
as the 15th of November 2013, Government's official 
position—this Registrar's report is the official position 
given to us (tabled on the 15th)—was that there has 
been no substantial decline in Bermuda's residential 
population. The report is contrary to what I have been 
showing to be fact.  

Instead, page 3 reports an increase of 226 
and adds further that there has been an average in-
crease of 298 people over the past five years. How-
ever, both the Ministries of Home Affairs and Finance 
admit—one openly and one by default—that they take 
no account of guest workers and their dependents or 
emigration and immigration.  
 Mr. Speaker, this failure to speak with one 
voice has created confusion. And the people, as they 
listen to their leaders, are not able to get a clear pic-
ture of what has happened with the population issue. 
In November of this year these two Ministries were still 
reporting that since 2000 there has only been rela-
tively straight line, unbroken growth in Bermuda's 
residential population. The Registry General's end 
report puts population growth at 64,911 by 2012—this 
is close, but slightly above, the 64,867 for 2012 being 
reported by the Ministry of Finance.  

There is a clear, specific and critically impor-
tant disagreement on a fundamental and vitally impor-
tant national fact. Between 2008 and 2012, Bermuda's 
residential population either increased or decreased. 
Both [are] impossible; it is either one or the other.  

In November 2013, the Bermuda Government 
reports that between 2000 and 2013 residential popu-
lation has increased steadily. The Ministry of Finance 
says that by July 2013 the residential population had 
reached 65,002 and in September 2013 SAGE re-
ported residential population as 67,500. Now that has 
to be of concern to us as we are relying on SAGE and 
SAGE reports to carry us somewhere.  

Now, SAGE is working off of numbers that are 
2,000-plus off from what the right numbers are—it has 
implications for the decision-making that SAGE has 
brought to us. So we will and we must look at that 
next week when we meet on that exchange. However, 
other measures and indicators and data show and 
confirm that between 2000 and 2008 the population 
rose and since has fallen. 
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 This challenge of what is the correct figure (as 
I mentioned) carried over into the work of the SAGE 
Committee. From what I glean, SAGE had difficulty in 
getting accurate information in some areas. In fact, in 
their last three town hall meetings the SAGE Commis-
sion was telling the audiences that Bermuda's resi-
dential population (as I have said) was 67,500. For a 
study such as the one undertaken by SAGE, it is vital 
that accurate information be on the table. 
 I am calling on the Government to sort this 
matter out, to determine how residential population 
should be measured so that we can have some de-
gree of confidence when we state the population has 
risen or fallen. We must not leave it to the people to 
guess that things must be getting worse because they 
saw more units for rent in SunShopper. It used to be 
two pages, it got to be four pages, and now the Sun-
Shopper has six pages. Things must be bad. We need 
better than that. We have to do better than that. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will agree that in order to 
evaluate fairly and reasonably Government's plans, it 
is important not just to know what the thinking of Gov-
ernment is, but on what facts and factors their thinking 
is based. Does that make sense? Of course it makes 
sense. We have to know when someone . . . remem-
ber when we were in school and the math teacher put 
on the board “QED”?  

We worked through the problem and it came 
down to QED.  

I remember my math teacher then was Mr. 
Tatum, and he was always right.  
 
An Hon. Member: Tell us what it meant. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I have no idea! 
 
An Hon. Member: Quite easily done. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, looking forward 
there are four key factors that I want to leave with the 
Government:  

1. Should Government revoke a range of work 
permits in order to provide jobs for Bermudi-
ans who are unemployed or underemployed 
in the context to this conversation? 

2. Should Government encourage a general re-
turn of non-Bermudians in order to keep Ber-
muda's residential population from declining 
further? 

3. Should Government encourage a general re-
turn of business residents in order to re-
expand Bermuda's contracting economy and 
provide job opportunities for Bermudians? 

4. (Do nothing is always a good one, right?) 
Should Government leave matters as they are 
and let these now known population trends 

and the global free market dictate what hap-
pens to Bermuda? 

 
 Mr. Speaker, I leave these four big and seri-
ous questions with the Government as we together 
grapple with the question of what is the way forward. 
Is it a SAGE-style slash-and-burn? Or is it the orderly 
re-growth of the economy, recognising that without 
controlled increases in the residential population, 
there can be no rebounding of the economy.  
 Mr. Speaker, as the debate unfolds tonight, I 
invite the Government front bench to rise and tell the 
Honourable Members of this House and the listening 
public how the measurement issue that I have raised 
will be addressed and how (equally importantly) the 
Government will address the four key factors that I 
have laid out as part of the path to the future. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member Lister. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Min-
ister of Economic Development, Minister Grant Gib-
bons. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I actually am much obliged to the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Lister, who just took his seat.  
 Let me start by saying that one of the chal-
lenges that the new Government found when it got 
into office almost a year ago was what I will call al-
most a lack of good data in order to be able to under-
stand what was going on from an economic, and 
other, perspectives. And I think the Honourable Mem-
ber has in many respects underlined some of the chal-
lenges that we faced. And I must say (and I’ll say this 
partially tongue-in-cheek) we wondered what the for-
mer Government was really basing a lot of its deci-
sions on because a lot of the data just seemed not to 
be there. 
 I think the answer is we have done what we 
can over the course of this particular year to fill in 
some of those holes. And I have to say that personally 
I have always been rather sceptical of census data. 
For one thing, you only get it every 10 years. And in 
between I think we all understand that what the De-
partment of Statistics does is, it extrapolates, but it 
does not take into account, as the Honourable Mem-
ber just said, some of these issues with emigration, 
lowering of birth rate and things of that sort. They can 
make guesses about it (and I am quickly getting out of 
my depth here in terms of how they actually do this), 
but I think the fact of the matter is that probably, as 
much as we do not want to say this, census—sorry 
not census data, but population data, is probably not a 
good thing or an easy thing to put your fingers on here 
for all the reasons the Honourable Member just said. 

So one of the issues that I think we have been 
looking at in—and obviously because this is of central 
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interest to the community as well—is we feel that the 
jobs data is probably a more reliable indicator of what 
is actually going on and obviously has direct implica-
tions to population as well. The jobs data is more im-
portant because it is really the jobs. As my honourable 
colleague, Mr. Richards, has said, [that] is a driver of 
productivity. The more people you have working, gen-
erally from an economic production perspective, the 
higher your GDP is going to go, all else being equal.  
 So, one of the things that we have been work-
ing on—and we have been using job data because it 
is done on an annual basis through the employment 
survey—is that between 2008 and 2012 effectively 
you went from about 40,000 filled jobs (which is the 
way they measure it) down to about a little over 
35,000, as the Honourable Member has indicated. 
What that means in terms of Bermudians and non-
Bermudians, is the actual Bermudian piece of that 
went from about 27,000 (a little over 27,000) in 2008 
down to a little over 25,000 in 2012. So what you are 
looking at from Bermudian jobs perspective . . . and I 
am not talking about unemployment here. I am talking 
about filled Bermudian jobs. There is roughly a loss of 
2,000 Bermudian jobs in that period.  

When you look at the same information for 
non-Bermudians, what you see is basically a drop 
from about 10,300 or 10,400 down to about 7,500. So 
about 2,900 jobs there. 

As I was saying to one of the Honourable 
Members earlier, you can probably extrapolate to 
some degree on that and working on the principle that 
the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, said that when 
non-Bermudians are not here, are not working, they 
probably have to leave. What that 2,800 or 2,900 loss 
of non-Bermudian jobs probably means is that (as-
suming they have families) you are probably looking 
at something in the order of two to three times that in 
terms of the overall population lost. That would be my 
guess in any case.  

So you are probably looking at something in 
the order of, let us say, 5,000 to 6,500 non-
Bermudians (including children and spouses and 
things of that sort) that actually probably left the Is-
land. When you look at it in economic terms, and I 
think that I have said this before, that loss of roughly 
5,000 jobs (that is 2,000 Bermudian, almost 3,000 
non-Bermudian). And you multiply that by about 
$60,000 a year, which is the average salary, that 
works out to close to $300 million being lost every 
year from the economy, so it is a huge impact.  

But quite rightly, as the Honourable Member 
said, when you look at those non-Bermudians, it also 
has an impact on housing, it has an impact on retail, it 
has an impact on all the services that local businesses 
provide as well because that discretionary spending is 
not there to the same degree it was before.  
 One of the things that certainly the Govern-
ment has been trying to do is it has been trying to re-
place those jobs both with Bermudians and (dare I 

say) some of those jobs are going to be filled with 
non-Bermudians because we do not have sufficient 
breadth of Bermudians across all the professions and, 
sort of, technical areas required. But the fact of the 
matter is that I think the Government's perspective 
has been pretty clear. We have to replace some of 
those, if not all of those, jobs, and that was part of the 
campaign promise about 2,000 new jobs as well. 
 But I think there are some other implications 
here, as the Honourable Member said, which were 
important as well. And that is that it has an impact on 
schooling, on education, because a lot of those non-
Bermudians (if you look at the demographic of non-
Bermudians) tend to be younger. That has implica-
tions for us on a number of different areas. When they 
are younger, they tend to have children, as opposed 
to being sort of older and not having children that live 
alone anymore. That has implications for education, it 
has implications for housing, and certainly the kinds of 
things that they require in certain terms of retail prod-
ucts and services as well.  

But one of the really important areas, Mr. 
Speaker (and this is where we are going to start to 
see this), is because those non-Bermudians tend to 
be younger when they are here; it means they are 
generally, on average, healthier as well. A younger 
person tends to be healthier in terms of demand on 
health services and insurance claims and things of 
that sort than an older person does. So when you 
lose, let us say, on the order of 5,000 to 6,000 non-
Bermudians, what that means is that your population, 
because it is now more Bermudian and therefore de-
mographically older, is going to have higher claims for 
insurance, higher claims for health services, and 
things of that sort.  

As a consequence, one of the issues we are 
going to start to face is that premiums (whether it be 
HIP or private sector) are going to start to rise be-
cause your average age is going up as a conse-
quence of the loss of those younger people. I think we 
are starting to see that already. 
 The other really interesting area which is go-
ing to be affected as well is pensions, particularly 
things like the Contributory Pension Fund. When you 
have more non-Bermudians here rather than less non-
Bermudians here, they contribute to these funds but 
they do not draw from them and as a consequence 
there is going to be more of a burden placed on 
younger Bermudians working to support an increas-
ingly large group of Bermudians that are retiring as 
the population grows older. What that means is that 
we are going to have (I think it is called) a support ra-
tio. That is going to change dramatically. So younger 
Bermudians increasingly, both on the health and the 
pension side, are going to have an increasingly higher 
burden unless we increase those jobs—both Ber-
mudian and non-Bermudian.  

I agree with the Honourable Member. If we 
can get Bermudians to come back to Bermuda, par-
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ticularly younger, healthier ones, that is a good thing. 
But we have to increase the number of filled jobs 
here, and by both Bermudian and non-Bermudian. 
Otherwise all of these issues that we have been talk-
ing about are going to start to get worse and there is 
going to be a sort of more of a burden there.  
 I think from the Government's perspective we 
are looking at it from a jobs perspective. We need to 
replace some of those 5,000 jobs that got lost from 
this community. What is also interesting, and we have 
seen this before, is when you actually look at the 
number of jobs filled by Bermudians from about 2000 
to 2012, it is actually declined almost every year. The 
number of non-Bermudians, as the Honourable Mem-
ber said, went up between about 2000, certainly as 
the economy was booming, to about 2008 and then it 
started to drop off after that.  

But ever since about 2000, according to the 
Department of Statistics, the number of jobs filled by 
Bermudians more or less every year has actually de-
clined, which is an interesting phenomenon—could be 
emigration, it could be any number of things. It could 
be lower birth rates—whatever it is, I think it is some-
thing we have to pay attention to. But, at the end of 
the day, Mr. Speaker, I believe the Honourable Mem-
ber makes a very good point. Some of us have been 
looking at it as we went along.  

We, as I said, tend to rely more on this issue 
of the actual number of jobs because we think that is 
a more reliable statistic. But I agree with the Honour-
able Member that we do need to get a better handle 
on what the overall population is because I think that 
obviously has a bearing as well. 
 One of the things he did mention, and I have 
touched upon it, was education. I recall going back a 
number of years and you will remember this, Mr. 
Speaker as well, that the number of children in the 
public education system I think peaked about 2003. It 
was up around 6,200 to 6,500, and then it started to 
drop off from there. I think it is down to a little over 
5,000 now. Not all of that is lower birth rate. Some of 
that obviously were people moving into private 
schools. I think there has been sort of a move now 
back to public schools because of the economic is-
sues, but still that obviously has clear implications for 
education policy for the number of schools and par-
ticularly at different levels as well. 
 All things said, Mr. Speaker, I think that the 
Honourable Member makes a really good point. We 
have, as I have said, been struggling with data since 
the beginning of the year, but in order to make good 
policy decisions I think we all would agree we have to 
have better data and we have to have a clear under-
standing of what you are dealing with. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke Central, MP Walton Brown. 

 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 On this side of Parliament, we all want to see 
a revitalised economy. We all want to see a return to 
full employment and we want to see more opportuni-
ties for Bermudians. The census is the only accurate 
count that we have of population figures. I think eve-
ryone will agree on that.  

If you look at the reports, the Registry General 
and so forth, those are all estimates. It says as much 
in the report; they are estimates. I am confident in 
knowing, I believe that we have now committed to do-
ing the census every five years, and the Government 
can confirm that. That was the intent. That was ex-
pressed during the budget debate, that there would be 
a census undertaken every five years. Perhaps we will 
get confirmation on that later. So that will help to partly 
address the issue of accurate information in a more 
timely fashion.  
 I am still concerned that both my honourable 
colleague Mr. Lister and the Government continue to 
refer to 2008 as the reference point for determining 
the optimal workforce and using that as the base for 
every other analysis as it relates to employment and 
opportunities. I question that because it was 2008 that 
was the exceptional period. That was the height of the 
boom on so many levels—construction, home pur-
chases—a booming economy where we had a very, 
very large workforce, most of which was increased by 
foreign labour. So that was the exception.  

But what I keep hearing is a position which 
says. Let’s take that exceptional year, 2008, as the 
new reference point. That is why we have the argu-
ment the optimal workforce was 40,000 because that 
is what it was in 2008. But if you go back to 2000, we 
had a strong and robust economy then—we did not 
have a workforce of [40,000]. So I am still concerned 
that we have a fixation on this 40,000 when there is 
no clear demonstrable reason why that should be the 
optimal workforce. 
 Now, the Minister said that we lost 2,500 
Bermudian workers since 2008. That represents a 
significant withdrawal of funds and money from the 
economy. So let us get those 2,500 people back work-
ing. And as the economy grows, then of course we will 
need to bring in people because as our economy 
grows we have never had sufficient Bermudians in the 
workforce to fill all the jobs that are created. But to 
predicate an argument on the basis of saying we need 
to bring in people to sustain the economy, does not 
make sense. They will come when the economy 
grows.  

So why do we not focus on the economy and 
see where it takes us. It may well be the case, as I 
have said on many occasions, that we can get addi-
tional foreign revenue in this country if we actually 
revitalised our tourism industry. That is how we used 
to make a lot of money. We will never get back to the 
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golden age of tourism. I understand that. But we do 
not even seem to be making any clear effort and fo-
cusing on that aspect of it.  

So I just caution against using an argument 
which says 2008 is the appropriate reference point. 
The fact that people speculated in property and built 
tons and tons of apartments . . . that was a free mar-
ket decision. It cannot be the responsibility of Gov-
ernment to formulate policy around what was an in-
vestment decision of individuals. It cannot be the re-
sponsibility of Government to try and get the vacant 
office space filled. It should get filled if we grow again 
in certain ways. But all of us know that the new line of 
international business that we see coming to this 
country is not predicated upon having vast numbers of 
people coming in. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: We all know that because there is 
a much better use of technology now. There is a much 
greater commitment to outsourcing responsibilities, so 
you are not going to get the same numbers. What we 
need to get is the money. We do not need people as 
much as we need money. Yes, of course, if you have 
more people, you will have more money. But you can 
get more money through investment opportunities and 
through tourism.  
 So those are my comments on that aspect, 
Mr. Speaker. But I actually read the whole report, the 
whole Registry General report, and there are some 
things that just stood out for me. I would like to get the 
House to reflect on these. 
 First of all, I was stunned to see that in 2012 
we are still categorising births by whether they are in 
or out of wedlock. I am trying to figure out what social 
purpose does that provide. I can understand country 
of origin. I can understand stillbirths and all of that. I 
do not understand why we are still calculating and 
adding up who was born out of wedlock or in wedlock. 
If someone can explain the social purpose, I would 
love to hear it. 
 I note that there was only one birth outside of 
a hospital. We are looking at ways to reduce our 
health care costs. There is a very important case to be 
made for strengthening the opportunity—and the Min-
ister of Health will be interested in this—in having 
midwives in place to deliver much cheaper than being 
in a hospital. Much cheaper. And in many countries 
midwives are an important part of that process. So if 
we are serious about reducing health care costs, we 
might want to consider ways in which we can expand 
the midwives to have that as a legitimate part of it, 
and also the stay in the hospital, because that just 
adds considerable to the cost. 
 Just on a little, I guess, business note: 
20 per cent of all marriages in Bermuda were con-
ducted by the Registry General. Well, if it is so popu-
lar, let us increase the fee for that so we can get some 

more revenue. I am sure the Honourable Finance Min-
ister will like that.  
 The only other point I have to make on this, 
Mr. Speaker, well, other than the life expectancy, 
women have a much longer life expectancy than men 
and that is universal. Bermuda reflects the universal 
practise and it is disheartening for the males, I am 
sure, and I do not believe anything can be done. 
Maybe the Minister of Health can find ways to inter-
vene and ensure that there is a greater level of parity.  
 But my last point, Mr. Speaker, is a sobering 
note, because we have, I think, an unreported matter 
of significance in this country. I note that 37 people 
under the age of 50 died last year. I also know that 
there have been a number of people that have actu-
ally committed suicide in this country and it does not 
get reported as suicide.  

I do not know why that is the case. I do not 
know who has made that decision but it is very impor-
tant to collect adequate suicide rates in a country be-
cause it helps you to better prepare policy around im-
portant issues. It is a trend that has been of note, it 
may be—what was that? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: That may well be. The Honour-
able Attorney General says that families may not want 
it.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Mr. Walton Brown: But the point is if you really want 
to understand the social dynamics in this country, we 
have to get accurate data. If it does not get published 
in an individual sense, it should still be published col-
lectively so we know what the suicide rate is in this 
country.  

There are a multitude of factors that contribute 
to suicide. The great example of South Korean educa-
tion . . . South Korea has one of the world's highest 
suicide rates. We do not know what it is in Bermuda 
because nothing gets published on it. I can think of 
two examples in the past two years of people who 
have committed suicide. I never saw anything pub-
lished about suicide. So there is that stigma attached 
to it, but if we are serious about tackling the issue you 
need to start from a premise of accurate information. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Member care to speak? 
 No other Members care to speak so that 
brings an end to this debate which the Honourable 
Terry Lister has brought that: This Honourable House 
take note of the Annual Report of the Registry Gen-
eral for the year ended 31st December 2012 which 
was laid on 8th November 2013. 
 The House indeed has taken note. 
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 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister Dunkley. Minister Dunkley? Yes, sorry. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
Standing Order 21 be suspended to enable me to 
move the Bill entitled the National Drug Control Act 
2013 be now read the third time by title only. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any objections? 
 There are none. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 

THIRD READING 
 

NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
move that the Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you.  
 Are there any objections? 
 And then the Bill is now passed.  

Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: The National Drug Control Act 2013 
was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: That is the only Bill we did today, is it 
not?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
The Speaker: Therefore, I will recognise the Premier. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that we now adjourn until the 11th, 
which is this coming Wednesday. 
 
The Speaker: December 11th. 

Honourable Member Lister you jumped 
quickly. All right, yes, the Chair recognises MP Dennis 
Lister. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, we 
all were a little slow when we heard the 11th and heard 
a Wednesday and not a Friday, but thanks for recog-
nising me. 
 

The Speaker: Well, it is better than staying until 
twelve o’clock or until three o’clock in the morning. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: I agree with you on that one 
wholeheartedly, Mr. Speaker. 
 However, Mr. Speaker, I rise to my feet this 
evening to continue on with a point that I raised this 
morning when we were giving recognition to the pass-
ing of Nelson Mandela. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
REVIEWING BERMUDA’S STATUS AS AN OVER-

SEAS TERRITORY 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: We spent much time this 
morning in this House, like much of the rest of the 
world has done, in giving recognition to Nelson Man-
dela, the man, and what he had done for his country, 
and recognition that he had achieved for bringing 
about the change in taking his country forward from 
what it was to opening the opportunity for full potential 
of what the country could grow as one people, or how 
it could grow as one people, rather than the division 
that existed for far too long. 
 When I made my comments this morning, I 
sort of centred it around the theme that Mr. Mandela 
came to the point in life when he recognised it was 
more important to hate the system, and to not hate the 
people, recognising that it was a system that was fail-
ing his country. That if we went about changing the 
system, we can change people. He recognised that in 
changing the system he could change the hearts of 
people and hopefully bring his country together as one 
people rather than separate people. 
 In wanting to honour the man for who he was 
and what he stood for, I indicated that we should take 
that to heart and recognise that where systems are 
failing us we should stand to change and correct 
those systems. By doing so we will honour who Nel-
son Mandela truly was and what he truly stood for, 
because whenever we look around we can always 
find systems that need changing. We can get caught 
up in the personalities on either side, go after the per-
sonalities and not fix the system—which is the real 
problem, the true problem, and not the personalities. 
 In saying that this morning, I was saying that 
we all need to look at ourselves, look at our own coun-
tries and see where systems have failed us and if we 
are caught up in the personalities of those systems 
and fighting against the personalities or fighting 
against the system. Because if we have not recog-
nised that the system is the failure, then we are failing 
in the efforts that we are taking to try and go forward. 
 I want in a real calm sense tonight to put this 
on the table—in a real calm sense, and not in a 
heated and flustered circumstance that sometimes 
this topic brings. But if we are going to be true to our-
selves in this country, here in Bermuda, Mr. Speaker, 
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as a people, I think it is high time that we stand up and 
recognise the system that we live under has failed us 
because it has simply outlived its time. I speak to the 
colonialistic system that we live under—this status of 
being an Overseas Territory, being a colony of Britain, 
of the Mother Country.  

It had a purpose. It had a purpose. But I think 
that time has outlived itself, Mr. Speaker. It has long 
outlived itself. We have had the UBP Government. We 
have had the PLP Government. We now have an 
OBA Government. I think as a new Government it is 
one of the things that they should take on, not as a 
Government, but as a people in the country, and let us 
truly look at how can we go forward from here uniting 
us as one people.  

We have to recognise that the system we 
have lived under—and are living under—has not truly 
brought us to that point yet. We have crossed some 
bridges, but there are still huge bridges for us to 
cross. It is like the elephant in the room that nobody 
wants to address. We see it standing in front of us, but 
everybody wants to act like the elephant is not there 
and we try to find a way to walk around it, climb under 
it, or climb over it rather than dealing with it. 
 I think if you really want to honour the man 
that we gave accolades to this morning, it is time for 
us to stand and accept that the elephant is in the 
room, and let us start to deal with the elephant that is 
in the room, Mr. Speaker. 
 When Nelson Mandela was released from 
prison, it took he and Mr. de Klerk to put hands to-
gether and accept that this was the way they had to 
go forward—the two factions that fought to the death 
against each other, the oppressed and the oppressor, 
holding hands together and saying it is time for this 
country to stand as one. That is how South Africa was 
able to move forward. To get to the point where a man 
who had been in prison for 27 years for fighting for his 
cause was able to come out, [and] four years later he 
[became] the leader of his country, a united country, 
representing not just black South Africa or white South 
Africa but all of South Africa. 

If we want to genuinely honour this man now, 
Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to stand up and accept 
[that] we are at the same crossroads. We can go on 
under this colonialistic system that has truly outlived 
itself with this country . . . we are way past that stage, 
Mr. Speaker. We stand on our own. We are now fac-
ing an issue where we are not certain we are going to 
be able get passports for our people in emergency 
situations.  

We had the Minister of Finance a couple of 
months back, in a speech that he was making in ad-
dressing where we are financially, say how we cannot 
expect the Mother Country to bail us out if we need 
financial assistance. That is true, because we stand 
on our own, Mr. Speaker. We have stood on our own 
as an adult child for a long time; we just do not know 
that it is time to leave home. And I think we are only 

going to realise that when we stand and accept that 
the elephant is in the room. And it is not time for us to 
come at it as adversaries, but to come at it as one 
people and join hands across the floor and address 
how best we go forward in addressing this. 

It took Nelson Mandela and Mr. de Klerk four 
years to get to the point from Mandela being released 
from prison to him becoming a leader of their country. 
I am not expecting this to happen overnight, but I 
would like to see and accept that we can come hand 
to hand and start the process that we will see on the 
horizon the day when you can stand up outside of this 
colonialistic system and say we truly are Bermuda and 
Bermudians—not as black Bermudians, not as white 
Bermudians, but as Bermudians—because that is who 
we are. Not a colonialistic colony of some far off land, 
Mr. Speaker, but a true country for who we should 
really be. 
 Mr. Speaker, this morning when I spoke you 
felt the passion I had for South Africa, for what South 
Africa has accomplished and Nelson Mandela. And I 
take it to real heart, Mr. Speaker, and I get passionate 
about it because I have been there and I have sat and 
talked in the homes of individuals who had lived 
through all of that, understanding the struggle that 
they went through, being oppressed but still having to 
accept the oppressor to be able to get where they are 
as a country. That took deep, deep inner spirit, Mr. 
Speaker, and looking deep within themselves on both 
sides and accepting that that system had outlived it-
self. There was no more use in it for that country. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to look that 
deeply into ourselves. Mr. Premier, your Cabinet, your 
Government—it is time. It is time. We failed as a Gov-
ernment. I will stand here and say it. My Government 
failed as a Government to do it. But it is time for us to 
look deep within ourselves and say, Put this thing to 
bed because it serves no more useful purpose to us 
as a people and to us as a country. It is time for us to 
look down the road where we can truly stand as a 
united people in this country, no matter what our race 
may be, but stand as Bermudians and to do it collec-
tively. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 The House is adjourned to Wednesday, De-
cember the 11th. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 8:12 pm, the House stood adjourned until 
10:00 am, Wednesday, 11 December 2013.] 
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[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 
[Pause] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
29 NOVEMBER 2013 

 
The Speaker: Thank you, Members. We have confir-
mation of the Minutes of the 29th of November 2013. 
And the Minutes of December 6th are to be deferred. 
 Are there any objections to the Minutes of the 
29th of November? 
 There are none. 
 
[Motion carried: Minutes of 29 November 2013 con-
firmed] 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
APOLOGIES 

 
The Speaker: We have received information from MP 
Zane De Silva, who is absent today. Also, we have 
had apologies from our Leader of the Opposition, who 
is also absent today. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: There are no papers and communica-
tions. 
 

 
PETITIONS 

 
The Speaker: No petitions. 
  

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: I am also just getting a note that we 
have a message which indicates that, Honourable 
Premier, you will make a Statement. I am just getting 
a message from the Cabinet Secretary. In fact, it looks 
like we have it here. 

It is here, sir. Can we just have it copied, and 
then we can have the Statement before we . . . 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Members, we do have a Minis-
terial Statement from the Premier.  
 Yes, all right. I do not have a copy now, and 
all the Members need . . . I think the Premier needs 
one and all the Members. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, we are just wait-
ing for some copies of the Statement so that Members 
can have copies before. And you are allowed to talk, 
yes. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Members, I think that 
Members now will have the Premier’s Statement. So I 
will recognise the Honourable Premier. 
 

CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to inform this Hon-
ourable House of a realignment of Cabinet responsi-
bilities.  

It has been just under a year since I have had 
the privilege of serving as Premier, and in that time, I 
have had the opportunity to assess the very formida-
ble challenges facing this country and to formulate 
strategies for a better Bermuda and a more efficient 
Government. As you know, we have been busy and 
have made significant headway in: 
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• rebuilding the economic foundation to help 
grow jobs and opportunities; 

• fortifying police operations to make 
neighbourhoods safer; 

• passing legislation to eliminate discrimination 
and to expand fair treatment; and 

• moving towards a Tourism Authority to revive 
that great industry, to name a few of our many 
accomplishments. 
 
But there is still much more to do and a longer 

way to go before we are out of the woods.  
Mr. Speaker, how we get there is through a 

term you have heard me mention many times: It is 
“shared sacrifice.” I have also stated that tough deci-
sions will have to be made to place Bermuda on the 
right trajectory.  

As Premier, it is my responsibility to lead by 
example and make some tough decisions from the top 
down. 

Today, I announce a decision that will pro-
duce a leaner, more effective and efficient Cabinet. 
The changes reflect recommendations made by the 
UK National School of Government from 2011, my 
own observations over the past 12 months, and in-
deed, it will fulfil part of our platform promise. Today, 
this OBA Government is fulfilling our promise.  

Mr. Speaker, these Cabinet changes are part 
of a process toward better governing and greater effi-
ciency.  

We have got a very busy legislative year 
ahead of us. We started the process of shared sacri-
fice and change earlier in the year when Cabinet Min-
isters took a 10 per cent pay cut, effectively saving the 
Government hundreds of thousands of dollars.  

Today, I would like to announce further 
changes for the Cabinet that will reduce Cabinet from 
13 to 10 and will take place with immediate effect and 
deliver further savings. 

The Cabinet Ministers for the legislative year 
will be: 

• Minister of National Security, Deputy Premier, 
the Hon. Michael Dunkley; 

• Minister of Finance, the Hon. E. T. (Bob) 
Richards; 

• Attorney General and Minister of Legal Affairs, 
the Hon. Mark Pettingill; 

• Minister of Health and the Environment, the 
Hon. Trevor Moniz; 

• Minister of Education and Economic Devel-
opment, the Hon. Dr. Grant Gibbons; 

• Minister of Works and Engineering, the Hon. 
Pat Gordon-Pamplin; 

• Minister of Tourism and Transport, the Hon. 
Shawn Crockwell; 

• Minister of Home Affairs, the Hon. Michael 
Fahy, JP; 

• Minister of Community, Culture and Sports, 
the Hon. R. Wayne Scott. 
 
I would like to take this opportunity to publicly 

say thank you to the following dedicated Members of 
Parliament who will not be serving in the Cabinet at 
this time, but will serve in the following positions: Syl-
van Richards, JP MP, will now assume the role of 
Junior Minister for Home Affairs in this House of As-
sembly. Leah Scott will assume the role of Junior Min-
ister for Education in this Honourable House. Senator 
Nalton Brangman will continue to sit in the Senate and 
take on responsibilities as Junior Minister for Business 
Development. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: This is a Ministerial Statement. The 
Premier is speaking! 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: These Members have 
proven to be team players, and I am proud to say that 
their commitment to the Government and the people 
of Bermuda remains unwavering and intact. I welcome 
their continued assistance and support and represen-
tation in these new roles. 

Mr. Speaker, it is important to understand that 
the process of identifying efficiencies will be an ongo-
ing initiative for this Government. I want people to un-
derstand that we need to get better, that we need to 
face up to our challenges and make the required 
changes. Each one of us has to also commit to mak-
ing sure we do all we can to make Bermuda succeed 
because the challenges confronting Bermuda are se-
rious and real, and there should be no doubt about 
that. Today’s Cabinet announcement is a further 
demonstration of our commitment and respect to the 
prudent management of the public purse. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 There are no further Statements. 
  

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
  

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: We move to Question Period. I have 
two Members who have indicated that they would like 
to ask a question. 
 MP Lawrence Scott. 
 

QUESTION 1: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
[Disallowed] 

 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Mr. Speaker, I have a ques-
tion for the Premier. I am just wondering if it is by de-
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sign or default that all Ministers who were removed 
were never a part of the UBP, but only the OBA? 
 
The Speaker: I do not think . . . That is not a question 
to be asked. Let us ask some decent questions! Let 
us ask some decent questions. That is a ridiculous 
question! 
 MP Burt. 
 

QUESTION 1: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I thank the Premier for his 
Statement. He has announced that former Minister 
Leah Scott will be the Junior Minister of Education. 
Does that mean that there will be no Junior Minister 
for Education sitting in the Senate? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. I think that 
should be the conclusion. It certainly can be spoken to 
in Senate. But there is nothing that stipulates that the 
Junior Minister has to be in Senate. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Burt? 
 

QUESTION 2: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Okay. Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my second question is, on page 2 
of the Premier’s Statement, the Premier states that, 
“We started the process of shared sacrifice and 
change earlier in the year when my Cabinet Ministers 
all took a 10 per cent pay cut, effectively saving the 
Government hundreds of thousands of dollars.” 
 When he says “hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars,” could the Premier please clarify approximately 
how much was saved? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. I can provide 
you with a tally sheet. But certainly, $247,000 actually 
was saved. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, is the Premier saying 
that $247,000 has been saved by the move earlier in 
the year to reduce Cabinet salaries by 10 per cent? 

 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. Let me just qualify. I 
do not have the exact figures in front of me. When we 
made our Cabinet announcements we knew that 
through the Cabinet announcements we made when 
we first became Government that we would save 
about $240,000-odd, and then, in addition to that (I do 
not have the additional figures in front of me at this 
time including the 10 per cent) . . . but if you add the 
10 per cent cut that we took on top of that, it is more 
savings. 
 But I can provide that information for you. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks. 
 Yes? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: As a supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 I thank the Premier for stating that he will pro-
vide the information. The question that I had, and I 
just want to go back to it again, and I will try to re-
phrase it a different way: Is the Premier confident in 
saying that he saved over $200,000 as a result of re-
ducing Cabinet salaries by 10 per cent? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I pretty much just qualified that question. I am 
not sure why we are having a redundant question be-
ing asked. I said that when we announced our new 
Cabinet Ministers we knew that we would be saving, 
with our new Cabinet Ministers, approximately 
$247,000 in that area. And in addition to that, taking 
the 10 per cent discount would be added on top of 
that. So I qualified that. I am not sure where the diffi-
culty is. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you very much. 
 Yes. Do you have a third question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Third question, Mr. Speaker. 
 My third question is, although I am disappointed 
that the Premier would have referred to my questions 
as redundant— 
 
The Speaker: Ah! Question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But I am just stating for the fact 
that his Statement— 
 
The Speaker: A question, no statement! Ask a ques-
tion. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am referring to his Statement. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Okay. Good. 
 

QUESTION 3: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: His Statement says hundreds of 
thousands of dollars were saved by the move in re-
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duction of 10 per cent salaries. That is not correct. 
That is why I am asking the Premier if he will continue 
to stand by that statement that he says hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. 
The Speaker: And I think he answered. He answered 
you. 
 Two more questions. I have MP Rolfe Commis-
siong. 
 

QUESTION 1: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the only rationale offered for the 
change and the reduction of the size of Cabinet is 
found on page 2, which says (and I quote), “The 
changes reflect recommendations made by the UK 
National School of Government from 2011 . . .” 
 Mr. Speaker, I ask the Premier, does that 
document confirm, then, that the SAGE recommenda-
tion, which concomitantly also called for a reduction of 
size of Cabinet, had no bearing on this decision? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly. 
 Not at all. From the very beginning we were 
looking at the opportunities for being efficient. When 
we became Government we knew that there was a 
report out there from 2011—which the previous Gov-
ernment had in its hand, and had not made any 
movement on those suggestions. 
 So, we continued to consult with those who 
were involved with that report. And I stated back in 
June/July that I was already looking at efficiencies at 
that time, before the SAGE Commission had put out 
any recommendation. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 I recognise MP Wayne Furbert. 
 

QUESTION 1: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Premier . . . and the Premier 
has a right to do what he wants, but can the Premier 
inform this House whether, based on the SAGE 
Commission, he will be cutting two more Cabinet Min-
isters? 
 
An Hon. Member: Ah! Good question. 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: As I said, we will continue 
to look for efficiencies where they are. At this present 
time, I believe that any numbers less than 10 would 
be disruptive to the Civil Service. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 

 Yes? Is this a second question? 
 

QUESTION 2: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Premier talked about efficiency. We have 
a Minister of Education in the House. Can the Premier 
justify why there is a Junior Minister of Education in 
the House, who will be paid an additional $11,387 a 
year? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think if the Honourable Member would do his 
calculations, the additional $10,000 or $11,000 for a 
Junior Minister in the House is not an addition. This is 
a former Minister without Portfolio. So if he does the 
deduction, it is a huge savings in having a Junior Min-
ister in the House. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 

QUESTION 3: CABINET ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We understand there is a 
deduction. But why would the Premier have a Minister 
of Education sit in the House and a Junior Minister sit 
in the House?  
 
The Speaker: Let the Premier answer. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Sure. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I was not even finished. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 You know, I also stated in the Statement that 
an assessment after the year, looking at how things 
operated . . . we know that constitutionally the leader 
in Senate should have a Ministry. I felt it prudent to 
ensure that we have a Minister of Education in the 
House.  

So, looking at the decision of the constitu-
tional right we had (at least one Minister must be in 
Senate), we have accomplished that. But I felt it more 
prudent to ensure that the Minister of Education would 
actually be in the House itself. By adding and having 
[the] Junior Minister in the House as well, we recog-
nise that the attention must be given to education. It is 
about the here and now and the future. And I believe 
that education is that foundation of our bright future. 
 So, by having the Minister and Junior Minister 
here, we can give it the vital attention that it needs. It 
is vitally important to this country. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Roban. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I have listened carefully to the 
Premier’s answer. Frankly, it is puzzling. But my ques-
tion is this: Why would there be two people with re-
sponsibility for the same Ministry when you have a 
Minister of Education in your Hon. Grant Gibbons, as 
you have listed, and you have a Junior Minister? It 
does not make sense. It is a redundant appointment.  

Or would you not accept that, Mr. Premier? 
 
The Speaker: I think— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Very good. But I think the Premier an-
swered that by saying he wanted two people in the 
House. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Exactly. The same reason 
why the previous Government would have chosen its 
number of Ministers and Junior Ministers—because 
they felt it prudent—I felt it prudent to do it this way. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Scott. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, this is a supplementary. 
 Would the Honourable Premier answer, what 
will happen to the permanent secretaries from the 
combined Ministries? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The Cabinet Secretary is 
walking through that now. I cannot answer that spe-
cifically, but we are working through that. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes? Supplementary, MP Burt. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the Premier just 
spoke about reorganisation. Could he speak to any 
departments which may have moved from existing 
Ministries? Because I do believe that some Ministers 
have lost some responsibilities and they have been 
transferred to other departments. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Honourable Premier? 

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I will 
provide that organisational chart (we are waiting for it 
as we speak) so that the House can have it. But con-
solidations, if you look at the number of departments 
that we have, we have approximately over 70 depart-
ments. As we look at the synergies and attempting to 
bring into more alignment in Ministries, we are . . . 

Okay, I have got some copies here with me. 
This is not completely up to date. But if you would just 
give . . . as an example, we felt it prudent to have 
Land Valuations, Public Lands and Buildings, Land 
Surveys and Registration, Conservation Services all 
under one umbrella because we saw the synergies 
there with those departments. So it was important to 
move them from the Department of Environment into 
Works and Engineering so we could have cohesive-
ness and synergies there. 

And you will see that amongst the rest of the 
outlays. We will provide that organisational chart for 
you. You will have it. It is being done. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Wayne Furbert? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, supplementary in re-
gard to the Junior Minister and the Minister. 
 Can the Premier eventually provide for this 
Honourable House just a job description of how they 
see the system between the Minister and the Junior 
Minister working? That is what I would love to see, 
what are their roles going to be? 
 
The Speaker: Thanks, MP Furbert. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: All of that will be forthcom-
ing. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you. 
 Thank you, Members. 

There is no Report of Committees. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: We are now on congratulatory and/or 
obituary speeches. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from constituency 1, MP Kenneth Bascome. You 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning, MP Bascome. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Good morning to 
my honourable colleagues. 
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 I would ask that a letter of condolence be sent 
to Mr. Brian Oatley’s family. I see everybody waving. 
Brian was a personal friend of mine, as well as a con-
stituent of mine. He will be missed in the community. I 
always respected Brian because he always sought to 
the fact that when I sat in another place, anytime that 
the St. George’s Dinghy and Sports Club were having 
any sort of function, that I received an invitation. I had 
been working very closely with his missus since he 
took ill, and it was a shock to me when I was informed 
that he had actually passed. He will be missed in the 
community, I can guarantee you that. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, MP Bascome. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from constituency 3, MP Foggo, the Opposi-
tion Whip. You have the floor. 
 
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I would like to be associated with the condo-
lences for Mr. Brian Oatley. I had a long history with 
Brian in that we attended Sunday school together. But 
also, on top of that, I worked with his mom, Lily Oat-
ley, on the St. George’s Parish Council, and we have 
a great friendship. So I would like condolences to go 
out to the Oatley family. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to also give con-
gratulatory remarks to St. David’s Primary for an out-
standing Christmas concert, which was held yesterday 
evening. The performances were excellent. I just think 
we should take every opportunity to at least just make 
mention of what our young people in our schools are 
doing. I also want to point out the fact that the audi-
ence was also made aware of how well St. David’s 
Primary is doing as an elementary school, having 
placed first in Mathematics in the Cambridge [results] 
out of all elementary schools, third in Language Arts 
and third in Science. I believe the overall placement 
was second. So that just speaks extremely well for 
how our young children in St. David’s are doing aca-
demically. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Minister for Health and [Environment]. Minister Trevor 
Moniz, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Today I rise to my feet to send condolences to 
two families. The first is the family of S. A. Moniz, 
Stephen Alton Moniz, who was my uncle, who died 
back in October. Unfortunately, I was away at the time 
of his death, although I had seen him just before he 
died. S. A. married Loretta back in the early 1960s, a 
young Australian lady, who worked on the front desk 
at the Castle Harbour Hotel, and subsequently he 
emigrated to Australia for 20 years, had four wonder-

ful children, Shane, Lee, Vivienne and Jim, who re-
turned here for his funeral. Jim now lives in Denmark 
and had played cricket for Denmark in the Twenty20. 
He was the one who ended up playing against Ber-
muda when Denmark defeated Bermuda, I believe. 
Shane was also a wonderful cricketer, who played the 
in the UK for at least a season with one of the semi-
professional, the Minor County teams there. Vivienne 
is well known here. She works for XL and was one of 
the Young Insurance People of the Year not so long 
ago. 
 He was very active in snooker. He was a very 
good cricketer. He was a runner-up in the Bermuda 
Open in 1962 before he left and was always a keen 
participant on his return, with the Old Colony Club. He 
used to go to all of the games. My brother, Tyler, fre-
quently would gather him and take him to the games, 
and also the Honourable Member Zane De Silva’s 
sister would often take him to the games so he could 
see them. So I would just like to send condolences to 
his widow, Loretta, and to his four children. 
 In addition, I would like to send condolences 
to the family of Edgar Henry Browne, who was the 
same age as my uncle. I think he was 87 years old. 
Edgar was of Tee Street, a very provocative gentle-
man, very outspoken, years ago he worked for Ca-
lypso for many years. His children were Nick, who 
lives in the Cayman Islands; and in Bermuda, it is Hal, 
who works down at the Hamilton Princess, whom, Mr. 
Speaker, you will know very well, a lovely person; Lea 
Kessaram, married to Harry, who still lives on Tee 
Street; Thomas, who is married to Tricia; and the 
grandchildren are Michael, Alex, Sacha, Sam, Luke, 
Courtney and Reid. I would just like to send my con-
dolences to the Browne family. I would like to join the 
Premier into that, as they are his constituents, and the 
Honourable Member Mr. Dunkley and Dr. Gibbons. 
Thank you very much. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, the MP T. E. Lister. You 
have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to offer congratulations to 
what is being called the Emancipation Players. The 
Emancipation Players are a group of young people 
who, as we speak, are in Barbados. As you recall, a 
few years ago we started . . . We did not start it, but a 
Shakespearean festival had been started about four 
or five years ago. And as these young people pro-
gressed and performed really, really well, there was a 
desire to have them perform overseas. But they could 
not find a place to send them. 
 This past year, the Caribbean Secondary 
Schools Drama Festival came to the attention of Ms. 
Ruth Thomas and others, and they decided to put a 
group together to perform an event. In preparation, 
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they gave us, the members of the public, a dry run, 
Sunday before last (I believe it was, if I remember cor-
rectly). There were eight young people from various 
senior schools. They gave a wonderful presentation of 
Bermuda through time. It was taken from what is 
called Emancipation: A Love Story, written by Dr. Kim 
Dismont Robinson. The Honourable Walton Brown 
would like to be [associated] (I believe he was there, 
as well). And it was directed by Mr. Alan Smith. 

They went to Barbados on the 8th and are due 
to return on the 15th. I am sure that the House is 
happy to send congratulations to this group, who will 
represent and are representing Bermuda well. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, from our neck of the 
woods, I would like to send condolences to the family 
of Mrs. Louella Douglas. Mrs. Douglas was a well-
known teacher, who made a tremendous—as my Un-
cle Walter would say, a tremendous contribution. She 
really did. The Honourable Dennis Lister would like to 
be enjoined as well. Mrs. Douglas had a long time at 
the wicket. She was 95 when she passed. She taught 
for some 40 years, first at West End Primary. And 
then when the Boaz Island School was opened in the 
early 1960s, you remember there was an overcrowd-
ing of students. So Boaz was opened, she went there 
for 10 years. When Boaz was closed, she went to 
Somerset Primary, where she ended her career. Mrs. 
Douglas was very active in the St. James Church and 
the Sunday school and the lay, all these sorts of 
things. 

You may recall, Mr. Speaker, being a Cup 
Match player yourself, her husband, Wilmont “Mott” 
Douglas, played Cup Match in the early 1930s for 
Somerset, and she, too, was a great fan. She is sur-
vived by her sons, Mervyn Douglas, a long-time Gov-
ernment employee who recently retired, and Lloyd 
Douglas, whom many of us know.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
The Chair now recognises the Member from 

Pembroke East. Sorry, from Pembroke, not East, 
Pembroke [West]. I will get it. I will get it right. The 
Member from Pembroke, MP Jeanne Atherden. 

Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to rise today to ask that congratu-

lations be sent to the organisers of the Gosling’s Golf 
Tournament that just recently finished. Mr. Speaker, I 
think we sometimes do not always appreciate the 
sporting events are, if you will, an additional arm of 
tourism, in the sense that this year there were many 
new golfers. In fact, there were actually nine new golf-
ers, professionals, that came down. This tournament 
has been growing year over year. 

I am always excited to hear about new people 
coming. But equally, I think we forget that when the 
golfers come down, not only do they play golf, but 
they stay in hotel accommodations, they have taxi 

drivers that take them around, they actually stimulate 
the economy and, therefore, these things actually 
make sure that Bermudians gain revenue from this. 

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to offer con-
gratulations to the organisers of the Goodwill Tourna-
ment. This tournament is taking place now. And even 
though the numbers are down, this is the 60th year 
that the Goodwill Tournament has been going on in 
Bermuda. I am hoping that, as it goes forward, this 
golfing tourism, if you will, will continue. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
The Chair now recognises the Honourable 

Member from Sandys North, the Learned Member, 
MP Michael Scott. You have the floor. 

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, congratulations and a request 

for obituary notice. 
On the congratulations side, Mr. Speaker, 

may I ask that this Honourable House send a note of 
congratulations to Ms. Judith Gill, the President of the 
Barbados Association of Bermuda, on the occasion of 
the 47th anniversary of their [Barbados’] independ-
ence. I am being asked by my dinner guest, the Minis-
ter of Works and Engineering, the Honourable Patricia 
Gordon-Pamplin. She was at the celebration, and I 
was pleased to be with her celebrating the Barbados 
Association. 

On that occasion, Mr. Speaker, there were 
two honourees, and I am sure the Minister of Public 
Works and Engineering will be pleased to be associ-
ated with the congratulations offered to these 
awardees. They were Mr. Justice Carlisle Greaves* 
and Ms. Leiah Tuzo. 

I would like to be associated with the Honour-
able Member, Mr. Terry Lister’s, condolences to the 
Douglas family. Mrs. Douglas lived on Sound View 
Road, and we all grew up with Mervyn and Lloyd, with 
Mrs. Douglas’s guidance during our young years. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been another Somer-
setonian who has gone on. I would ask this House to 
please send condolences to the family of Mr. Kenneth 
Bassett, of Bob’s Valley. Mr. Dennis Lister, a good 
Somersetonian, and another good Somersetonian, 
Mr. Terry Lister, and I am sure the Shadow Minister of 
Justice, whose constituent this is, Ms. Kim Wilson, 
would like to be associated with these condolences. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
The Chair now recognises the Minister for 

Education, Minister Grant Gibbons. 

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And Economic De-
velopment. 

The Speaker: And Economic Development. 
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[Laughter]  
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I am getting used to 
it as well. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Therefore the need for a Junior Minis-
ter, right. Make sure you get you a very good, very 
good Minister. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I think you put your 
finger on the issue, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I actually rise this morning on a 
sad note. I would ask that condolences be sent to the 
family of a long-time Paget constituent, Mr. Richard 
Shafto Love Pearman, usually known as “Dick.” Mr. 
Speaker, in addition to what would be considered a 
very exotic name from his parents, he also had a 
rather extraordinary legal legacy. His father, Sir 
James Pearman, was one of the founders of Conyers 
Dill and Pearman. And his mother, Lady Pearman, 
was the daughter of Sir Reginald Appleby, who was 
one of the founders of Appleby Spurling and Kempe. 
 His career paralleled a huge growth in interna-
tional business. He was, obviously, a long-time part-
ner in Conyers Dill and Pearman. He distinguished 
himself academically; he was a Rhodes Scholar and 
also was very instrumental in the expansion of Con-
yers Dill and Pearman. He helped to set up the Hong 
Kong office back in the 1980s, and also the London 
office a little more recently. 
 Mr. Speaker, he had some, what I would call 
also rather notable clients, one of whom was the late 
comedian Charlie Chaplin, and Elizabeth Taylor. Ap-
parently, he helped to insure some of her diamond 
necklaces. So, he was very involved with a number of 
clients and helped to bring a lot of business to Ber-
muda in his day, Mr. Speaker. 
 Interesting enough, he was also a superb 
golfer. He played for Bermuda in the Eisenhower Cup 
and had a number of notable achievements in some 
of the English courses. He was a member of the 
Royal and Ancient [Golf Club] in St. Andrews and a 
number of other courses as well. 
 But interesting enough, he got very involved in 
croquet, which is probably a foreign sport to most of 
us. But at one point— 
 
The Speaker: Except those who live near Lantana. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: There we go. 
 He became the US singles champion in 1979 
and 1980, was actually admitted to the Croquet Hall of 
Fame in Newport, Rhode Island. He had a diverse 

and certainly very interesting life and did a lot to help 
Bermuda move into international business and basi-
cally expanded our economy in many of the things 
that he did. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would ask that condolences be 
sent to his widow, Jeannie Pearman, to his two 
daughters, Helen and Sally, and son, Scott Pearman, 
as well. I know a number of people would like to be 
associated: Michael Scott, Michael Dunkley, Jeanne 
Atherden, the Honourable Member Pat Gordon-
Pamplin, Glen Smith, as well, Mr. Speaker. Anybody? 
Minister of Finance, Bob Richards. In fact, everybody, 
for that matter. 
 Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I would 
also like to be associated with the condolences to the 
family of Brian Oatley, certainly a very involved mem-
ber of the St. George’s Dinghy and Sports Club; and 
also the congratulations to St. David’s Primary. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, MP Derrick Bur-
gess. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like for this House to 
send a letter of appreciation to Mr. William Leon “Kee-
Kee” Deshields. This [man] (I am going to call him a 
“young man”) provides service to Hamilton Parish, the 
Midland Heights pedestrian crossing every morning. 
 
The Speaker: Ah! 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: At no charge to the 
country, to the taxpayer. Every day, [for] the children 
and those that use the pedestrian [crossing] in the 
very busy Midland Heights area, he directs the traffic. 
He has got his own sign and his own uniform, all at his 
expense. And he gives you the salute. 
 
The Speaker: You are congratulating him, right? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Well, we would like to 
send a letter of appreciation. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, okay. I see. I missed the first part, 
yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: It is not a congratula-
tions; it is a thank-you for the work that he does. And 
he has been doing it for some years. At times, he 
even keeps that area clean.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
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 The Chair now recognises the Minister for 
Community, Culture and Sports. Minister Wayne 
Scott. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
thought that you could not see me down here. 
 
The Speaker: No, no. No, no, no. 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: So I guess being out of sight, 
out of mind may work to my advantage. 
 
The Speaker: You have gone a long way away from 
me. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
send congratulations out to a couple of people, and I 
guess it is Tyler Day, so first of all, to Tyler Butterfield, 
who recently capped off an extraordinary triathlon 
season with another podium finish, last weekend, [at] 
Ironman Cozumel, Mexico. Mr. Speaker, when you 
think that there are over 2,500 male and female ath-
letes, Tyler is just performing extraordinarily well . . . I 
would like to associate the Shadow Minister, MP 
Weeks. 
 Also, while we are on Tylers, young Tyler 
Smith, who has just recently won the Goombay 
Splash Junior Bowl Tennis Tournament, in the Baha-
mas again, last weekend. It was her second interna-
tional win in the last couple of weeks. So, she is per-
forming extraordinarily well. This was a tournament 
that had players from all over the world, athletes rep-
resenting the Bahamas, the United States, Trinidad, 
Brazil, Japan, Jamaica, Denmark, Germany, Russia, 
Canada, Italy—all over. Of course, going to her vic-
tory, she defeated players from the United States 
twice to take that victory. So, congratulations to her. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to send con-
gratulatory remarks out to Antoine Russell, which of 
course, I would like to also associate my Shadow Min-
ister. Of course, being [that] my Shadow Minister sup-
ports one of PHC’s greatest rivalries, he would know 
that Antoine Russell is the grandson of the legendary 
[Earl] “Townsey” Russell, who, of course, led PHC to 
three FA Cup titles and was introduced to the Sports 
Hall of Fame and, of course, has beat up quite often 
on my Shadow’s team. Of course, Antoine Russell, 
following in his grandfather’s footsteps, just recently 
scored a hat-trick with his Ilkeston victory against Bur-
ton on December 2nd. So, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Sandys. MP Kim Wilson, 
you have the floor. 
 

Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that a 
number of condolences in which I wish to be associ-
ated with have already been raised this morning, but I 
certainly would like to extend my condolences to the 
family of Mrs. Douglas, Louella Douglas, (Bean) 
Douglas of Sound View Road, in particular to her sons 
and her in-laws and so forth. If I could, please, Mr. 
Speaker, be associated— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Pardon? Dame Jennifer? Oh, 
really? 
 If I could, please, Mr. Speaker, be associated 
with that. 
 Also, I just heard just a few moments ago of 
the passing last evening of Kenny Bassett. And if I 
could please be associated with those condolences 
for his family, as well, Mr. Speaker, I would be 
obliged. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Speaker. MP Roberts-Holshouser, you have 
the floor. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: I would like the 
House to send a letter of congratulations . . . While the 
piece of art has not quite been completed, under the 
auspices of Chewstick, the young artist, De’Jon 
Simons is actually painting a mural of Mandela. I think 
the House would like to be joined with this letter of 
congratulations. I hope that this mural will be there for 
many, many, many years, for 27 years if not greater 
than that. At least it recognises, I think, someone that, 
as we have all mentioned and concentrated on last 
Friday, is a man that needs to be put down in our his-
tory, the world’s history. So I want to send a letter of 
congratulations. 
 I also, in addition, would like to have the 
House send a letter of congratulations to Mr. Rick 
Spurling, as part of the Christmas celebrations at 
Carter House. Of course, I believe everyone in the 
House would recognise that Carter House is one of 
the most long-standing residences in Bermuda, while 
no one resides there other than the history of St. 
David’s. My cousin, Ronnie Chameau decorated the 
house as it would have been decorated in the seven-
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teenth century, and that, of course, would have ex-
cluded a Christmas tree, but utilising a fauna that 
would have been available in the seventeenth century. 
 At the end of the evening, we had an opportu-
nity to put personal items in a time capsule. I would 
also like to recognise the Member from St. George’s, 
Kenny Bascome, as well as Nandi [Outerbridge], who 
were also available at the evening. But we had the 
opportunity, at the end of the evening, to put some-
thing in a time capsule. And we looked around, every-
one did. The time capsule was being buried in the 
foundation of the building that has just been com-
pleted. That is a replica of how houses would have 
been built back in the sixteenth century. 
 One of the things [we thought about], while we 
looked around, when individuals put things in this time 
capsule, was, who was going to be around in the next 
50 years when it was opened? And there was, of 
course, Rick Spurling’s grandchild, my son, who 
would probably be in his 60s by the time it was 
opened. But we hope that they will be present in 50 
years’ time, because they will recollect what hap-
pened when it was first put in the ground. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
  
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Sandys [North Central]. MP Dennis 
Lister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning first to be as-
sociated with some of the other condolences that 
have already been given. I think my name was at-
tached to some of them. But I just wanted to stand 
and acknowledge that.  
 And I also, in that acknowledgement, Mr. 
Speaker, would like to have the House send condo-
lences to the family of another Somerset person who 
was laid to rest last week, Mr. Osman “Ossie” Mouch-
ette. As you will know, Mr. Speaker, the Mouchette 
family is one of the older families in Somerset, and Mr. 
Osman Mouchette passed recently in his 90th year. I 
would like to have this Honourable House send con-
dolences to his wife Margaret, and to his children, 
Roseanne, his sons Christopher and Raymond. The 
Member from constituency 34, the Honourable Kim 
Wilson, would like to be associated with those re-
marks as well, Mr. Speaker. 
 Although, as you will know, Mr. Mouchette 
was sort of a quiet man, but he was definitely one of 
those who will be missed in our community, Mr. 
Speaker. I think it only fitting that we send the recogni-
tion to his family. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Warwick [West], MP Jeff Sousa. You 
have the floor. 

Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good morning, Mr. Speaker, fellow 
MPs, and of course, the listening audience. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Mr. Jeff Sousa: I would like to ask the Honourable 
House to send congratulations to our Bermudian mar-
tial arts team, which just returned to the Island after 
winning medals in the first NORCECA Wushu Tour-
nament in Mexico. Sentwali Woolridge captured gold; 
Jermal Woolridge, silver; Khalid Pitcher, bronze; while 
spokesman and manager, Garon Wilkinson, finished 
sixth. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to read what Garon 
Wilkinson said upon his return: “We had successful 
tournaments in Brazil, Colombia, Malaysia and to cap 
the year off with three medals in Mexico is just icing 
on the cake.” I personally have seen these athletes 
perform at boxing cards in Bermuda. Of course, I 
would like to associate the Minister of Sports, the 
Honourable Wayne Scott, with these remarks. I have 
seen these gentlemen fight. And you can just imagine 
the training that is involved at this level. I do know at 
this time that this sport is not in the Olympics. People, 
like Garon Wilkinson, throughout the world have 
worked hard to get it, and I believe they are on the 
shortlist right now. And believe me, you do not want to 
get in the ring with Jermal “Goofy” Woolridge or, in 
that fact, any of these gentlemen, with the amount of 
training that they do. 
 Again, Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to recog-
nise these gentlemen and this sport. They are very 
deserving of this recognition. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [East Central]. MP Michael 
Weeks, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I would like to be associated 
with the remarks to Sentwali Woolridge, Jermal Wool-
ridge and Khalid Pitcher. They have done an excellent 
job. So as the Shadow Minister, I want to be associ-
ated with that. 
 I also would like to be associated with the re-
marks for Tyler Butterfield for his job well done in Mex-
ico, and for Antoine Russell. One thing the Minister of 
Sport failed to mention, and I might get in trouble for it, 
[is that] Antoine was the product of Dandy Town also. 
And he got some schooling out the barn.    

But having said that, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to have a letter of congratulations sent to a classmate, 
a schoolmate of mine. I think the Honourable Sylvan 
Richards may want to be associated with that also. 
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Shelby Weldon has been selected as one of the 
Power 50 list [selected by Captive Review] of execu-
tives worldwide—worldwide. 

[Desk thumping] 

Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I would like to associate—I 
think the whole House would like to be associated 
with this. Shelby Weldon has been in the insurance 
industry since he left university 20-plus years ago. So 
I really want to take my hat off to him. He is currently 
at the Bermuda Monetary Authority, I think. And to be 
chosen as one of these top 50 captive executives 
worldwide is a feat in itself.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 

The Chair now recognises the Deputy Pre-
mier. Minister Michael Dunkley, you have the floor. 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good morning, Mr. 
Speaker, and good morning, colleagues. 

The Speaker: Good morning. 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I would like to be associ-
ated with condolences sent to [the families of] Brian 
Oatley and Mr. Richard Pearman, by my honourable 
colleagues. 

In addition, I would like this Honourable 
Chamber to send condolences to Mr. Eustace Jones 
on the passing of his wife, Lucille, a few days ago. 
Some members will be aware that Ms. Jones was a 
former schoolteacher, started out teaching at the Old 
Central School, which I think is commonly known as 
Victor Scott School . . . Sorry, was taught at that Cen-
tral School, then Victor Scott, and then went on to 
teach later on at Prospect Primary. Then she opened 
up her own nursery school, Jones Nursery. She was a 
constituent of mine in Smith’s North and a very, very 
lovely lady. She had a good family. And I always en-
joyed going around because you could be sure you 
would be sitting in the kitchen and having a good con-
versation and some good food that was always avail-
able when you went to the Jones’ household. So Mrs. 
Jones will be sadly missed by her husband and family 
and friends. The Honourable Member Dennis Lister— 

An Hon. Member: All the Berkeleyites. 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: All the Berkeleyites.—
would like to be associated. Jeanne Atherden, MP 
Weeks, MP Scott, MP Dennis Lister, MP Walton 
Brown and Minister Pat Gordon-Pamplin. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, I would ask this Honour-
able Chamber to send condolences to Ms. Savannah 
Cann on the passing of her daughter Sharise. Sharise 
fought bravely with illness, and she succumbed to that 

illness a couple of days ago. She fought hard, and she 
did her best to stay on. She had certainly a loving 
family she leaves behind her son, and her mother did 
the best to take her through a very difficult time. She 
was not an old lady, but she had certainly fought as 
best she could and succumbed to her health chal-
lenges, and she will be sadly missed by her family. I 
think it is appropriate to send condolences on behalf 
of the House. 

Thank you, sir. 

The Speaker: Thank you. 
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable, 

the Whip of the Government and Leader of the House, 
N. P. Cole Simons. You have the floor. 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning to send con-

dolences to the family of Janet Paynter Martin. Ms. 
Paynter was one of the original South Shore Warwick 
Gold Coast ladies that I grew up with. She was a 
nurse for most of her career, a psychiatric nurse. She 
was a compassionate person all of her life. She loved 
serving people. She loved nursing, and I am sad to 
see her gone at such an early age in life. 

I would like to also be associated with the 
comments made in regards to Rick Spurling and 
Carter House. I went there and was absolutely blown 
away with the exhibition that they had, and how richly 
they recorded the history of Bermuda and that Ber-
muda cottage, and even the festive decorations. 

I would like to be associated with the com-
ments made in regards to Tyler Butterfield. 

Dick Pearman—Dick Pearman was a very, 
very interesting man. He was President of Business 
Bermuda, and he was the old-school international 
business developer. When he did it, he conveyed old 
hospitality that Bermudians had when we invited peo-
ple to Bermuda to do business, when we invited direct 
investors into our economy. He was there. He wined 
and dined, and he made them feel at home. That is 
what we have to do when we invite investors to this 
country today, just show them the old Bermuda 
charm. And I think we will be more productive. 

In addition, I would like to associate myself 
with the condolences to the family of Edgar Browne. 
He was an equestrian. He was a member of the Hunt 
Club, and he was always a very, very interesting per-
son to talk to. He had history on everything. 

I would like to also associate myself with the 
comments made in regards to Shelby Weldon. As was 
said earlier, he was listed in the Power 50 of the Cap-
tive Review magazine, which is a publication which 
has 12,000 subscribers. They said they selected him 
because he oversaw the largest group of captive 
domiciles in the world and did a good job on a global 
basis. So, this is a testament to the quality of people 
that we have in the BMA [Bermuda Monetary Author-
ity] and the quality of people that are produced in this 
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country. So again, I salute Shelby for a job well done. 
Keep up the good work, and the rewards will come. 
 As I said, that is it for me. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member David Burt. You have the floor, MP Burt. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I was missing from the House 
at some point in time last week, I am not sure if some 
of my condolences were given last week. So I do want 
to start with condolences to one of my constituents. 
The constituent would be Leisa Ann Viola Smith, who 
was in her 45th year, at West Park Lane. I was fortu-
nate to attend (one of the reasons I was missing). Her 
home-going service was last week, Friday, at the New 
Testament Church of God. She leaves two young 
sons (well, under my age) Daamian Simmons and 
Zyun Smith. I would like to associate the Shadow At-
torney General and also the Shadow Minister of 
Sports. It was a wonderful home-going service. Her 
favourite colour was purple. She was also the leader 
of the Vision Academy, homeschooler. So, when I met 
her, she spoke passionately about her drive for edu-
cation. So, it was very sad to see her taken at such a 
young and sudden age, at 45. 
 I would also like to send condolences to the 
family of another one of my constituents, Ms. Barbara-
Jean Kennedy, who was in her 83rd year at 13 Table-
rock Avenue. 
 Additionally, I would like to be associated with 
the condolences, which I do believe that the Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition gave last week, to the family 
of Avon Dalton “Hooks” Burgess, who will be laid to 
rest tomorrow in Hamilton Parish. My family is very 
close with that family, and of course, we extend our 
condolences, Mr. Speaker. 
 Moving on to brighter notes, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to be associated with the remarks that were 
given by MP Jeff Sousa to Sentwali Woolridge, Jermal 
“Goofy” Woolridge and Khalid Pitcher on wiping up 
with gold, silver and bronze at the Wushu Tournament 
in Mexico. So I think that they continue to represent 
Bermuda well, and I am sure that we will continue to 
support their efforts from this House. 
 Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask for a 
letter of congratulations and thanks to be sent to the 
West Pembroke Pentecostal Assembly. The reason I 
say that, Mr. Speaker, is that I was pleased to attend 
church on Sunday. I was invited to be part of their 
Christmas Neighbourhood Sunday. And what the 
church did, Mr. Speaker, is that they identified three 
organisations that were in need or that they wanted to 
give thanks to. And they made sure they blessed them 
with gifts. So, Prison Fellowship was there. They were 
given gifts for Prison Fellowship. Also, the persons 
from Teen Haven were there. Teen Haven got dozens 
of gifts for the families at Teen Haven, so they can 

share the joy of the holiday season. Also, gifts were 
given to all of the teachers and staff, part-time custo-
dial staff, at the West Pembroke Primary School. 
These were all given by the members and congrega-
tion of the West Pembroke Pentecostal Assembly. So 
it was a pleasure to be there, sir, and I wanted to at 
least extend the House’s thanks on their looking out 
and supporting the community in which they live. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Do any other Honourable Members care to 
speak? 
 That concludes our congratulatory and obitu-
ary speeches. 
  

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are no matters of privilege. 
  

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: No personal explanations. 
  

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR THE  
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE  

ON MATTERS OF URGENT  
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 
The Speaker: No notices of motions. 
  

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
 
The Speaker: No Bills to be introduced. 
  

NOTICES OF MOTIONS 
 
The Speaker: No motions. 
  

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: That takes us to the Orders of the Day. 
 The first Order of today is Consideration of the 
Sale and Purchase Agreement between the Corpora-
tion of the City of Hamilton and the parties relating to 
Porch at No. 68 North Street, in the name of the Min-
ister of Public Safety, who is the spokesperson for 
Labour and Home Affairs in this House. 
 Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 

SALE AND PURCHASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF HAMILTON 
AND PARTIES RELATING TO PORCH AT NO. 68 

NORTH STREET 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
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 Mr. Speaker, I move that consideration be 
given to the Sale and Purchase Agreement between 
the Corporation of the City of Hamilton and the parties 
relating to Porch at No. 68 North Street. 
 
The Speaker: Any objections to that? 
 Minister, please carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members of the 
House, I am pleased to have the opportunity today to 
introduce the Sale and Purchase Agreement between 
the Corporation of the City of Hamilton and Jeffrey 
Andre Doran and Tamsyn Nisha Doran in respect of 
the Porch at No. 68 North Street, dated 21st of De-
cember 2012, between the Corporation of Hamilton, a 
corporation existing pursuant to the terms of the Mu-
nicipalities Act 1923 and having its mailing address as 
P.O. Box HM 1175, Hamilton HM EX (or the Vendor) 
and Jeffrey Andre Doran and Tamsyn Nisha Doran, 
Bermudian, at mailing address Lang House, 4 Lang 
Lane, St. David’s, St. George’s Bermuda DD O1 (the 
Purchasers).  

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will recall, 
in accordance with section 14 of the Municipalities 
Amendment Act 2013 [at section 14(1)], “Any agree-
ment entered into by a corporation on or after 1 Janu-
ary 2012, and before the coming into operation of this 
section, for—  

a) a sale of land which is the property of the 
Corporation; or 

b) a lease, conveyance or other disposition of 
any interest in land which is the property of 
the Corporation, being a lease, disposition or 
conveyance expressed to be for a term ex-
ceeding twenty-one years or for terms renew-
able exceeding in the aggregate twenty-one 
years, 

and any related agreement entered into by the Corpo-
ration on or after 1 January 2012 and before the com-
ing into operation of this section, must be submitted to 
the Minister by the Corporation within 14 days after 
the coming into operation of this section.”  

Mr. Speaker, the Sale and Purchase Agree-
ment between the Corporation of the City of Hamilton 
and Jeffrey Andre Doran and Tamsyn Nisha Doran 
[regarding] the Porch at No. 68 North Street has been 
duly submitted by the Corporation in accordance with 
this Act.  

Mr. Speaker, section 14(4) of the Act requires 
that the Minister shall lay any agreement submitted to 
him under this section as soon as practicable before 
the Legislature for its consideration, and the Legisla-
ture shall either approve or reject it.  

Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the Sale and 
Purchase Agreement, the property is listed as a ten-
ure freehold, with the following description: All that lot 
of land situate in the City of Hamilton in Pembroke 
Parish in the Islands of Bermuda comprising the 

Porch of the building known as No. 68 North Street as 
more particularly described in the Schedule and 
edged red on the Plan annexed that has already been 
provided to all Honourable Members of this Chamber. 
Mr. Speaker, Drawing No. LS4446C is attached to the 
Sale and Purchase Agreement as an Annex.  

In accordance with the Sale and Purchase 
Agreement, the Vendor agrees to sell and the Pur-
chasers agree to buy the property at a purchase price 
of $9,625.  

The property was sold free of any encum-
brances, with vacant possession.  

The Government supports the approval of this 
Agreement, Mr. Speaker.  

Mr. Speaker, having said that, this concludes 
my presentation of the Sale and Purchase Agreement 
between the Corporation of the City of Hamilton and 
Jeffrey Andre Doran and Tamsyn Nisha Doran in re-
spect of the Porch at No. 68 North Street. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East, MP Walter Roban. You 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank 
you to the Minister for his Statement that relates to 
these leases. We know that there are a number of 
leases and agreements that have been tabled that 
relate to these matters. 
 I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, we are not going 
to say much on this because, for one, the actual 
leases themselves we have no issue with. They do 
not actually . . . These are creatures of corporations 
and their arrangements and private arrangements. 
The reasons that they are here, as the Minister did 
articulate, is because of the amendments that they 
made to the Municipalities Act this year under section 
14, of which there is a requirement that all agree-
ments and leases and other arrangements that the 
corporation makes of a certain value must be tabled 
and must be given to Cabinet and approved by the 
Cabinet and brought to the Legislature. 
 The issues for us remain as they remained 
when this Act was passed. We were offended by the 
Act itself, by the question of the retroactivity, which, 
for us, raised concerns on a number of levels, consti-
tutionally and otherwise. And the impacts that a Gov-
ernment putting in a retroactive provision into legisla-
tion raised some issues about our country, our certain 
types of business that we desire to do and the image 
that that portrayed of us. So we had concerns about 
that. 
 It is not so much the leases that are being 
tabled. We purely understand why those leases and 
those agreements are being brought here. It was the 
amending Act that brought this process into play that 
we were always offended by. 
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 So, that is really it for us, Mr. Speaker. Other 
Members may have something to say. But as a posi-
tion of this Opposition, it is that these are private mat-
ters between the corporation and its partners. The 
only reason they are being brought to this Legislature 
is because it was a requirement under section 14 of 
the amending Act. So, I have little else to say. 

That is the position that we have taken on 
this. We reiterate our concerns about the amendment 
of the Municipalities Act that was passed this year and 
the impact of the issue and the question of retroactiv-
ity, of which we vehemently raised concerns, and the 
impact that has on the image of Bermuda to potential 
business and the prospects that a business that may 
seek to come to Bermuda, understanding that, par-
ticularly if they went into an arrangement with the cor-
poration or one of the corporations, this sword of Da-
mocles, essentially, from a legislative provision, hangs 
over these sort of agreements. 

So, that is it for us, Mr. Speaker, and I will 
take my seat. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member who 
would care to speak? 
 No other Members, so I will recognise the 
Minister responsible, Minister Dunkley. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
appreciate the comments by the Honourable Member. 
Obviously, the Government of Bermuda disagrees 
with those comments. This Government is working 
very hard to improve the image of Bermuda. We have 
a lot of work to do, and we are going to continue to 
work hard to make that happen. 
 I think the Opposition can join hands with us 
and make sure that we move to a better place than 
where we are, facing the difficult economic challenges 
that we have. In this place, we can have differences of 
opinion over legislation, but once that has passed, I 
think we need to work together to ensure that we get 
out of some of the mess that we face today. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, having said that, I would like 
to move the following Resolution: 
 I now move that this Honourable House, in 
accordance with section 14(5) of the Municipalities 
Amendment Act 2013, approve the Sale and Pur-
chase Agreement dated 21st December 2012, be-
tween the Corporation of Hamilton (the Vendor) and 
Jeffrey Andre Doran and Tamsyn Nisha Doran (the 
Purchasers) in respect of the lot of land in the City of 
Hamilton comprising the Porch of the building known 
as No. 68 North Street, as more particularly described 
in the Drawing No. LS4446C dated May 10th and 
amended in November of 2012 in the Schedule to the 
Agreement. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 

 We have consideration for the Resolution pre-
sented by the Minister. All those in favour of that 
Resolution, please, say Aye. Those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Resolution passed: The House of Assembly consid-
ered and approved the Sale and Purchase Agreement 
between the Corporation of the City of Hamilton and 
parties relating to Porch at No. 68 North Street] 
 
An Hon. Member: Abstain. 
 
An Hon. Member: Abstain. 
 
The Speaker: Well, you did not make any noise, so it 
is understood. It will be understood. 
 Yes? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: With respect, Mr. Speaker, we 
just wanted to go on record as abstaining— 
 
The Speaker: There were no noes. So, therefore, if 
there were no noes— 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, with respect, there 
is a difference between a “no” vote and an “abstain” 
vote. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: We just wanted to go on record 
as abstaining. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Fair enough, Honourable 
Member. 
 We now move to Order No. . . .  
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to do Order No. 5 before Order No. 4. 
 
The Speaker: Right. That is right. I think I agreed that 
we would do the Ground Lease before the Develop-
ment Agreement. 
 And just before we go, we will record the fact 
that the Opposition abstained. That can certainly be 
recorded. 
 Honourable Minister? 
 
GROUND LEASE BETWEEN THE CORPORATION 
OF HAMILTON AND PAR-LA-VILLE HOTEL AND 

RESIDENCE LTD. IN RESPECT OF PAR-LA-VILLE 
HOTEL, CITY OF HAMILTON 

 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that consideration be 
given to the Ground Lease between the Corporation 
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of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Residence 
[Ltd.] in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of Hamilton. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members of the 
House, I am pleased to be able to introduce the 
Ground Lease in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of 
Hamilton, dated 11th of April 2012, between the Cor-
poration of Hamilton, a corporation existing pursuant 
to the terms of the Municipalities Act 1923 and having 
its principal office at City Hall, 17 Church Street, Ham-
ilton, HM 11 (the Landlord), and Par-La-Ville Hotel 
and Residences Ltd. (Company Registration No. 
38852), a local company incorporated in the Islands of 
Bermuda, whose registered office is at Wessex 
House, 45 Reid Street, Hamilton, HM 12 (the Tenant). 

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will recall, 
in accordance with section 14 of the Municipalities 
Amendment Act 2013 [at section 14(1)], “Any agree-
ment entered into by a corporation on or after 1 Janu-
ary 2012, and before the coming into operation of this 
section, for—  

c) a sale of land which is the property of the 
Corporation; or 

d) a lease, conveyance or other disposition of 
any interest in land which is the property of 
the Corporation, being a lease, disposition or 
conveyance expressed to be for a term ex-
ceeding twenty-one years or for terms renew-
able exceeding in the aggregate twenty-one 
years, 

and any related agreement entered into by the Corpo-
ration on or after 1 January 2012 and before the com-
ing into operation of this section, must be submitted to 
the Minister by the Corporation within 14 days after 
the coming into operation of this section.”  

Mr. Speaker, the Ground Lease in respect to 
Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of Hamilton, has been duly 
submitted by the Corporation in accordance with the 
Act.  

Section 14(4) of the Act requires that the Min-
ister shall lay any agreement submitted to him under 
this section as soon as practical before the Legislature 
for its consideration, and the Legislature at that time 
shall either approve or reject it.  

In accordance with Schedule 1 of the Ground 
Lease, the premises are identified as those that are 
commonly known as the Par-la-Ville Car Park and 
surrounding areas. Mr. Speaker, specifically, a certain 
parcel of land situated in the City of Hamilton, com-
prising 0.741 hectare and designated Lot A on the 
plan as annexed in the Ground Lease as prepared by 
the Bermuda Land Surveys, Drawing No. LS6119C, 
dated July 2007 and amended August 2007. In the 
Annex, it is outlined in red.  

For the avoidance of doubt, Honourable 
Members can find Drawing No. LS6119C attached to 
the Lease as Annex 4. All Members had a copy of this 
when it was tabled a couple of weeks ago.  

Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the Ground 
Lease, the Tenant: 

1. shall hold the premises for a term of 120 
years from and including the term of com-
mencement date; 

2. such term shall be increased to 262 years 
from and including the term of the com-
mencement date in the event that the Minister 
shall issue a sanction authorising such under 
section 120 of the Companies Act 1981.  
 
Mr. Speaker, the Tenant is not permitted to 

use the premises other than for the permitted use, 
which is specified as a hotel. The Ground Lease sets 
out very specific hotel covenants, which require “facili-
ties consistent with the use of the Hotel as a 5 Star 
Hotel.” Other usage provisions include condominiums 
and underground car park. All development must 
comply with the provisions and requirements of the 
Planning Acts and relevant environmental legislation.  

Mr. Speaker, the Tenant shall pay the Land-
lord first rent ranging from $1 per annum up to 
$600,000 per annum over the course of several rental 
review periods during the planning and construction 
phases of the project, after which an alternative rental 
formula will apply. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ground Lease supports a 
Development Agreement and Agreement for Lease in 
respect of the redevelopment of the Par-la-Ville Road 
Car Park, City of Hamilton.  

The Government supports the approval of this 
Agreement, Mr. Speaker.  

This concludes my presentation of the Ground 
Lease in respect to Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of Hamil-
ton, and I invite other Members to speak. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker.  
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East. MP Walter Roban, you 
have the floor. MP Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As stated earlier, we have no objection to any 
of these leases, and this one, this Ground Lease, 
whatsoever, or any of these agreements. We have 
stated clearly our position on these matters as it re-
lates to the principal Act upon which they derive. So, 
we have nothing further to say on this particular 
measure. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member who 
would care to speak? 
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 The Chair recognises the Member from Pem-
broke Central, MP Walton Brown. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Just very briefly, Mr. Speaker, we are here 
because of the retroactivity section in the Municipali-
ties [Amendment] Act. And just to state our position 
perhaps more strongly, we view this as a violation of 
principles of natural justice to have the retroactivity in 
place. It is reminiscent of show trials in Eastern 
Europe. And it sends us down a path toward corrup-
tion to be able to take away something or have the 
power to take away something that was duly granted 
by an authorised body. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any other Honourable Members 
who would care to speak? 
 The Chair will recognise the Minister. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move the Resolution: I now move that this 
Honourable House, in accordance with section 14(5) 
of the Municipalities Amendment Act 2013, approve 
the Ground Lease dated 11th of April 2012, between 
the Corporation of Hamilton (the Landlord) and Par-la-
Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. (the Tenant) for a term 
of 120 years, provided that such term shall be in-
creased to 262 years if sanctioned under section 120 
of the Companies Act 1981 in respect of the Par-la-
Ville Hotel, City of Hamilton, comprising land de-
scribed in the Ground Lease of the premises and in 
Schedule 1 thereto, identified as Drawing No. 
LS6119C. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 All those in favour of this Lease, say Aye. 
 Those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES. 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes have it. 
 
[inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: Now Members are looking for names, I 
guess. Is that what you are asking for? All right. Thank 
you. 
 Mr. Fox, could you please get someone to 
come here? They are going to have names. 
 
[Pause for ringing of the bell] 
 
The Clerk: Good morning. We are going to vote on 
whether or not approval should be given concerning 
Order No. 5, Consideration of Ground Lease between 
the Corporation of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville Hotel and 

Residence Ltd. in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of 
Hamilton. 
 

DIVISION 
[Resolution to approve Ground Lease between Corpo-

ration of Hamilton and Par-La-Ville Hotel and Resi-
dence Ltd.] 

 
Ayes: 17 Noes:_0 
Ms. J. J. Atherden 
Mr. K. L. Bascome 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier 
Hon. S. G. Crockwell 
Hon. M. H. Dunkley 
Dr. the Hon. E. G. Gibbons 
Hon. P. J. Gordon-Pamplin 
Mrs. S. Roberts-Holshouser 
Mrs. S. E. Jackson 
Hon. T. G. Moniz 
Ms. N. S. Outerbridge 
Hon. E. T. Richards 
Mr. S. D. Richards, Jr. 
Ms. L. K. Scott 
Mr. N. H. C. Simons 
Mr. G. Smith 
Mr. J. C. Sousa 
 

Abstentions: 11 
Mr. C. Walton Brown 
Mr. D. V. Burgess, Sr. 

Mr. E. David Burt 
Mr. R. Commissiong 

Ms. L. F. Foggo 
Mr. W. L. Furbert 
Hon. D. P. Lister 
Mr. W. H. Roban 
Hon. M. J. Scott 
Mr. W. L. Scott 

Mrs. K. N. Wilson 
 

Absent: 7 
Hon. M. A. R. Bean 
Mr. G. A. Blakeney  
Mr. Z. J. S. De Silva 

Hon. T. E. Lister 
Hon. M. J. Pettingill 

Hon. R. W. Scott 
Mr. M. A. Weeks 

 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: Members, are you interested in what 
the vote was? 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
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The Speaker: If you be would quiet, it would at least 
give the Speaker an opportunity to give the results. 
 The Ayes have 17 votes. And there are 11 
abstentions. The Ayes have it. So, the resolution will 
be carried. 
 
[By majority on division, the House passed the Reso-
lution to approve the Ground Lease between the Cor-
poration of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville Hotel and Resi-
dence Ltd. in respect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of 
Hamilton]  
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Members. 
 We will now move to the next Order of the 
Day. I will recognise again the Minister for Public 
Safety [sic]. Minister Michael Dunkley, you have the 
floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: National Security now, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: National Security; please excuse me. 
 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AND AGREEMENT 
FOR LEASE IN RESPECT OF REDEVELOPMENT 
OF PAR-LA-VILLE ROAD CAR PARK, CITY OF 

HAMILTON, BETWEEN THE CORPORATION OF 
HAMILTON AND PAR-LA-VILLE HOTEL AND RES-

IDENCE LTD. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I now move 
back to Order No. 4, and I move that consideration be 
given to the Development Agreement and Agreement 
for Lease in respect to the redevelopment of Par-la-
Ville Road Car Park, City of Hamilton, between the 
Corporation of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville Hotel and 
Residence Ltd. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections? 
 Minister, carry on, please. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker and Honour-
able Members of the House, I am pleased to be able 
to introduce the Development Agreement and Agree-
ment for Lease in respect of the redevelopment of the 
Par-la-Ville Car Park, City of Hamilton, dated 11th of 
April 2012 between the Corporation of Hamilton, a 
corporation existing pursuant to the terms of the Mu-
nicipalities Act 1923 and having its principal office at 
City Hall, 17 Church Street, Hamilton, HM 11 (the 
Landlord) and Par-La-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd. 
(Company Registration No. 38852), a local company 
incorporated in the Islands of Bermuda whose regis-
tered office is at Wessex House, 45 Reid Street, Ham-
ilton, Hamilton (the Tenant).  

Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will recall 
that, in accordance with the Municipalities Amend-
ment Act 2013, section 14 of the Municipalities 

Amendment Act 2013 [at section 14(1)], “Any agree-
ment entered into by a corporation on or after 1 Janu-
ary 2012, and before the coming into operation of this 
section, for—  

a) a sale of land which is the property of the 
Corporation; or 

b) a lease, conveyance or other disposition of 
any interest in land which is the property of 
the Corporation, being a lease, disposition or 
conveyance expressed to be for a term ex-
ceeding twenty-one years or for terms renew-
able exceeding in the aggregate twenty-one 
years, 

and any related agreement entered into by the Corpo-
ration on or after 1 January 2012 and before the com-
ing into”— 
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Speaker: I really do not want to hear other Mem-
bers! If you are going to be talking to your colleagues, 
talk so I cannot hear you. 
 Thank you. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 “. . . and before coming into operation of this 
section, must be submitted to the Minister by the Cor-
poration within 14 days after the coming into operation 
of this section.”  

Mr. Speaker, the Development Agreement 
and Agreement for Lease in respect of redevelopment 
of the Par-la-Ville Car Park, City of Hamilton, has 
been duly submitted by the Corporation in accordance 
with the Act.  

Section 14(4) of the Act requires that the Min-
ister shall lay any agreement submitted to him under 
this section as soon as practicable before the Legisla-
ture for its consideration, and the Legislature shall 
either approve or reject it.  

Mr. Speaker, the premises covered under the 
Development [Agreement] and Agreement for Lease 
in respect of redevelopment of the land described as 
the “Premises” in the Ground Lease was previously 
presented to the Honourable House by way of the 
Ground Lease presentation. Honourable colleagues 
will already know, therefore, that the premises to 
which the Development Agreement and the Agree-
ment for Lease refers is the Par-la-Ville Car Park and 
surrounding areas in the City of Hamilton.  

Mr. Speaker, honourable colleagues will recall 
that the Ground Lease requires that the premises are 
used for the purpose of the development of a five-star 
hotel and that other uses specified [include] condo-
miniums and an underground car park.  

In accordance with the Development Agree-
ment and the Agreement for Lease, the continuance 
of both [the] Ground Lease, as well as the Develop-
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ment Agreement and Agreement for Lease, is de-
pendent upon the Tenant’s ability to meet certain fi-
nance and development provisions in accordance with 
clause 13 of the Development [Agreement].  

Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton has 
provided a copy of the St. Regis Bermuda and Resi-
dences Hotel Operator Financing Approval Confirma-
tion Notice, and the corporation is content that this 
notice satisfies the requirements under [clause] 
13.1.1.  

Mr. Speaker, the corporation is further satis-
fied that the remaining financing obligations under 
clause 13 have also been addressed. To this end, the 
corporation has provided a copy of a Resolution, 
dated 9th of August 2012 that states: “Be it resolved 
that the Corporation of Hamilton accepts the letter 
from the Minister of Business Development and Tour-
ism to meet the requirements of 13.1.2 and 13.1.3 of 
the development agreement with Par La Ville Hotel & 
Residences Limited.”  

The Resolution was proposed by an alderman 
and seconded by a councillor, Mr. Speaker. The 
Resolution was unanimously adopted by the elected 
officials.  

Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton is 
content that this Resolution satisfies clause 32 of the 
Development Agreement and Agreement for Lease, 
which states that, “This agreement shall not be 
amended or modified in any respect except by written 
instrument signed by the parties hereto.” A letter 
dated September 5th, 2012, from the Corporation to 
the Tenant, signed by the Mayor, confirms that the 
obligations in accordance with the Agreement have 
been met.  

Mr. Speaker, by way of background, during 
the period preceding the financing and the expiry 
date, the Tenant identified financing partners, Vecron 
Inc., and agreed [to] a financing strategy that was ac-
ceptable to the Corporation of Hamilton and to the 
Bermuda Government.  

Mr. Speaker, a letter dated 8th of August, 
2012, from the then-Minister of Business Develop-
ment and Tourism states that “the Ministry has caused 
a background check on Vecron Inc. and have found 
no impediments. The Ministry has no objection to the 
intention to accept Vecron Inc. as a financer and eq-
uity partner in the development and has issued a 
114(b) Licence to Carry on Business as a Local Com-
pany in Bermuda, under the Companies Act 1981, to 
Par-La-Ville Hotel and Residence Ltd., valid through 
31 August 2017.”  

Mr. Speaker, part of the financing strategy re-
quired an amendment to the Municipalities Act that 
would allow for the corporation to provide a guaran-
tee. The Municipalities Amendment Act 2013 came 
into operation in October 2013, and a motion is now 
before this Honourable House that seeks to secure 
legislative approval for the Corporation of Hamilton to 
enter into such a financing agreement.  

Mr. Speaker, the Development Agreement 
and Agreement for Lease sets out a timeline for de-
velopment which requires that, amongst other deliver-
ables, the planning development approvals are se-
cured by mid-2014 and that the hotel is opened to 
paying guests as a substantially operational five-star 
hotel by 31st of March 2017.  

Mr. Speaker, the Development Agreement 
and Agreement for Lease in respect of the redevel-
opment of the Par-la-Ville Road Car Park, City of 
Hamilton, is supported by the Ground Lease in re-
spect of Par-la-Ville Hotel, City of Hamilton. These 
agreements are interdependent.  

Mr. Speaker, the Government supports the 
approval of this Agreement.  

This concludes my presentation of the Devel-
opment Agreement and Agreement for Lease in re-
spect of the redevelopment of the Par-la-Ville Road 
Car Park, City of Hamilton. I now invite other Honour-
able Members to participate. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 The Chair will recognise now the Member 
from Pembroke East, MP Walter Roban. 
 MP Roban, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I just 
wish to reiterate our position that we have already 
stated on the two previous motions that we have been 
dealing with. Our objection is not to the Leases them-
selves, but to the mechanism upon which they are 
brought here. 
 We would like the record to show an absten-
tion by us on those matters when they come to a vote. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Would any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 I recognise the Minister responsible. Minister 
Dunkley. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now the resolution, that this Honour-
able House, in accordance with section 14(5) of the 
Municipalities Amendment Act 2013, approve the De-
velopment Agreement and Agreement for Lease, 
dated 11th of April 2012, between the Corporation of 
Hamilton (the Landlord) and Par-La-Ville Hotel and 
Residences Ltd. (the Tenant) in respect of redevel-
opment of the land described as the “Premises” in the 
Ground Lease and in Schedule 1. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 All those in favour, say Aye. Those against, 
say Nay. 
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AYES. 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes have it. 
 
[Resolution passed: The House considered and ap-
proved the Development Agreement and Agreement 
for Lease in respect to the redevelopment of Par-la-
Ville Road Car Park, City of Hamilton, between the 
Corporation of Hamilton and Par-la-Ville Hotel and 
Residence Ltd.] 
 
The Speaker: We will move on now to the next mat-
ter, which is Order No. 7, in the name of the Minister 
of Finance, the Customs Tariff Amendment (No. 3) 
Act 2013. 
 I recognise the Honourable Minister of Fi-
nance, Minister Bob Richards. You have the floor. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 
CUSTOMS TARIFF AMENDMENT (NO. 3) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bill entitled the 
Customs Tariff Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013 be now 
read a second time and committed. In doing so, Mr. 
Speaker, I propose that the primary purpose of this 
Bill is to insert a new end-use duty relief in the Fifth 
Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act 1970, with a view 
of encouraging energy efficiency and conservation. 
 Mr. Speaker, the new end-use relief will pro-
vide for 100 per cent duty relief for specified goods, 
namely, apparatus equipment and machinery im-
ported wholly and exclusively in connection with the 
business use of demand-side management systems, 
commonly known as DSM systems. 
 Honourable Members will be aware that one 
of the goals of the 2011 Energy White Paper is to en-
courage energy efficiency and conservation. One way 
in which to accomplish this goal is to make it easier to 
invest in what are generally very expensive techno-
logical solutions. A proposed method is through the 
implementation of concessionary rates on selected 
goods. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that most building own-
ers and managers will agree that investments that can 
pay for themselves within three years are worthwhile. 
Certainly, lowering the substantial costs of large DSM 
projects will help in encouraging the uptake. Deep 
energy retrofits, those that are designed to save 
30 per cent or more in energy expenditures, can cost 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. Standard duty rates 
added onto them mean the difference between going 
forward with that investment or not. 

Honourable Members will appreciate that it is 
critical to the energy future of Bermuda that there is 
increased adoption of energy management technolo-

gies. Demand would be decreased on the national 
grid, which benefits all Bermudians in reducing the 
urgency for the utility to expand or even replace exist-
ing plant. 

In the 2011 Energy White Paper, it set the 
goal of reducing electricity consumption by 20 per 
cent by 2020. And DSM systems can reduce con-
sumption far more than that if widely adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, the intent of this amendment is 
to relieve only major building system retrofits such as 
stored ice systems or building automation systems 
specifically targeting energy management. 

Honourable Members will be aware that there 
are many lesser DSM measures available, such as 
simple weather-stripping, low-emissive glazing of win-
dows, compact fluorescent and LED lighting fixtures, 
et cetera. Such DSM measures will be excluded from 
the relief, as they are already relatively affordable and, 
in some cases, already subject to concessionary duty 
rates. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to ensure that relief is 
afforded only in respect of major DSM equipment ap-
paratus and machinery, and that the simple, already 
relatively affordable DSM measures are excluded, the 
Director of Energy has been given a role in oversee-
ing the relief. Accordingly, any authorisation of end-
use relief will require the approval of the director. In 
practice, importers of goods of DSM systems will be 
obliged to seek the approval of the Director of Energy 
prior to application for duty relief. 

Mr. Speaker, such goods imported with the 
benefit of duty relief will also require end-use customs 
supervision until needed, diverted or permission or 
destroyed. Accordingly, an end-use condition has 
been included requiring that the goods must be im-
ported and used wholly and exclusively for demand-
side management systems installed, or to be installed, 
for business purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall comment further on the 
measures of the Bill in Committee. I welcome the 
comments of other Honourable Members. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 The Chair will now recognise the next 
speaker, whoever wants to speak. Otherwise, we will 
go right back to the Minister. 
 You want to speak, Honourable Member? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: No problem, Mr. Speaker. Yes. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member, David Burt, 
has the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as the Shadow Minister of Fi-
nance, I would say that our side will support this 
measure. Of course, there is a need for us to increase 
our energy efficiency. This is targeted toward busi-
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nesses who may want to import these items. And as 
we have always said, conservation is definitely good 
for the economy. So we support these measures as 
they are laid. Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Does any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 The Chair recognises the Minister for Educa-
tion and Business Development, is it? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And Economic De-
velopment. 
 
The Speaker: And Economic Development. Educa-
tion—the EED. Okay. All right. Education and Eco-
nomic Development. Yes. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Close enough, Mr. 
Speaker. Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to make a couple 
of comments in support of my honourable colleague, 
Mr. Richards. As he noted in his brief, the Minister of 
Economic Development has been very involved in 
this, working with his Ministry and Customs to insti-
gate these DSM, demand-side management systems. 
 Just by way of a little bit of background here, 
at this particular point, I think Honourable Members 
may be aware that there are a number of buildings in 
Hamilton which have actually implemented demand-
side management. One of them was Cumberland 
House, which recently underwent quite a significant 
retrofit. And I think the rough numbers that I have 
been hearing is that, with changes in lighting and 
changes in managing air conditioning and the general 
climate of the building, they are probably saving about 
30 per cent of their electricity costs over there. 
 Other buildings which have a demand-side 
management system in place include the Victoria 
Place and American International Group building. 
They have a system which is known as “thermal stor-
age,” where they freeze ice and then they use the 
melting of that ice to absorb energy to help with the air 
conditioning over time. 
 The reason these systems are useful, as well, 
is because there are two ways to charge for electricity, 
as you may be aware of, Mr. Speaker. One is, what is 
sort of a straight rate per kilowatt hour, straight billing 
(which is true for most residential and small commer-
cial), but larger commercial uses what is known as a 
“demand rate.” The demand rate includes a billing for 
the kilowatt hours, but it is modified according to what 
would be your peak usage.  
 So if you are in the middle of August, for ex-
ample, and you are a large building and you have very 
high demand because of the heat outside and people 
running the air conditioning system. And that peak 
rate at that particular point of the month, and it is done 

on a 15-minute schedule, and then gets used to in-
crease your overall charge. 
 So the obvious issue here, Mr. Speaker, is if 
you can reduce your peak demand rate and keep it 
low, then your overall demand charge will be less than 
it would. Part of the reason for that, Mr. Speaker, is 
because, in order to be able to essentially provide 
electricity, the utility, BELCO in this particular case, 
has to be able to deal with these increases in peak 
demand. They have a system, which is known as 
“spinning reserve,” where you have got a generating 
set going over there, but it is not actually generating 
electricity. And the reason for that is because, if there 
is a spike in the middle of the day, as there might be 
in July or August around here when a lot of people 
have their air conditioning on, then BELCO needs to 
be able to compensate for that by having generation 
capacity in reserve over there. But that is costly be-
cause they are spending money to run the generators 
and everything else, even though they are not using it. 
 So, one of the reasons this demand-side 
charge is there is to essentially compensate for that 
need to be able to have the extra capacity for the in-
creased demand. So, what these systems do is they 
allow a building or other facility to be able to reduce 
their peak demand, which reduces their overall rate. 
And as we have said, it is about, in some cases, at 
least with the current systems, about 30 per cent, 
which can be quite a significant saving if you are talk-
ing about thousands of dollars in a particular month 
for a building. I mean, some of these buildings are 
running $100,000 or so a year in electricity charges. 
 The other thing which is important here, Mr. 
Speaker, is that, because of these demand-side man-
agement, you can also—particularly with these what 
are called thermal-storage batteries . . . They are a bit 
like those blue ice cubes that you put in a cooler dur-
ing the summertime to keep your (I will say) coleslaw 
cold— 
 
The Speaker: My beer. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Maybe your beer as 
well, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: It depends on how 
you like to use them. 

But it is the same principle here. You freeze 
those blue ice packs, and then you use them later in 
the cooler. And as they melt slowly, they absorb heat. 
The same principle applies here in some of these 
buildings. I mentioned that AIG has an ice system like 
that as well. 
 But perhaps most importantly, Mr. Speaker, 
we see a number of food wholesalers who would like 
to introduce these systems into their warehouse facili-
ties, and also some of the grocery stores would be 
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able to use this as well, where you freeze these ice 
packs, if I can put it that way, at night when demand is 
down, and then you can use them during the day. And 
it helps to reduce the number of times that compres-
sor has to come on, which is expensive every time 
that compressor comes on for your refrigerator; I think 
we all know that. So it helps to smooth that out. 
 We do not have this yet, but this is something 
I think we are going to be talking to the utility about. In 
other places, there are different rates charged for dif-
ferent times of the day. So, in the middle of the night 
when demand is low, they charge a lower rate than 
they do in the middle of the day. The whole point here 
being that, if you can freeze this ice pack at night and 
then use the benefit of that during the day, you also 
reduce your charge of electricity because you are 
dealing with a lower rate at night. 
 We are not quite there yet, Mr. Speaker, but it 
is something, obviously, we would like to address. So 
those are two ways in which these systems can be 
quite beneficial. As my honourable colleague said, 
one of the issues here, as well, is if we can reduce the 
overall electricity demand, then we do not have to put 
in additional expensive generating sets over there. We 
can effectively be more energy-conservation wise in 
this country. We import less diesel, less heavy fuel oil, 
obviously, foreign currency earnings, but just overall 
reducing the cost of energy. As we know from the 
White Paper, I think one of the goals there was to try 
and do that by some 20 per cent.  
 So, this particular approach is, we hope, a 
very useful and beneficial approach both for individual 
building owners and also for wholesalers involved in 
the food area. Obviously, we as a Government are 
hoping that some of these savings get passed on to 
eventual consumers as well, perhaps reducing the 
price of wholesale goods, food goods or even at a 
grocery store level as well. So, Mr. Speaker, there is a 
very broad benefit here which is why the Government 
feels this is an important customs duty rebate to bring 
up today. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member who 
would care to speak? 
 If not, I will recognise the Minister in charge 
here, Minister Bob Richards. You have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 If there are no other comments, I now move 
that the Bill be committed. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to the Bill be-
ing committed? 
 There are none. 
 So I would ask that the Deputy Speaker, 
please, take the Chair [of Committee]. 
 
[Pause] 

House in Committee at 12:06 pm 
 

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 
CUSTOMS TARIFF AMENDMENT (NO. 3) ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled Customs Tariff Amendment 
(No. 3) Act 2013. I call on the Minister in charge to 
proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you very much, 
Madam Chairman. 
 I now move clause 1, which is the citation. 
 Clause 2 amends the Fifth Schedule of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1970 Act. It is amended to have 
the following CPC codes: Clause 2 inserts a new end-
use CPC code of 4209 in the Fifth Schedule of the 
principal Act. Also, CPC 4209 will provide end-use 
relief in respect of equipment apparatus and machin-
ery, on condition that such goods are imported and 
used for demand-side management systems installed 
or to be installed for business purposes, with the ob-
jective of increasing energy efficiency by lowering en-
ergy demand or energy use, or both. 
 The authorisation of the end-use relief under 
CPC 4209 is subject to the approval of the Director of 
Energy. 
 Madam Chairman, “business” is defined for 
the purposes of CPC 4209 to mean “the supply of 
goods and services for consideration and not-for-profit 
supplies of goods and services as made otherwise 
than in a personal capacity.” 
 I think those are all the clauses, Madam 
Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. Are there any Members 
that would like to speak to clauses 1 and 2? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Finance. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Madam 
Chairman. 
 The question that I have for the Minister (and 
hopefully, he can answer it) . . . Or maybe the Minister 
for Economic Development and Education and Energy 
may be able to answer the question. 
 But, how many of these systems have cur-
rently, I guess, existed in Bermuda in large commer-
cial environments? Are there any that are currently 
on-Island? I guess that would be the question. I un-
derstand they are very expensive. I understand they 
are cost prohibitive. And I understand that we would 
not be able to refer to customs records, because now 
we are creating something separate of where these 
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things would fall under. But I was wondering if the 
Minister and/or the Minister who speaks for Energy 
could speak to if there are any of these systems which 
currently exist, currently, right now. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Minister 
of Finance. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I think we are making this 
Amendment here today, Madam Chairman, because 
people would like to import these systems, but they 
find it prohibitively expensive with paying customs 
duty, all of this up front. So, we are doing this to en-
able systems to come to Bermuda. I do not believe 
anybody has— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Victoria Place? Okay. So 
we do have some that have already paid the freight.  
Maybe my colleague can . . .  
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thanks, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I think I said in the whole House that there 
were a couple of buildings that have these systems. 
Victoria Place, when it was built, because of the LEED 
[Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design rat-
ing system] designation, others put in DSM systems. 
But I think, as my honourable colleague, Mr. Richards, 
said, they are very expensive and that up front capital 
cost is often a deterrent for people putting in new 
ones. 
 The particular use that we are thinking about 
today, apart from larger office buildings, hotels, possi-
bly, would also be things like wholesalers, who have 
to have large food storage areas, which are very ex-
pensive to run, and these systems would be very use-
ful in terms of reducing their overall electricity cost. 
But we are trying to stimulate that—the Minister is—by 
putting this in so that they will have incentive to pay 
for these systems without having to pay the customs 
duty as well. So it is a broad benefit. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Finance. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Madam 
Chairman. 
 So, in saying that and knowing that the Gov-
ernment would want and would like revenue, is there 
any anticipation that this is a short term to actually 

provide incentive? Or is this something that is being 
considered as an open-ended commitment? 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I do not think it is short 
term. I think the energy situation is going to continue 
on. I do not think we are envisaging any sort of sun-
setting of this in the foreseeable future. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Minister of— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I think there was a little bit of indication in the 
Shadow Minister’s remarks that somehow Govern-
ment would be losing revenue here. The conclusion 
we have come to is that a lot of businesses and build-
ings are unlikely to do this unless they have some sort 
of an incentive. A few have already, but we think we 
can get much broader uptake if we have this customs 
duty incentive. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Finance. You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, and hopefully, Madam 
Chairman, this will be the last time I stand to my feet. 
 I thank the Minister, both the Ministers, for 
their comments. I think the one thing that I want to, I 
guess, make clear is that it is an open-ended com-
mitment. If there is going to be importing that is going 
to happen, the Government is going to lose revenue. 
The Government has made revenue off the systems 
which were previously imported, because there were 
no such concessions in place for those systems. 
 I support encouraging other companies to go 
ahead and import those systems; I think it is good. 
However, I do believe, and I am sure the Minister of 
Finance understands, that when you provide incen-
tives, if you provide them on a short-term basis, at 
least have them expire. It actually incentivises behav-
iour, as opposed to it being an open-ended commit-
ment, which can sometimes lead to problems, which I 
am sure that he has seen in some of the budgeting 
challenges which he currently has. 
 So with that, Madam Chairman, as I said be-
fore in the whole House, this side supports this meas-
ure, and we hope that it will lead to increased energy 
efficiency in Bermuda. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 [and] 2? 
 There are no other Members. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  11 December 2013 441 
 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
would like to move clauses 1 and 2, please. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 
[and] 2 be approved. 
 Are there any objections? 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel]  
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 and 2 passed.] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
would like to move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Is there any objection to that motion? 
 No objections. 

Agreed to. 
 

[Gavel]  
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
would like to move that the Bill be reported to the 
House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House as printed. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 There are no objections. 

Agreed to. 
 

[Gavel]  
 
[Motion carried: The Customs Tariff Amendment 
(No. 3) Act 2013 was considered by a Committee of 
the whole House and passed without amendment.] 

 
[Pause] 

 
House resumed at 12:14 pm 

 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 

 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

 
CUSTOMS TARIFF AMENDMENT (NO. 3) ACT 2013 

 
The Speaker: Yes. We have just completed the Sec-
ond Reading [and Committee stage] of the Customs 
Tariff Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013, which has been 
approved by the House. 
 I understand that you would like to do Order 
No. 11, and then [Order No.] 9? 
 
An Hon. Member: Order No. 9 is carried over. 
 

The Speaker: [Order No.] 9 is carried over? All right. 
 So then, we move to Order No. 11, in the 
name of Minister Dunkley: 

That this Honourable House authorise, in ac-
cordance with section 37(1) of the Municipalities Act 
1923, the giving of a guarantee up to a maximum of 
$18 million by the Corporation of Hamilton, for the 
purpose of developing a hotel on the site of the Par-la-
Ville Car Park. 
 The Chair will recognise the Member, M. H. 
Dunkley. Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 
 

MOTION 
 
AUTHORISATION OF MAXIMUM GUARANTEE OF 
$18 MILLION BY CORPORATION OF HAMILTON, 
FOR DEVELOPING A HOTEL PAR-LA-VILLE CAR 

PARK SITE 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that consideration be given to the fol-
lowing motion, notice of which was given on the 29th of 
November 2013: 

That this Honourable House authorise, in ac-
cordance with section 37(1) of the Municipalities Act 
1923, the giving of a guarantee up to a maximum of 
$18 million by the Corporation of Hamilton, for the 
purpose of developing a hotel on the site of the Par-la-
Ville Car Park. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 Minister Dunkley, please carry on. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am pleased to move that motion that I just 
read out and to provide background supporting the 
information with respect to this motion. 
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will know 
the importance of hotel development to Bermuda’s 
tourism. A new hotel has the potential to boost our 
economy and to create jobs. Mr. Speaker, Bermuda’s 
hotel supply is made up of many different types, rang-
ing from large-scale hotels to small boutique hotels, 
apartments, cottage colonies, B&B’s [bed and break-
fast] and inns. Additionally, there are private rental 
homes and apartments that are filling a specific niche. 
 Mr. Speaker, Bermuda currently has 48 oper-
ating licensed hotel properties and a total of 5,265 
licensed beds, or 2,532 rooms. The past few years 
have shown signs of recovery in hotel supply; the ho-
tel supply, however, continues to face major chal-
lenges, including outdated facilities and the dire need 
for investment. 
 Mr. Speaker, although Bermuda offers charm-
ing accommodations like our unique cottage colonies, 
it has long been accepted that Bermuda hotels in 
general do not meet the international levels of leading 
island destinations. Bermuda lacks an adequate sup-
ply of high-level and luxury rooms with the facilities 
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and services which compete with the best hospitality 
offers internationally. Further, Mr. Speaker, there are 
far too few beds to support and sustain our tourism 
sector, generally. 

Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton has 
embraced the need for having a first-class five-star 
brand within the City of Hamilton. Such a facility will 
provide critically needed luxury hotel accommodations 
to meet the demands of the affluent business traveller 
that visits the city. By having a project developed upon 
the site of the Par-la-Ville Car Park, the corporation 
seeks to redevelop a piece of underperforming prime 
real estate for the benefit of Bermuda. 

Mr. Speaker, in recent years, economic con-
cerns have affected world markets. As a result, con-
sumer and business confidence has been eroded and 
major investors of all kinds have proceeded with cau-
tion. Financing structures and requirements have 
changed, and developers are required to be far more 
creative in their pursuit of financing partners. 

Mr. Speaker, until recently, there was no 
statutory provision for the Corporation of Hamilton to 
provide a collateralised third-party guarantee on its 
property. Honourable Members will recall, however, 
that section 37 of the Municipalities Act 1923 was 
amended in October 2013 to provide that guarantees 
for specific purposes made by the corporation and 
approved by the Legislature are permissible. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment provides the 
corporation with the flexibility it requires to add value 
to the hotel development project at the Par-la-Ville Car 
Park site. Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton 
proposes to facilitate a mortgage transaction for the 
purposes of assisting a hotel developer to obtain fi-
nancing for the development of a hotel in the City of 
Hamilton. Any guarantee extended by the Corporation 
of Hamilton to any developer for the specific purpose 
of developing a hotel on the site would be subject to 
conditions for the various licences required in accor-
dance with the Companies Act 1981. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, there are appropriate 
checks and balances in place that will be used to pro-
tect the assets and protect the land in the best interest 
of the people of Bermuda.  

Mr. Speaker, the Corporation of Hamilton has 
confidently embarked upon this course of action in 
good stewardship of the City of Hamilton and for the 
betterment of the people of Bermuda. 

The Government looks forward to the realisa-
tion of a five-star hotel on the site of the Par-la-Ville 
Car Park, and the Government supports the approval 
of this agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, this concludes the presentation. 
I look forward to comment from Honourable Members. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 

The Chair will first recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [East], MP Walter Roban. 
You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I wish to be the first respondent on this mo-
tion: That this Honourable House authorise, in accor-
dance with section 37(1) of the Municipalities Act 
1923, the giving of a guarantee up to a maximum of 
$18 million by the Corporation of Hamilton, for the 
purpose of developing a hotel on the site of the Par-la-
Ville Car Park. 
 Let me firstly say, Mr. Speaker, I wish to con-
gratulate the corporation for its efforts in bringing 
about this development, which, we all would know, 
has been many years in the making. The efforts to 
make use of the Par-la-Ville area for a hotel has been 
a, perhaps, long-suffering development effort by the 
corporation. One might argue that some of that suffer-
ing was self-inflicted by previous administrations of 
the corporation, and that . . . because we often heard 
announcements made about developers of other ho-
tels, of other partners that they had presumably made 
arrangements with, and then those announcements 
then disappeared into the wilderness, irrespective of 
the support the Government of the day had given 
them for that. But we often found this particular effort 
frustrated. 
 To my knowledge, sometimes, as I said, that 
was not always necessarily from an external issue; it 
was sometimes internal, by [their] own internal issues 
that previous administrations of the corporation had. 
Because this has been going on for at least almost 10 
years, [that] we have seen efforts to try and do some-
thing with that Par-la-Ville property. 
 The previous administration also sought to 
assist the corporation with ensuring that this develop-
ment took off. So, it is perhaps timely and appropriate 
that this Government has, itself, taken it on and de-
cided to facilitate the corporation with this particular 
development. 
 It is unfortunate, perhaps, that it has just taken 
this long, in that it was unfinished business that had 
been long been put together by the existing corpora-
tion, and that earlier this year this could not have been 
completed so that jobs, investments and opportunities 
that such development would bring about could have 
already started. But, better late than never. 
 So, I will leave my comments pretty much to 
that, applauding the current corporation for their ef-
forts here. Obviously, this is connected to the previous 
two passes that we have just given. And our position 
stands as to the issues around the Municipalities 
Amendment Act that has facilitated even this motion 
that is here. So, we will not say much on this. We 
merely applaud the corporation for its work, and we 
look forward, like every other Bermudian, to some de-
velopment that can ensure some opportunities, some 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report  11 December 2013 443 
 
investment, and the creation of jobs in the country. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Would any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Tourism, the Member from Hamilton West. MP Wayne 
Furbert, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am hoping that this is the final 
part [of work] that the corporation and the developer, 
Mr. Mike MacLean, has [to do] to move ahead as 
speedily as possible to get the work done out there at 
Par-la-Ville and get some jobs for Bermudians. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will recall that the Opposi-
tion at that time, now the Government, was critical of 
the property up there in Par-la-Ville, and said that [it] 
would never take place. They felt that it was just out of 
the park, that it would not be working. 
 I will be honest with you. I am just a little dis-
appointed that it has taken this long, Mr. Premier, to 
bring one simple—one simple motion to this House to 
approve that the corporation has the right to attach 
that property to a mortgage. We probably could have 
by this time put some shovels in the ground, people 
back to work. Now we have got to still go through a 
whole process, because there is still work to be done, 
probably after this, by the developers. And we proba-
bly will not see any real shovels in the ground until 
maybe late 2014, maybe 2015. 
 We are late. And the Government came in 
with this move that they will be pushing things ahead, 
and we have been denied, I think, the opportunity for 
Bermudians to really get things going. Because you 
are talking about cement, you are talking about res-
taurants in the area, you are talking about truck driv-
ers, and the list goes on and on that we could have 
created. At the time when we were talking and having 
discussions with developers, we were talking about at 
least 600 jobs—600 jobs! More money in the coffers 
of the Minister of Finance, as far as payroll tax. 
 So I believe that the Government has taken 
too long, too long to move this process ahead. It has 
been one year. That should have been the first thing 
on the agenda. As a matter of fact, I would have 
thought, it was my view, that they could have done it 
under section 144 of the Companies Act. I still do not 
know why they could not have allowed the foreign 
company to attach . . . Maybe the Minister of Eco-
nomic Development can explain that, why the Minister 
could not have allowed that to take place. 
 But again, I think that the people of Bermuda 
have suffered because of the Government’s failure to 
move as quickly as possible. We are now at the 12th 
hour, really 12 months, 12 months, 12th hour, to move 
this ahead. But the corporation has been persistent. 
Mike MacLean has been persistent. He has taken a 

lot of licks from different sectors with this in his com-
munity, who felt that he should not have been the de-
veloper, moving ahead. But I glory in his spirit. He 
kept at the wicket, despite the Government did not 
see the light to move this ahead way back in Febru-
ary, because they said they looked under the hood. 
This particular hood was clean. This hood was clean. 
And the Minister of Economic Development, the Minis-
ter, Dr. Grant Gibbons, who had responsibility under 
Development, should have brought this thing to the 
House way back, and quickly, particularly when we 
rushed it through the summertime, talking about com-
ing back here to get some urgent things done. We 
could help the country, and of course, taking less 
money off the Minister . . . of Financial Assistance, 
and cut that budget down. 
 But again, the Minister of Finance would have 
to approve another budget for Financial Assistance 
because they will not be able to start this project, 
probably, next year, unless planning moves. Because, 
Mr. Speaker, you may not be aware that there is a big 
BELCO line up there that has still got to be removed! 
It has got to be removed! So we are talking about at 
least another year, year and a half maybe, at the 
most, unless planning is able to move quickly, unless 
planning is able to move quickly. Maybe that is why 
they put the Minister of Travel, because he is the Min-
ister who can move things ahead quickly, as I under-
stand that part. So maybe that is why we understand 
why this is here tonight, because we know that the 
Minister of Travel, Moniz, can move things quickly and 
get things done. 
 So, I glory in the spirit. And so I am asking 
now that every Minister, and the Minister of Economic 
Development should be calling a meeting with Mike 
next week to see, What can we do? Now that it has 
been approved, it will have to go through the Senate. 
What can we do? Environment, planning, finance, I do 
not know what it is, tourism, of course. I know the Min-
ister of Tourism has been behind it, supports it, be-
cause he wants to support and get tourism in the 
numbers as much as we do. So, thank you, BELCO. 
Thank you, Mike MacLean, for being persistent. 
Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 I am going to recognise the Honourable Pre-
mier, because it is 12:30. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we break for lunch until 
2:00 pm. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Members, the House is adjourned to 2:00 pm. 
 
[Gavel]  
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:30 pm 
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Proceedings resumed at 2:02 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

MOTION 
 
AUTHORISATION OF MAXIMUM GUARANTEE OF 
$18 MILLION BY CORPORATION OF HAMILTON, 
FOR DEVELOPING A HOTEL PAR-LA-VILLE CAR 

PARK SITE 
 
[Continuation of debate thereon] 
 
The Speaker: Members, we are continuing with Order 
No. 11 a motion moved by Minister M. H. Dunkley: 

That this Honourable House authorise, in ac-
cordance with section 37(1) of the Municipalities Act 
1923, the giving of a guarantee up to a maximum of 
$18 million by the Corporation of Hamilton, for the 
purpose of developing a hotel on the site of the Par-la-
Ville car park. 
 We will continue that debate. 
 The Chair will recognise any Member who 
would care to continue. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable and 
Learned Member Shawn Crockwell, the Minister for 
Tourism and Transport. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I think that it is important that we 
recognise that . . . and certainly, in my position as the 
Minister of Tourism, I want to stand and support this 
particular motion because of some of the reasons that 
have already been articulated in that we in Bermuda 
are in dire need of development. We are in dire need 
of additional inventory for our tourism product—we 
need more beds—we need to bring the right type of 
brands to Bermuda so that we can be more competi-
tive. We all understand that. We have had these simi-
lar discussions before, and I believe that the Honour-
able Member who spoke just prior to the lunch break, 
worked very hard when he was the Minister in trying 
to bring development—hotel development, in particu-
lar—to Bermuda— 
 
An Hon. Member: This one in particular. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And this one in particular.   

The Honourable Member interpolated saying 
this specific one. He did yeoman time and effort into 
this particular project. 
 The reason why it is important, Mr. Speaker, 
is because if we have this particular development . . . 
although the motion itself is talking about a develop-
ment on the Par-la-Ville car park, we have been talk-
ing the particular development that has been going on 

for some time as it relates to the St. Regis hotel. And 
that would generate significant jobs for Bermudians.  

That is a focal point of this Government. We 
need to create jobs. I believe that the former Tourism 
Minister is quoted as saying that this project can cre-
ate 600 jobs. It will stimulate the economy. It will help 
redefine tourism for Bermuda. It will give us more in-
ventory, give us more brands on the Island, and those 
are very important. And I think we all agree in this 
House that we need to achieve that. We need to 
achieve it. 
 I think that there is also agreement in the 
House that this particular development has had its 
challenges over the years. And, Mr. Speaker, we can 
recall that there were writs filed against the financier. 
We can recall that there were deadlines missed. 
There were leases that were breached; there were 
new leases that were signed. There have been chal-
lenges as it relates to this particular project. And we 
have challenges in this country in attracting develop-
ment as we see our competitors in the south having 
hotels built left, right and centre, whilst we remain in 
this difficult position of not being able to attract major 
hotel development.  

That is why this Government had the invest-
ment summit to engage blue-chip developers to find 
out what we are not doing so we can correct that and 
get development here. 
 But I have concerns when the Honourable 
Member, Wayne Furbert, would get up in this House 
and criticise the Government, which is today, through 
this motion, supporting the corporation in being able to 
give a guarantee. And let us be clear, this negotiation, 
this project is between the Corporation of Hamilton 
and the developer. This is not a situation with the 
Government and the developer. And that is an im-
portant distinction, because that makes it that much 
more difficult for the Government (which the previous 
administration would have experienced) when we do 
not own the land. When we do not control that, we are 
here to facilitate. We are here to encourage. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I am concerned that the Hon-
ourable Member is unintentionally misleading the 
House and the public. We support what is being 
done— 
 
The Speaker: He is not misleading the House, Hon-
ourable Member . . . please. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I had the impression, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please— 
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Mr. Walter H. Roban: That was the impression— 
 
The Speaker: Please— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I just want to make clear, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: He is not misleading the House. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 As I was saying, because we are not the prin-
cipal parties in this particular relationship and this par-
ticular development, the Government has the role of 
trying to encourage and support where we can. And 
so we do not have a direct influence. Our influence is 
somewhat fettered because we do not own the land. 
 But when the Honourable Member, the former 
Tourism Minister, gets up and criticises this Govern-
ment for being late, it frustrates me. And that becomes 
a theme—that has been a theme, Mr. Speaker, with 
many of the issues—that the Government—this Gov-
ernment—is grappling with and resolving, and we 
hear . . . and we have only been in . . . we have not 
even reached one year yet, but we hear this stuff 
about, What took you so long?  

But we are trying to get it done. We are trying 
to get it done. The fact of the matter is, the former 
administration did not get it done. That is the fact. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Did not get it done.  

My criticism is not whether or not the Opposi-
tion supports this motion. My criticism is, do not get on 
your feet and criticise us for being late— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Member said nothing that is out of 
order. Please take your seat. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, he did. 
 
The Speaker: Please take your seat. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I have— 
 
The Speaker: There is not . . . there is— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I have a right 
as a Member of Parliament— 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you very much. The 
Honourable Member is misleading this House. We did 
not drop the ball on this particular— 
 
The Speaker: He is not misleading the House. 
 Honourable Member, please take your seat. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, my criticism is that time and time 
again . . . if the Honourable Member would have taken 
to his feet and said, We support this motion. We wish 
the Government well and we will do what we can to 
help support and facilitate this, then I would have 
been happy. But to criticise the Government of taking 
too long, of being late, it frustrates me because that 
Honourable Member was Minister of Tourism for a 
year—the same amount that this Government has 
been in office—and he could not get it done! 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes, what is the 
point of order? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The point of order is this 
Honourable Member is misleading this House. 
 
The Speaker: I do not see where he is misleading the 
House and, therefore, I am not accepting that as a 
point of order so please take your seat. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, you have to— 
 
The Speaker: Please take your seat! 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member,— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I said that you 
indicated that he is misleading the House and I am 
saying that I agree that he is not misleading the 
House. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But you have not heard my 
point of why he is misleading the House, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: What [Standing] Order are you speak-
ing to? What rule are you speaking to? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The point of order that he is 
misleading the House. 
 
The Speaker: But it is not . . . what rule are you 
speaking to? 
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Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: A rule . . . whatever it is. I do 
not know what the rule is. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member . . . Honour-
able Member . . . Honourable Member, please, take 
your seat. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, point of 
order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, with all 
due respect, every Member in this House has a right 
to bring a point of order. And as the Speaker you must 
hear them out. Now, you can rule after you hear them 
out; but you cannot sit us down before the point is 
made. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, may I say this, all 
right? Honourable Members are getting up, and, in 
fact, you know, if you are getting up . . . and there has 
been no real reason being given. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I heard you be-
fore. I heard you. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me, 
sir, with the greatest of respect, that even the office of 
the Speaker cannot presume to be in the head of a 
former Minister. With all of the information that that 
Minister would have had, he may well have something 
in his experience that you could not possibly be aware 
of. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, thank you— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And I do say that in defence 
of my friend. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you for that. 
 Honourable Member, please, carry on. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I believe that what I have stated was not con-
troversial. It was factual that the Honourable Member 
was the former Minister of Tourism and his tenure was 
for approximately a year. And it is the case that while 
he was the Minister of Tourism this project was high 
on the agenda of the former administration. It is a fact 
that the Honourable Member did a great deal of work 
to try and get the project going.  

In matter of fact, I can recall that in April of 
2012, the Honourable Member gave a press state-
ment and he said that there has been considerable 
progress in this particular development coming on 
line. And he talked about how he was bringing the 

parties together because there was some antagonism 
at the time between the Corporation and the develop-
er, and the Honourable Member was trying to facilitate 
coming together—something that I applauded at the 
time. 

But let us just talk about . . . he is talking 
about what is taking us so long. The Honourable 
Member—of all Members in this House—should un-
derstand the complexities of this project. So do not 
criticise the Government for trying to get this done 
within our first year in office. It is disingenuous. That 
Honourable Member knows.  

And then in May of 2012, he had a press con-
ference with the mayor and the developer. In fact, I 
recall he said he was so happy he thought he was 
going to cry. I remember that press conference. And 
he went on . . . and during that press conference he 
said, We bring now closer to reality the construction of 
this new hotel. It is going to create 600 jobs. Now, we 
all knew what was coming later on in 2012, Mr. 
Speaker, but, like everybody else in the country, we 
were hopeful that the honourable former Minister was 
going to get it done.  

That was in May of 2012. It did not happen. It 
did not happen. No shovel went into the ground, Mr. 
Speaker. And I know . . . I heard the Honourable 
Member saying now, Why? It is certainly not because 
of anything that happened from the Opposition. 

 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Exactly.  

Why? There are complexities with these types 
of developments. So do not get up and try to give the 
impression that somehow this Government has sty-
mied any progress with this project. The opposite, Mr. 
Speaker, is the case. This Government has worked 
hard to help support and facilitate this process. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we need to come together. 
You know, Bermuda is in some difficult times right 
now. We have our people who are not employed. We 
have a tourism industry that has been in decline for 30 
years. We see that a lot of work is being done to help 
reinvigorate international business. But if we continue 
on this line of finding a way to criticise the Govern-
ment just to criticise, then Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
we are doing our jobs in this House. If we support this 
motion, let us support the motion.  

Now I heard someone also say, Well, let’s see 
if we get it done. This project is not on the shoulder of 
the Government, and it was not on the shoulder of the 
previous Government. So we understand why you had 
challenges. But do not come here and say, What is 
taking you so long? That is not appropriate when 
you— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
Point of order. 
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The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The point that we had men-
tioned was [Standing Order] 11(3)(a). Do you know 
that? 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: All right. Okay. 
 The point is . . . we said, What took so long— 
 
The Speaker: Hold, hold, hold on a minute for me. 
Hold on for me one minute. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
An Hon. Member: [Is it] (a) or (e)? 
 
An Hon. Member: [It is] (a). 
 
An Hon. Member: Right here, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no, I can see very clearly . . . I 
can see very clearly. 
 Yes. Go ahead. And so what is the objection? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member is misleading this House on the fact that we 
are supporting this particular motion today, and that 
the idea that the former Government delayed it, or it 
was involved in not getting things done . . . he already 
admitted that it had to do with the Corporation of Ham-
ilton and the developer. But above all, what we said 
was that the motion could have been brought earlier 
this year. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Okay. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. Thank you. 
 Carry on, please. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes. Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we need to work together. The 
Honourable Shadow Minister of Tourism and I are 
friends. And one thing I know about the Honourable 
Shadow Minister is that he cares about this country, 
and that this is not the only issue that we are going to 
be dealing with in this Honourable House going for-
ward. I am hoping that we can work together on some 
of these major issues.  

I am hearing some talk about different things, 
and we saw earlier a call for a vote and then the vote 
ended up being abstention from the other side. It is 
just politics, Mr. Speaker. It is politics. And as long as 

we play politics, we are not going to be able to maxim-
ise on the intellectual capital that we have in this 
House. As long as we have the division, we are not 
going to be able to work together to get things done. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, all I am saying is that I am 
standing as the Tourism Minister, giving the Minister 
responsible for this particular motion my full support, 
because we need hotel development in this country 
for the hotel industry, for creating jobs for our people, 
for getting Bermuda back where we deserve to be in 
terms of the tourism discussion around the world. We 
need to support it. Let us stop trying to create criticism 
when it is not there—especially. I am going to have 
this same speech again on another debate that I am 
anticipating coming up. Okay? Because we hear 
about what took you so long to bring a referendum 
Bill. Okay? We are getting it done, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, leave the referendum— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will leave that alone. 
 
The Speaker: Leave that alone— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will leave that alone. 
 
The Speaker: —because that is . . . you are anticipat-
ing debate. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause I would be anticipating. 
 
The Speaker: Leave that alone. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: But the point I am making 
is that we are getting things done. We are getting 
things done that the former Government did not get 
done—that the former Government had 14 years to 
get done and did not get it done. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
An Hon. Member: That is true. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: This Government is going 
to get it done. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 The Chair now recognises the Member from 
Pembroke [West Central], MP David Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. Speak-
er. 
 Mr. Speaker, before I get to my specific ques-
tions for the Minister in charge, I just have a few 
comments. And the comments I would like to make on 
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this, Mr. Speaker, are that I believe that the Shadow 
Minister of Home Affairs on this side made our posi-
tion very clear.  

We are abstaining to these moves for the par-
ticular reason, which was stated, that we did not sup-
port the Municipalities Bill that went through. We be-
lieve that it was bad law. We believe it is bad law for a 
Government to look to retroactively approve and/or 
reject leases which were done by parties which were 
able to make those leases at the time. Any contractual 
agreement—and this Government is looking to ap-
prove or validate them—we do not agree. And that is 
the reason why it was abstained. 

The Honourable Minister who just sat down 
may call it “politics,” but we call it “principle” because 
we had the principle when this Bill was originally de-
bated, and we will continue with the principle going on 
all these various items, because we do not believe 
that things that were done in the past should be un-
done. That is the way it should be, Mr. Speaker, and 
that is our view. Private contracts between two parties 
that are able to enter into a contract and a lease 
should not then be later invalidated or validated by 
another body. And that is the reason, Mr. Speaker, 
that we are abstaining.  

It is not politics, it is principle. And so that is 
the reason why we are sticking to that. So I reject the 
Minister’s assertion that this is a political move. This is 
about something that we did not support before, and 
we are not going to be a party to it right now. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, let me move on, because it 
seems as though the Minister went through great 
pains to say that the Government is not a party to this 
agreement. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the Government did 
not want to be a party to this agreement then why did 
they change the Municipalities Act in the first place, 
which is requiring it to come here?  

The Government clearly has done their due 
diligence. This clearly went through Cabinet. They 
decided that they need to review what the Corporation 
of Hamilton is doing because they want to have over-
sight of what the Corporation of Hamilton is doing, and 
that is the reason why we are here today to discuss. 
So they have done their review, they have made their 
due diligence, and now they feel that this is something 
that they want to support and put their names behind 
to bring to this House.  

I would assume that this lease has been vet-
ted. I would assume that all these agreements have 
been vetted. It has been supported by Cabinet and 
that is the reason they are bringing it here. So I do not 
accept that this is not something that the Government 
is involved in. I do not accept that this is about the 
Corporation of Hamilton and a private developer, be-
cause that is what it was before and it was that way 
until this Government—against our objections—
changed the law.  

So now, Mr. Speaker, they are a party to this 
agreement and therefore they should be answering 
these questions. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, the Minister says that he 
supports this development. I would ask if he could 
please, in his ability to respond when he has a chance 
to respond, enlighten us on the due diligence that was 
done that has led the Government to support this $18 
million guarantee. And the reason why I ask it, Mr. 
Speaker, is I just want to be sure . . . I want to get an 
understanding as to why the Government feels com-
fortable moving forward, because we have heard 
statements in the past that Members on the other side 
have not felt as though this is something that will go 
forward . . . that they are not comfortable with it.  

I guess the question is, Mr. Speaker, what has 
changed? What has led them to go from a position of 
not comfortable, not going to work, to We now support 
it and this should move forward? 

I think that that is something that is very key. 
Because when we are talking about an $18 million 
guarantee there is a question that at some point in 
time, via contingent liability, the Government could be 
liable. And I think that this is very important because if 
something were to go wrong, if we are going through 
this and going through the Parliament, then this is the 
$18 million that we could be responsible for in this 
House. 

I would like to know what due diligence was 
done. And, clearly, I would love to hear from the Min-
ister of Finance as to whether or not he feels comfort-
able with the terms of this guarantee, whether or not 
he feels comfortable that the Corporation of Hamilton 
has the assets to back it, that there does not seem to 
be any problem; whether he feels comfortable in the 
management of the project and the management over 
the Corporation of Hamilton to go ahead and push this 
forward so there is no liability or contingent liability on 
the people of Bermuda. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the final thing that I would 
say is we have heard a lot during previous debates, 
when we were talking about the Municipalities Act, 
about whether or not tendering was done correctly, et 
cetera. Now this project has been through many dif-
ferent phases—I think it was Mayor Bluck, then it was 
Mayor Gosling, then it was the current administra-
tion—it has been through many different phases. But 
if memory serves correctly, Mr. Speaker, there was no 
tender. That is, that we have heard things about . . . 
there was a question of tender.  

So I am questioning as to why the Govern-
ment, which has said that they do not believe that 
things should not be tendered, is supporting this 
agreement if, in their view, it was not tendered and it 
did not follow the process. Is it because it was done 
by Mayor Bluck and Mayor Gosling that is not . . . that 
it is okay? Because it was done by them we are going 
to assume that it is fine, or is it for a different reason? 
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And the final question I have, Mr. Speaker, is 
because previously the Honourable Minister of Public 
Safety who speaks for Home Affairs in this House said 
that he is confident that the hotel will operate and 
open on—I think it was March 2017 . . . that is what he 
said in the last one. Okay? And all I would like to ask, 
Mr. Speaker (going back to the question which I asked 
before), is, What due diligence has the Government 
done and to what extent (I guess) have they reviewed 
the plans and the financing, the project, et cetera, to 
come to this House and be confident that they are 
going to state that they believe that this hotel will 
open, after this is passed, on March 31, 2017? 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Minister of Finance, Bob Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have listened with interest to this debate so 
far. I think that sometimes in the House we kind of get 
carried away with ourselves, with our rhetoric, and 
end up sort of having a bridge too far.  
 What we have before us is a tabling of basi-
cally the permission to allow the Corporation of Hamil-
ton to guarantee a debt. The Government of Bermuda 
is not guaranteeing the debt. We are not approving of 
the debt. We are not approving of the project. What 
we did is, we passed legislation to enable the Corpo-
ration of Hamilton to conduct the business of devel-
opment of the City of Hamilton.  

The legislation that we passed before here al-
lowed the Corporation to enter into a guarantee if they 
wanted to. This motion here is in no way a stamp of 
approval by the Government of Bermuda. It is not. It is 
allowing the Corporation of Hamilton to do what they 
want. Because prior to passing the legislation, the 
Corporation of Hamilton did not have the ability to 
guarantee a loan, to put up a mortgage property . . . to 
mortgage a property that is owned by the Corporation 
for this purpose. They did not have the ability to do 
that. We are allowing them to do that. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of my favourite quotes (and 
I have quoted it before to you) was by Churchill at the 
end of the Battle of Britain where he said, “This is not 
the end. It is not . . . the beginning of the end.” But it 
may be just “the end of the beginning.” In this case, 
Mr. Speaker, this is not the end of the beginning. We 
are not going to build a hotel with $18 million, are we?  

Honourable Member, are we going to build a 
hotel with $18 million? I do not think so. They have got 
houses in Bermuda that are worth more than $18 mil-
lion, much less a hotel. So we are not going to build a 
hotel for $18 million. 
 You know, if the Government of Bermuda 
were coming up here saying that we have the stamp 

of approval on a hotel in Bermuda and we are going to 
back it, I would be getting up here and saying that the 
Government of Bermuda would be giving a guarantee 
for $350 [million], $400 million for a hotel. I am not 
saying that, am I? I am not saying that. 
 We have been approached to guarantee this 
here—the Government of Bermuda—and I said no. I 
do not mind telling anybody; I said no. So the Corpo-
ration of Hamilton has got the power to guarantee 
this. This basically is just a bridging loan to get to the 
next step of financing. That is what this is. This is not 
the Honourable Member’s, Mr. Furbert’s, dream of 
putting a hotel up there. You cannot build a hotel an-
ywhere in Bermuda for $18 million. So this is not the 
end. It is not even the beginning of the end. It is not 
even the end of the beginning. It is none of those 
things.  

What it is, is that we have allowed . . . we are 
here to recognise and give the Corporation of Hamil-
ton the ability to guarantee, basically, a down payment 
so that the developer can move on to the next level of 
financing. But, Mr. Speaker, if he does not get that 
next level of financing, this is not going anywhere. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: All of those 600 jobs that 
we are talking about will continue to be what they 
were before, which is figments of our imagination. 
Things on our wish list. That is what they are. We are 
not there yet. We want to be there—the former Minis-
ter wanted to be there—we all want to be there, but 
we are not there. So let us not take a bridge too far on 
this thing. 
 We are approving here the Corporation of 
Hamilton’s ability to take this developer to the next 
step. The next step does not get him to the finish line. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Not at all.  

Now, unless anybody in this room can tell me 
and show me where you can build a hotel in Bermuda 
for $18 million, then I will admit that I am wrong. It 
cannot happen. 
 So let us not get carried away with our rheto-
ric about what we want and what we think we support 
and what this is. This is what it is shown to be. It is 
what it is. And it is not a stamp of approval, as the 
Honourable Member would like people to think, by the 
Bermuda Government on this whole financial ar-
rangement. It is not. It is not. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: You are showing your 
very minimal knowledge of finance— 
 
The Speaker: Speak, speak, speak to the— 
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Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Very minimal— 

The Speaker: Speak to the Chair. 

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: —knowledge of finance. 
But you know what, Mr. Speaker? It is what it 

is because anybody can tell you that you cannot build 
a hotel for $18 million. If we were here discussing an-
ybody’s guarantee for $350 [million] or $400 million, 
then we would say, Okay, it is all wrapped up in a nice 
little package and it is ready to go. But it is not. This is 
no final piece. 

[Inaudible interjection] 

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is the most nonsen-
sical thing I have ever heard. It is no final piece. 

[Inaudible interjection] 

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Yes. That is why you 
could not get it done. You do not understand how this 
thing works.  

This is no final piece. This is an interim piece. 
We are allowing people to go to the next step. You 
could not get to the main step without going through 
this step. We are allowing that to happen. We are not 
saying that we approve it or anything, because it is not 
our guarantee, Mr. Speaker. It is not the guarantee of 
the Government of Bermuda. I can assure everybody 
of that because that was . . . that came to my desk 
and I said no. 

So if the Corporation of Hamilton wants to 
guarantee this, they want to put a piece of property to 
collateralise that guarantee, fine. We are saying, Yes, 
you can go ahead and do that because it might just 
work out. But we do not know if it is going to work out 
because the whole package is not finished. So let us 
not get carried away. This is not even the end of the 
beginning. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
Any other Honourable Member care to speak? 
If no other Member cares to speak, I recog-

nise now the Minister in charge. 
Minister Dunkley, you have the floor. 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I appreciate the comments of my honourable 

ministerial colleagues in this. 
Mr. Speaker, I move the resolution. 
Mr. Speaker, I now move: That this Honoura-

ble House authorise, in accordance with section 37(1) 
of the Municipalities Act 1923, the giving of a guaran-
tee up to a maximum of $18 million by the Corporation 
of Hamilton, for the purpose of developing a hotel on 
the site of the Par-la-Ville car park. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker: Thank you. 
Are there . . . we have had the motion put for 

the House to authorise this guarantee. 
All those in favour, say Aye. Those against, 

say Nay. 

AYES AND NAYS. 

The Speaker: 
The Ayes have it. 

[Motion carried: The House authorised the giving of a 
guarantee up to a maximum of $18 million by the Cor-
poration of Hamilton, for the purpose of developing a 
hotel on the site of the Par-la-Ville car park.] 

The Speaker: All other Orders, I am told, are to be 
carried over. Is that correct? 

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes. 

The Speaker: Premier, then I move to you. 
Sorry, the . . . we have . . . oh, the Member is 

not here. So we will— 

[Crosstalk] 

The Speaker: It is the Private Members’ Bill. It is the 
Private Members’ Bill, Honourable Members. 

Honourable Member Cole Simons will speak 
for Ms. Outerbridge. 

PETITION 

BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL [LTD.] 
ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I move the fol-
lowing petition together with the Report of the Joint 
Select Committee on Private Bills which was present-
ed on December 6, 2013: 

The Petition by Reid Finance Ltd. requesting 
the enactment of a private Act as set out in the Bill 
entitled the Beechwood Bermuda International [Ltd.] 
Act 2013 requesting flexibility in certain respects when 
structuring its long-term insurance policies. 

PRIVATE BILL 

FIRST READING 

BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL LTD. 
ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I move for leave 
to introduce and read for the first time by its title [only] 
the following Private Bill: Beechwood Bermuda Inter-
national Ltd. Act 2013. 
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Mr. Speaker, I move that the prayers of the 
petitioners be granted and to give effect thereto that 
without prejudice leave be granted to bring in the pro-
posed Bill reprinted to accord with recommendations 
of the Joint Select Committee on Private Bills for the 
amendment thereof. 

His Honour the Speaker stated that the nec-
essary certificates had been furnished. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the said Private Bill 
be now read for the first time in the House by its title 
only: Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 
2013. 

The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? No. 
Carry on, Mr. Simons. 

SECOND READING 

BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL LTD. 
ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be now read the [second] time by its title only: 
Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013. 

I move that under provisions of Standing Or-
der 33(7)(a) the remaining stages of the said Private 
Bill be taken forthwith. I move that the said Private Bill 
be read the second time in the House by its title only: 
Beechwood Bermuda International Ltd. Act 2013. 

I move that the clauses and Preamble of the 
said Private Bill be approved. 

THIRD READING 

BEECHWOOD BERMUDA INTERNATIONAL LTD. 
ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be read the third time in the House by its title only 
and passed. 

The Speaker: Thank you. 
Are there any objections to that Private Bill? 
There are none. 

[Motion carried: The Beechwood Bermuda Interna-
tional Ltd. Act 2013 was read a third time and 
passed.] 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I have two fur-
ther— 

The Speaker: You have two others, I think, yes. 

PETITION 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move the following petition 
with respect to the Joint Select Committee on Private 
Bills which was presented on December 6, 2013. 

The petition by Reid Finance Limited 
requesting the enactment of a Private Bill as set out 
in the Bill entitled the St. George’s Limited Act 2013 
requesting flexibility in certain respects when 
structuring its long-term insurance policies. 

Mr. Speaker, I move for leave to introduce 
and read for the first time by its title the following Pri-
vate Bill: St. George’s Limited Act 2013. 

PRIVATE BILL 

FIRST READING 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
prayers of the petitioners be granted and give effect 
thereto that without prejudice leave be granted to 
bring in the proposed Bill reprinted to accord with the 
recommendations of the Joint Select Committee on 
Private Bills for amendment thereof. 

[His Honour the] Speaker stated that the nec-
essary certificates had been furnished. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the said Private Bill 
be now read for the first time in the House by its title 
only: St. George’s Limited Act 2013. 

I move that under provisions of Standing Or-
der 33(7)(a) the remaining stages of the said Private 
Bill be taken forthwith. 

SECOND READING 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be read the second time in the House by its title 
only: St. George’s Limited Act 2013. 

I move that the clauses and the Preamble of 
the said Private Bill be approved. 

THIRD READING 

ST. GEORGE’S LIMITED ACT 2013 

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be read the third time in the House by its title only 
and passed. 

The Speaker: Thank you. 
Are there any objections to the reading of that 

St. George’s Limited Act 2013 Private Bill? 
There are no objections. 
Carry on, MP Simons. 
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[Motion carried: The St. George’s Limited Act 2013 
was read a third time and passed.] 
 

PETITION 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I move the fol-
lowing petition together with the report of the Joint 
Select Committee on Private Bills which was present-
ed on December 6, 2013. The petition by Bridge Re 
Limited requesting the enactment of a Private Act as 
set out in the Bill entitled the Bridge Re Limited 
Amendment Act 2013 requesting that legislation may 
be enacted to amend the Bridge Re Limited Amend-
ment Act 2013. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move for leave to introduce 
and read for the first time by its title the following Pri-
vate Bill: Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013. 
 

PRIVATE BILL 
 

FIRST READING 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
prayers of the petitioners be granted and to give effect 
thereto that without prejudice leave be granted to 
bring in the proposed Bill reprinted to accord with the 
recommendations of the Joint Select Committee on 
Private Bills for the amendment thereof. 
 His Honour the Speaker has stated that the 
necessary certificates had been furnished. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the said Private Bill 
be now read for the first time in the House by its title 
only: Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013. 
 I move that under the provisions of Standing 
Order 33(7)(a) the remaining stages of the said Pri-
vate Bill be taken forthwith. 
 

SECOND READING 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be read the second time in the House by its title 
only: Bridge Re Limited Amendment Act 2013. 
 I move that the clauses and Preamble of the 
said Private Bill be approved. 
 

THIRD READING 
 

BRIDGE RE LIMITED AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: I move that the said Private 
Bill be read the third time in the House by its title only 
and passed. 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any Members objecting to that? 
 There are no objections so those three Private 
Bills have been moved. 
 
[Motion carried: The Bridge Re Limited Amendment 
Act 2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Minister of Fi-
nance, Minister Bob Richards. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that [Standing Order] 21 
be suspended so that we may read the Customs Tariff 
Amendment (No. 3) Act 2013 for the third time by its 
title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 All right, carry on Minister. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 
CUSTOMS TARIFF AMENDMENT (NO. 3) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: All right. It has been moved that the Bill 
be now passed. 
 Any objections to that? 
 There are none, so the Bill is passed. 
 Thank you. 
 
[Motion carried: The Customs Tariff Amendment 
(No. 3) Act 2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I now recognise the Honourable Prem-
ier. 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that we now adjourn until the 13th of 
December 2013, Friday, at 10:00 am. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 You have the floor. 
 

STATEMENTS MADE BY MR. DAVID DODWELL, 
INTERIM CHAIRMAN OF TOURISM AUTHORITY 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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 Mr. Speaker, I became aware of a statement 
made by the . . . I guess the interim chairman of the 
Tourism Authority, Mr. David Dodwell, which has dis-
turbed me. And there are a few of them. As a matter 
of fact, he has disturbed me on quite a few things 
about which I would have thought the Government 
would have said something. But the first one is where 
the chairman has talked about allowing tourists to 
drive cars, which I find . . . to be honest with you, I am 
hoping that the Minister of Tourism has had a word 
with the Minister of Transport, and how bad it is for the 
Island— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: —and particularly the Minis-
ter of Environment, Planning and, of course, the 
Premier. 
 Mr. Speaker, can you image that 8,000 people 
getting off the ship up there in Dockyard, and at least 
2,000 maybe 1,000 who are able to get on a vehicle 
and drive out of Dockyard around the Island? We 
have talked over the years about the quality of life in 
Bermuda. We cannot allow everything just because 
customers may say they want it. It is a quality of life 
that we have to also protect.  

Way back in 1994, in fact before then, when 
Bill (I think it was Bill) Williams, the former Minister of 
Transport, years back had talked about allowing Ber-
mudians to drive cars (and you can recall, Mr. Speak-
er) every other day based on the number of their car 
licence. That was way back 20, 30 years ago. And 
now the congestion on our streets is even more. And 
if we allow . . . just imagine trying, first of all, for them 
to park around town and on and on.  
 Now there may be a happy medium. And I 
know that we can do certain things with residents, but 
we cannot . . . I am hoping the Minister of Transport 
does not buy into that idea that tourists need to drive 
cars. There have been no polls, no information that 
said that tourists are not coming to this Island be-
cause they cannot drive a car—there is nothing out 
there. So I am hoping that the Minister of Tourism will 
speak to that Honourable Member and say he is step-
ping out of line when it comes to talking of such non-
sense.  
 I remember once when I was the Minister of 
Transport, and I thought it was stupid then, about al-
lowing of young kids at the age of 15 to come out to 
CedarBridge riding bikes. I regret that today. I have 
had people who jumped all over me, Mr. Speaker, but 
no one . . . Mr. Hayward, no environmentalist, no one 
who normally speaks about a quality of life in Bermu-
da has spoken out and said things about Mr. David 
Dodwell, and that is wrong.  

So he does not support for . . . on this side, if 
the Minister was to bring that idea to the House. 

 Now, Mr. Speaker, here is another shocking 
thing which I heard the Minister [sic] talk about which 
affects you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Minister or the Chairman, which 
one? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Chairman, sorry. I get them 
mixed. Well, de facto Minister. I am just getting a little 
bit mixed up. 
 But the Chairman has said that members of 
the Tourism Authority are going to be paid $20,000. 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Twenty thousand dollars. I 
know the Premier . . . that is the first time he has 
heard that one. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Chairman has said that 
members will be paid $20,000. Now, it may be also 
the Chairman is going to get more than that. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, I cannot believe that the 
Government is going to allow . . . well, first of all, as a 
matter of fact, they handed the whole thing over to the 
Board, maybe they can do certain things. But we 
know that that Minister can . . . I am not even sure 
whether he can give direction to the Board right now 
on those issues. But he said on the talk show yester-
day there are two or three foreign . . . non-Bermudians 
from overseas which will sit on the board. Those indi-
viduals, I am assuming, Mr. Speaker, get $20,000, 
plus all their accommodations, their food, for bringing 
them in for board meetings.  

Where are we going, Mr. Speaker? We will 
not allow our members, Bermuda Land Development 
Corporation, as an example . . . for years members 
have got $25.00 for sitting on the board or $50.00 for 
sitting on a board. We are now going to allow an au-
thority, because they think they know it all now, to be 
paying members $20,000 a year?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We end up, as Backbench-
ers and Opposition, probably take home, net, maybe 
$3,000 a month or $36,000 a year. They are going to 
get 75 per cent, basically, of what we are making sit-
ting on a board that is put together by the Govern-
ment. 
 Mr. Speaker, you were a former member of 
the Tourism Board. I would have loved to have said to 
my members in those days, We’ll give you $20,000. 
There would have been a cry from this public. It would 
have been a cry to say that here is . . . and the word 
“corruption” and everything else would have been in-
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cluded in that had we allowed members to be paid 
$20,000 at that time. 
 So I am asking for this Honourable House, 
and particularly the Premier, to send a message to the 
Minister of Tourism and say that this cannot happen. 
We cannot set up that [precedent].  

Here they are in charge of $30 million. You 
have got a Hospitals Board who is in charge of . . . 
who knows?(I mean, the numbers are significant) and 
are paid $25.00 to $50.00 a meeting (unless they 
have changed since the time I have been there). But it 
is the same. We have got our BLDC (Bermuda Land 
Development Corporation), which is not a quango, but 
we cannot allow that board to approve certain things. 
And they come . . . if we had paid ourselves $1,000 a 
meeting, there would have been an outcry from this 
community. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not care that those people 
come from Timbuktu. We cannot set the [precedent] in 
this. The Minister cannot set the precedent to allow 
members from that board to be paid $20,000 a year. 
What makes them worth $20,000 a year more than 
what you were paid, Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
board? What makes them worth $20,000 more than 
David Dodwell when he was on the board? What 
makes them think that they can get $20,000 that we 
had . . . the General Manager of Southampton Prin-
cess sitting on the board and Elbow Beach, and the 
list goes on and on? What makes them more im-
portant?  

Because they are now a Tourism Authority?  
I do not accept that. I do not accept that. They 

love Bermuda. If they loved Bermuda, they would do it 
out of the [good] will of their hearts. Now if they want 
to allow them paying $25.00 or $50.00 a meeting and 
bringing those people from overseas . . . which I, first 
of all, I disagree that Bermudians cannot be members 
of the board. And we have got foreigners coming here 
talking about . . . they are going to tell us . . . who do 
not even know where Shelly Bay Beach is?  
 Where are we going, Mr. Speaker? Where are 
we going when we are selling this country on the road 
and we do not believe that Bermudians are qualified 
to make things happen? Something is going wrong. 
We are . . . something is going . . . Mr. Premier, be-
cause . . . Mr. Speaker, you can see how upset I am. 
You can see how upset I am. We are sending the 
wrong message.  

You just cut back Ministers. You just cut back 
Ministers, and they are going to take the taxpayers’ 
money and give it to these board members. They are 
going to have a field day—a field day—because there 
is no control and accountability to a Minister. Now you 
know why at the end of the day we had to have cer-
tain . . . and this is just the beginning. 
 They also mentioned they cannot . . . they are 
not going to rent a Government.(Government is going 
to call the de facto Minister now) they are not going to 
call . . . or rent a Government . . . or take up a Gov-

ernment office because they want to be separate from 
the Government. They can be in a Government build-
ing and pay less rent.  

Where are we going?  
Have we lost our minds?  
Is David Dodwell that powerful that he should 

have the right to do what he wants? I cannot believe 
that. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, I am hoping that the Cabi-
net will tell the Minister that it is unacceptable in this 
time of the year, particularly when people are suffer-
ing. Take that $20,000 and help out Mrs. Smith on top 
of Crawl Hill who cannot find a turkey. 
 
An Hon. Member: Turkey? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
the Cabinet . . . particularly the Honourable Member, 
Michael Dunkley, is making fun of this. There are 
people out there who will not be able to have a turkey 
this Christmas. People are still being laid off. HSBC 
has got people going out the end of this month. But 
we are willing to . . . the SAGE Committee says, Cut 
those Members of Parliament. Cut them to a dollar 
because they are not worth it.  

When are we going to feel the worth for our-
selves? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: When is it worth . . . there 
are Members who are Members of the OBA who are 
out there saying that there are . . . that Members of 
Parliament should get a dollar. 
 
An Hon. Member: You said the SAGE Commission. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Okay? But they did say— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: They did say that the . . . the 
SAGE Commission did say that the Members of Par-
liament should be cut, I think it was 15 per cent. When 
are we going to feel our worth? When are we going to 
feel our worth?  

There are individuals on the other side who 
can afford to take a dollar . . . there are Members that 
could afford a dollar, but the board, Mr. Speaker, is 
what is prevalent out here. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We cannot send that mes-
sage—$20,000 a year that . . . and they said they 
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were going to take a vote. Well, if David Dodwell says 
it is going pass, it is going to pass.  

I am assuming, Mr. Speaker, that the Honour-
able Member spoke to the Minister before he went out 
on radio land and told the country that the members 
would get $20,000. I said I could not believe it. He 
only spoke for about 45 minutes and got himself in 
trouble the whole 45 minutes. He will not be back on 
Sherri Simmons Show because she asks tough ques-
tions. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are not out of the woods. 
The Minister will bring a Budget in February, and I 
cannot see why the Minister of Works cannot find an 
office. It does not have to be . . . I mean, if you are 
seeing today’s papers and the last couple of weeks of 
the ads that are running for the tourism, I cannot be-
lieve it. A real estate person—outsourcing. A real es-
tate person! To do what?  

They are hiring more staff, Mr. Speaker, than 
the Tourism Department has and probably will ever 
have. Because a lot of managers today are not paid 
. . . they may pay . . . they may have less but the dol-
lar value that they are paying . . . and I can probably 
. . . Mr. Speaker, I can grant you, I can almost . . . I 
could be wrong. And I understand that the new CEO 
is coming in January. Mr. Speaker, most likely that is 
what . . . well, the Chairman said the new CEO will 
come in January. 
 
An Hon. Member: You said April. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Okay? He is coming in Jan-
uary.  

I can guarantee that dollar value is probably 
about [a] $300,000 package—easily. Easily. But we 
are not, Mr. Speaker. You and I are not worth it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Not worth it, Mr. Speaker, to 
pay them— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Okay? It is not worth it. I am 
sure the B-L-D, the Bermuda Development Corpora-
tion is probably paying about $300,000. Nobody 
speaks about them. Just get rid of those little people 
on top of the hill and pay them a dollar. Reduce our 
salary down 15 per cent. 
 Mr. Speaker, if we do not stand up and protect 
and show some value for ourselves, who is going to 
speak up for us? 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, it is wrong that 
we have got to find . . . first of all, I said about the val-
ue and the quality of life in Bermuda. We cannot allow 

that to happen. I am hoping the Minister of Transport 
will look at that seriously and not bring some stupid 
. . . and Cabinet will not support that. 
 Second, I am hoping that the Minister of Tour-
ism will send a message to the Honourable David 
Dodwell and tell him (de facto Minister) that it is unac-
ceptable for board members to be paid. By the way, I 
am sure if he said it like he said, that the Minister had 
already told him . . . had given his blessings. But the 
Minister can stand up in a few minutes and tell us 
whether that is true or not. I am hoping that it is not 
true. I am hoping that the member [misspoke] and he 
meant to say $20.00 or $200.00 or $2,000. But 
$20,000, Mr. Speaker, is unacceptable. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, on those few comments I 
am hoping that the public in Bermuda is listening. 
When you are asking for a sacrifice, the Minister of 
Tourism is allowing his new board to pay his members 
$20,000-plus—because the dozen members coming 
from overseas will not be taking $20,000 out of their 
pocket to pay for them to come here for their air fare, 
hotel accommodation and the food. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[At 2:57 pm, the House stood adjourned until 
10:00 am, Friday, 13 December 2013.] 
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10:22 AM 
Sitting Number 7 of the 2013/14 Session 

 
 

 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

PRAYERS 
 
[Prayers read by Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, 
Speaker] 
 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
6 DECEMBER 2013  

 
The Speaker: Members, we have confirmation of the 
Minutes of 6th of December 2013. Are there any objec-
tions to the confirmation of those Minutes? 
 There are none. 
 
[Motion carried: The Minutes of 6 December 2013 ap-
proved.] 
 
The Speaker: The Minutes of the 11th of December 
will be deferred to the next meeting. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Gov-
ernor. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER 
OR MEMBER PRESIDING 

 
APOLOGIES 

 
The Speaker: First, we have had apologies from sev-
eral Members who will be absent today. MP Lawrence 
Scott, MP Michael Weeks, MP Zane De Silva, and the 
Leader of the Opposition, Marc Bean. 
 I would also like to welcome back MP 
Blakeney. It is nice to see you back, nice to see you 
back here. 
 

SPECIAL REPORT BY THE OMBUDSMAN ON 
GOVERNANCE AT THE CORPORATION OF HAM-

ILTON 
 
The Speaker: I have the honour to announce that I 
received the “Special Report: Ombudsman’s Own Mo-
tion Investigation Into Governance at The Corporation 
of Hamilton.” This report has been submitted to me in 
compliance with sections 5(2)(b) and 24(2)(a) of the 

Ombudsman Act 2004. I believe that report has been 
distributed to Members. 
 Also, Members, in the Orders of the Day to-
day, when we get to the Orders, we will do Order 
No. 6 first. We will go Order Nos. 6, 4, 5, and Order 
No. 7 will come after Order No. 11.  

I will say it again for you. Order No. 6 will 
come after Order No. 3. So, it will be Order Nos. 1, 2, 
3, then Order No. 6;and Order Nos. 4, 5, then Order 
Nos. 8 through 11;and then Order No. 7, and then 
Order No. 12. 
 Members, I would also like to announce that, 
at 5:30 today, there is a vigil that is being held on 
Court Street at Chewstick, in honour of Nelson Man-
dela. I have spoken with both Whips and the Premier, 
and I have decided that we will suspend Parliament 
for 30 minutes to allow any MPs to be able to go there 
to provide support for that vigil. 
 Yes? 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, as the Act-
ing Deputy Leader, I was not informed. 
 
The Speaker: I am sorry, Acting Leader. I apologise 
for that. I did speak to the Whips. I spoke with the 
Whips. Yes, right. I apologise. If you would not like to 
go, then I will change my mind, Honourable Member. 
But I do appreciate your point, absolutely. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, we have a 
long day here. This is a very long day. And then there 
is a ceremony for Nelson Mandela on Sunday. 
 
The Speaker: I do appreciate that. I do appreciate 
that. 

If Members would not like that, then I am quite 
happy to not suspend the Parliament. If there is any 
objection to it, which it seems there is, then we will not 
do it. I have no problem with that. 
 
[Pause] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: As the question has been 
posed, and I have been given the nod to rise, I hear 
my honourable friend, the Acting Leader of the Oppo-
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sition, and certainly my Leader, respectfully, it might 
be of the view . . . We do have a lot to get through, 
and there is a lot on the Order [Paper]. That if Mem-
bers wish to attend, they can, with your leave, and we 
could carry on, hopefully, with enough for a quorum— 
 
The Speaker: Absolutely. No, we can carry on. We do 
not have to actually suspend the Parliament. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But of course. Without sus-
pending. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: But certainly, Members will be able to 
go. I would encourage that. [It is] just that we will not 
suspend the Parliament to allow everyone to go at the 
same time. Very good. 
 Thank you, Deputy. I do apologise for not hav-
ing spoken directly to you. 
 

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE 
 
The Speaker: There are no messages from the Sen-
ate. 
 

PAPERS AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE 

 
The Speaker: No papers and communications. 
 

PETITIONS 
 

The Speaker: No petitions. 
  

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 
 
The Speaker: No Statements from Ministers. 
  

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
 
The Speaker: No reports of committees. 
  

QUESTION PERIOD 
 

The Speaker: We have a question from the Honour-
able W. L. Furbert to the Honourable Minister, Shawn 
Crockwell. 
 So, I recognise MP Wayne Furbert. 
 
QUESTION 1: AGREEMENT WITH PBC HOLDING 

LTD. AND PINK BEACH 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, will the Honourable Minister in-
form this Honourable House if an agreement has been 
signed with PBC Holding Ltd., the new owners of Pink 
Beach Club? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, An agreement has not been 
signed with PBC Holding Ltd. However, our Ministry 
has been informed by the bank that they are in the 
advanced stages of negotiations with another devel-
oper for the purchase of the Pink Beach Club. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. 
 MP Furbert? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, I have a supplementary 
to that. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Can the Honourable Minister 
inform this Honourable House why the agreement with 
PBC Holding was not executed? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 That matter is between the bank and the devel-
oper, Mr. Speaker. I am not privy to answer that. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Can the Minister inform us if 
he had he seen any pre-sale agreement before asking 
this Honourable House for concessions from PBC 
Holding and Pink Beach? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Purchase and Sale 
Agreement was not signed when the Government 
passed the Hotels Concession Act for this property. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, you have another question? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: A supplementary. 
 
The Speaker: You have already had two supplemen-
taries. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Do I not have three? 
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The Speaker: You have three questions. Three ques-
tions, two supplementaries. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Okay. All right. One second. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. I recognise MP Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, does the Minister 
not think it is fit that he should have informed the 
House, since we passed a hotels concession provi-
sion on behalf of this particular agreement that was 
supposed to have gone through for this hotel devel-
opment? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 The negotiations had been ongoing, Mr. 
Speaker. We understand that there is an alternative 
developer. We have not been informed definitively 
that the original developer, that that particular situation 
has been terminated. 
 These were negotiations between the bank and 
the developer. The Government did what we could to 
facilitate this development taking place. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, follow-up on that? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, yes. 
 In light of what the Minister said, can he give us 
any information on what will be the status of the staff 
of Pink Beach, in light of these arrangements and the 
condition that they are in? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member may be 
anticipating the second question that the Member has. 
But again, all of those details . . . This is an agreement 
between the Bank of Butterfield and the developer. So 
all of those details, as it relates to staff, as it relates to 
property, is between those two parties. The Govern-
ment does what we can to facilitate in terms of con-
cessions, but those details are between the parties. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 You have a supplementary, MP Burt? 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a sup-
plementary on that question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, is the Minister satis-
fied of the due diligence that was done by the Gov-
ernment on this matter prior to the granting of conces-
sions? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker. The 
due diligence is done by the bank, who decides [which 
is] the preferred developer. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, is the Minister telling 
us that Government’s decisions are led by what the 
bank decides to dictate who they should extend con-
cessions to? Or does the Government not have a 
place insofar as deciding what concessions to ex-
tend? 
 
The Speaker: Minister? 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Again, Mr. Speaker, the 
bank chooses the preferred developer. We were ad-
vised that their preferred developer was the developer 
pursuant to the Concession Order. We were asked, as 
part of negotiations, to support that development by 
providing a Concession Order. 
 This Government will do all it can to facilitate 
development in this country. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Blakeney? 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I have a supplemental. 
  
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARY 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Could the Minister advise, 
with regard to the due diligence exercise, would it not 
be advisable to have a caveat in place so that, in the 
event there is a dissolving of the negotiation process, 
you get back to ground zero, where you can re-look 
and re-assess terms and conditions that should be 
applied to any particular developer? Because one de-
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veloper may not be [qualified] the same as another 
developer. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Question. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, Mr. Speaker. The 
caveats are contained throughout the Hotels Conces-
sion Order. No concessions are provided until certain 
conditions are met, particularly the commencement of 
development and the like. 
 The Honourable Member and other Members 
on the other side should know, because a similar 
situation occurred with the Club Med property. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 You have another question? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, Mr. Speaker, a second 
question. 
 
The Speaker: Your second question. Yes? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It may be redundant, now 
that we know the first question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: So I am going to pass over 
the second question. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes, because those answers were 
given. All right. Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 I do have a question; the Honourable Member, 
Walton Brown, has a question for the Premier. 
 
QUESTION 1: SAGE REPORT–UK INTERVENTION 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good morning, colleagues. 
 Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Honourable Pre-
mier, in discussing the SAGE recommendations, 
raised the prospects of UK intervention if certain of 
these recommendations were not considered in a par-
ticular way. 
 My question for the Honourable Premier, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: The Premier raised the issue of 
UK intervention in the context of discussing SAGE 
recommendations. Can the Honourable Premier ex-
plain to this House what facts he considered when 

raising the prospects of direct UK intervention into our 
affairs? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Let me just qualify the statement, because I 
believe sometimes words do not completely get it 
there. 
 I stated, “If people are to fear anything, they 
should fear more of the same—standing still while our 
national position gets to a point where UK intervention 
becomes a possibility. So let’s embrace change, not 
fear it. There is no future without change.” 
 That is it. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Yes? 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, clearly, that is not 
an answer to the question. 
 
The Speaker: Do you have a— 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: And so, if I can simply pose a 
supplementary to that question, it is, under what cir-
cumstances does the Honourable Premier contem-
plate the British Government contemplating interven-
tion into our affairs? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The British Government is 
not contemplating intervention into Bermuda’s affairs. 
We are talking about, as I stated already, our national 
position getting worse. You know the numbers! Over 
$300 million debt annually. You know what those 
numbers are. If we continue in the trajectory that we 
are on, continuing to have to borrow to pay civil ser-
vants . . . If we continue on the trajectory that we are 
on of having more people laid off, not enough revenue 
coming into the country, the UK may, as it has done in 
other British Overseas Territories, start looking closer 
at Bermuda. That is what we are saying. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: And my supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Is the Honourable Premier aware that, in order 
for the UK to exercise the kind of power that the Pre-
mier suggests, it requires a suspension of certain as-
pects of our Constitution? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Absolutely. Absolutely. 
That is the point. 
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The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Yes, MP Roban. 
 

SUPPLEMENTARIES 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 
 Is the Premier suggesting that the British have 
raised this question with them and that they are pre-
pared to suspend parts of our Constitution? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar!]  
  
The Speaker: Hold on, hold on, hold on, please, 
Honourable Members. All right? 
 Please stand up, MP Roban. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My question is, based on the statement that is 
in the Premier’s statement from yesterday and the 
answer he has given to my honourable colleague, is 
he stating that the British are prepared to suspend our 
Constitution or provisions of it, if necessary, to inter-
vene if our situation gets worse? 
 
The Speaker: Premier? Yes, go ahead. You can an-
swer it very quickly. Just say what you said before, I 
think. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am not aware of that. 
That is why the word “possibility” is there. 
 
The Speaker: I think the Premier has said it is a pos-
sibility. 
 You have another supplementary, MP Roban? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: In light of what the Premier 
said, and he is emphasising possibility, does the Pre-
mier not accept that even putting that sentence in his 
statement does raise a certain fear and uncertainty 
amongst the public as to our relationship with the Brit-
ish if anything goes the way that he suggests? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Go ahead. Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, one of the 
challenges we have is that we are not facing up to the 
realities of where we are. Fear will always cower be-
hind and not face up to reality. We are in a stark con-
dition right now. And unless we make the point and 
bring [this as] the reality of this country, and to the 
people of Bermuda, the position that we are in, then 
change is not going to happen! We need to take our 
heads out of the sand! 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Premier. 
 Yes, MP Burt. 
 
QUESTION 1: SAGE REPORT–UK INTERVENTION 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as much as the Hon-
ourable Premier would like to engage in the same 
platitudes of which we hear about our situation— 
 
The Speaker: What is the question? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: The question that I will have for 
the Premier is, he said (and I quote one more time), 
“to a point where UK intervention becomes a possibil-
ity.” Is the Honourable Premier aware that our Consti-
tution is different than the constitutions of other territo-
ries and that intervention cannot happen? 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am aware of that. I am 
also aware that our Constitution can be suspended. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
QUESTION 2: SAGE REPORT–UK INTERVENTION 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, does the Premier 
accept in any way, shape or form that in raising such 
an instance, he will serve to dampen investor confi-
dence in Bermuda insofar as suggesting that the 
country is unable to handle its own affairs? 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Premier? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 Thank you, Honourable Members. 
 

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR 
OBITUARY SPEECHES 

 
The Speaker: We move now to congratulatory and/or 
obituary speeches. 
 There are no takers? 
 

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
 
The Speaker: There are none. 
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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 recognise the Honourable Minister, 
Dr. Grant Gibbons. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. Good morning. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. 
 

FIRST READING 
 

REGULATORY AUTHORITY AMENDMENT ACT 
2013 

 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I hereby introduce 
the following Bill for first reading so that it may be 
placed on the Order Paper for the next day of meet-
ing: The Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2013. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Dr. Gibbons. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. Thank you. 
 We have another Bill. The Chair recognises 
the Honourable T. E. Lister, from constituency 33. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move to— 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. Sorry. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. We will slow down and 
do it right. Yes. 
 
[Laughter] 
 

PRIVATE MEMBER’S BILL 
[Leave sought to introduce]  

 
LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I move for leave to 
introduce and read for the first time by its title, a Bill 
entitled the Liquor Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 
2013. I ask that this be placed on the Order Paper for 
the next day of meeting. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 

 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker? 
 
The Speaker: Yes, sir? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Yes. Hold on. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I would like for you 
to give me permission just to explain and give a little 
background on this before we go on. 
 
The Speaker: Just let us wait and see what the Hon-
ourable Member . . . If he— 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, an explanation may take 
his reservation away, but I will— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Right.  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Oh, no. I would like to object. 
As the Honourable Member and I usually have good 
communications, I just am a little caught off guard as 
to what this is even about. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am talking, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members! 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So, I am quite happy to yield 
to the explanation. That is what I am saying. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Then I will allow the Member. 
Okay, good. 
 Honourable Member, Lister? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
speak ever so briefly to the Bill that I have just tabled. 
 Today, we will see an amendment to the Liq-
uor Licensing Act. It would have been possible for me 
to stand at the appropriate time and table an amend-
ment to address this vexing issue of the sale of cold 
alcoholic beverages in grocery stores. However, re-
gardless of how Members of this Honourable House 
would have responded to the amendment, there is a 
responsibility that I carry to all parties involved, these 
parties include the grocers, the consumers, the police, 
the House, et cetera, et cetera. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, rather than blindsiding any-
one on this very important issue, it is my intent to table 
this amendment Act today and have it lie on the Table 
while the House recesses. During the time of the re-
cess I will consult with the grocers, the police, the 
Road Safety Council and, significantly, the group bet-
ter known as CADA [Council on Alcohol and Drug 
Abuse]. 
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 I encourage Bermudians to debate this issue 
amongst themselves, and feel free to e-mail me with 
their thoughts, at terry@seymourrealty.bm.  

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for this today. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Yes. Carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am afraid, Mr. Speaker, with 
the greatest respect, I would have to object to the lay-
ing of the Bill. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Go ahead. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And therefore, I object to it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I hear the cackling. The fact 
of the matter— 
 
The Speaker: No, Honourable Member. You are 
speaking to the Chair. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The Orders, with respect to 
what they are: one, the Honourable Member’s com-
ments are anticipating a debate is taking place today. 
So, on that context alone he is out of order. But the 
fact of the matter is that we cannot, in relation to the 
path that he is taking, go down that road. So I object 
to leave.  

I am objecting to leave. He has to seek leave 
and I object. 
 
The Speaker: So why are you objecting to leave, 
again? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, not that I have to set 
out specific reasons, but he is anticipating a debate on 
a Bill that is being laid and debated today. He has in-
dicated that. He cannot have it in anticipation of a de-
bate.  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, please. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The Bill is going to be de-
bated.  

You cannot lay legislation at this time in an-
ticipation of that Bill to go out and seek input from the 
community, to come back to then argue his Bill, con-
trary to the one that is going to be debated today. It 
sounds a bit convoluted, but that is exactly what he is 
endeavouring to do. We cannot have that.  
 So I am objecting to leave. If we vote on the 
position of whether leave be granted, then the objec-
tion would be saying no. 

 
The Speaker: Okay. All right. 
 Honourable Member Lister? 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, you know, the 
lawyers have the ability to argue all sorts of things. 
However, these are two separate matters. There is 
nothing in the Bill that I propose, in the amendment 
that I propose, that relates to the Bill that is being 
handled today. The Member can look at this Bill and 
he will clearly see it. 
 However, the explanation I gave was suffi-
cient for him and anyone else to appreciate there is no 
relationship. So, the question of leave and not allow-
ing it down, I would assume, and I would ask you 
yourself, the Speaker, to dismiss that. 
 
The Speaker: Right. Well, you know . . . the Chair will 
recognise MP Walton Brown. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, this Government, a few weeks 
ago, undertook the same action. They had the vote to 
deny anyone the right to bring forward a Bill. I do not 
understand what reluctance or what fear this Govern-
ment has in debating a Bill. They have the votes to 
vote it down. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: But they do not even want to al-
low us to have the pretence of democracy. 
 Unless they want a sham democracy, allow 
the Bill to sit! You can vote it down! You can vote it 
down! 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: So, Mr. Speaker, I would encour-
age you, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes. Thank you. 
 I just want to refer to the fact that, really, I 
should not even be allowing any debate on this. In 
fact, you know what? Once the Bill is laid forward, 
once leave is asked, then in fact, there should be a 
decision made without debate. 
 So, in fact, that is what we will do. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: No, there is no debate! You just heard 
that, Honourable MP! 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
The Speaker: You just heard that! 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
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The Speaker: Honourable Member, there is no de-
bate! Thank you. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I am seeking clarification from 
you, and direction. 
 
The Speaker: The clarification is very clear! The thing 
is that you can read a Bill for the first time. Let me just 
read to you the Order that controls this. It reads as 
such: “Any Member may move” . . .  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Members, if Members would listen. 
 “[28. (1)] . . . any Member may move for leave 
to introduce and read a Bill for the first time by its title, 
which motion shall be put forthwith and decided with-
out amendment or debate.” 
 Therefore, what we will do right now is have 
. . . It looks like we have a division. So, therefore, we 
will have a vote on this matter. 
 And, I will say, first of all, all those in favour of 
leave being given for the reading of this Bill, all those 
in favour, say Aye. And those against, say Nay. 
 
AYES AND NAYS. 
 
The Speaker: The Nays have it.  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: And we have Members standing. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members!  
 
[Pause for ringing of bell] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. We will have a vote on the 
matter. 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Clerk: Good morning, everyone.  

So that we are clear on what we are voting 
for, we are going to be voting on the move for leave 
by the Honourable Member T. E. Lister to introduce a 
Private Bill in his name, entitled the Liquor Licence 
Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013. 
 

DIVISION 
[Motion for leave to introduce the Liquor Licence 

Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013] 
 
Ayes: 12 Noes: 17 
Mr. G. A. Blakeney Mrs. J. J. Atherden 
Mr. C. W. Brown Mr. K. L. Bascome 

Mr. D. V. Burgess, Sr. Hon. L. C. Cannonier 
M. E. D. Burt Hon. S. G. Crockwell 
Mr. R. Commissiong Hon. M. H. Dunkley 
Ms. L. F. Foggo Dr. the Hon. E. G. Gibbons 
Hon. W. L. Furbert Hon. P. J. Gordon-Pamplin 
Hon. D. P. Lister Mrs. S. E. Jackson  
Hon. T. E. Lister  Hon. T. G. Moniz  
Mr. W. H. Roban Hon. M. J. Pettingill 
Hon. M. J. Scott Hon. E. T. Richards 
Mrs. K. N. Wilson  Mr. S. D. Richards, Jr. 
 Mrs. S. Roberts-Holshouser
 Hon. R. W. Scott 
 Mr. N. H. C. Simons  
 Mr. G. Smith 
 Mr. J. C. Sousa 
  

Absent: 6 
Hon. M.A.R. Bean 

Mr. Z. J. S. De Silva 
Ms. N. S. Outerbridge 

Ms. L. K. Scott 
Mr. W. L. Scott 

Mr. M. A. Weeks 
 
The Speaker: Members, we are having a vote, and 
there is no need for anybody to comment on every 
vote that is made! 
 
[Pause] 
 
The Speaker: The Ayes have 12, and the Noes have 
17, which means that the Bill will not be laid as 
brought forward. 
 
[By majority on division: Leave to introduce the Liquor 
Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013 was not 
granted.] 
 

NOTICE OF MOTION 
 
The Speaker: We move now to notices of motions, 
and the Chair recognises the Honourable D. P. Lister. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Good morning, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Good morning. Turn on your micro-
phone. 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Yes, it is on. How is that? 
 
The Speaker: That is good. 
 
APPOINTMENT OF SELECT COMMITTEE TO EX-
AMINE AND REVIEW THE VIABILITY OF THE DE-

COLONISATION OF BERMUDA 
 
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I give notice that at the next day 
of meeting, I propose the following motion: 
 That pursuant to Part IV of the Parliament Act 
1957, BE IT RESOLVED that given Bermuda's colo-
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nial status, a Select Committee of the House be ap-
pointed with a mandate to examine and review the 
viability of the decolonisation of Bermuda, and report 
to this Honourable House on its findings and recom-
mendations. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 

Are there any objections to that? 
 Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
 
The Speaker: We move now to Orders of the Day. 
Orders [Nos.] 1, 2 and 3 are carried over, I am told. 
We move now to Order No. 6, which is the Gaming 
Referendum Act 2013, in the name of the Honourable 
Premier. 
 Premier Cannonier, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 This Order is carried over. 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
The Speaker: All right. Order No. 6 is carried over. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Speaker: Order No. 4, the Pharmacy and Poi-
sons Amendment Act 2013, in the name of the Minis-
ter of Health. 
 Minister Moniz, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I move that the Bill entitled the Pharmacy and 
Poisons Amendment Act 2013 be now read the sec-
ond time and committed. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

PHARMACY AND POISONS AMENDMENT ACT 
2013 

 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to stand today be-
fore the House for the Second Reading of the Phar-
macy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013. The Phar-
macy and Poisons Act regulates pharmacists, phar-
macies and access to drugs by individuals and spe-
cific health care professionals. 

 Overall, the ultimate purpose of this regulation 
is to protect the health and well-being of the public by 
ensuring access to quality care in the area of phar-
macy practice. However, as many in the health care 
community are aware, the Pharmacy and Poisons Act 
is outdated and requires substantial amendment to 
ensure it is relevant to the current practices of phar-
macy in Bermuda and upholds best practices set both 
locally and internationally. 
 Mr. Speaker, due to the amount of changes 
required to update the existing legislation, the Bill we 
are presenting here today is phase one. The Ministry, 
with the pharmacy community, has identified addi-
tional areas for improvement, some of which are cur-
rently underway. It is necessary to move ahead in 
phases to guarantee changes are made as expedi-
ently as possible, as they are long overdue. In the 
Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013, there 
are three primary policy objectives being addressed. 
They are, first, to ensure that prescribing rights and 
requirements facilitate more affordable and accessible 
care; second, to improve the administration of the 
pharmacy sector; and third, to ensure that the Ministry 
of Health and the Environment can expediently restrict 
and prevent the sale of any drug for medicinal use in 
the interest of public health. 
 I will now go through each policy objective. 
 The first objective, to ensure that prescribing 
rights and requirements facilitate more affordable and 
accessible care, has two components. 

The first pertains to generic substitutions. In 
the February 2013 Throne Speech, the Government 
promised changes to the Pharmacy and Poisons Act 
[1979] to increase access and utilisation of generic 
medications, with the aim of reducing health care 
costs. As the Honourable Members are aware, for 
some medications, there are multiple options available 
to a patient. This is because products are inter-
changeable when they have equivalent chemical and 
therapeutic properties. Most often, in Bermuda, ge-
neric medications are available at a lesser price than 
the original drug due to generic manufacturers not 
having to finance the initial research and development 
cost for the drug product. 

According to the 2013 National Health Ac-
counts Report, pharmaceutical accounted for 7 per 
cent of our total health care cost. Although it is not the 
largest area contributing to our costly health care sys-
tem, it is one expected to increase with an ageing 
population. In a system as complex as health care, 
increasing the use of generics is a simple way to help 
increase cost savings in this sector. 

The Bermuda Health Council published an in-
formation pamphlet this year that highlighted the role 
generics can play in reducing health care costs. In 
addition, the insurance sector has promoted the use 
of generics. An article published by one insurer two 
weeks go outlined the cost savings available on-Island 
through the use of generic medications. Another in-
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surer offers 100 per cent coverage for generic drugs, 
to encourage their policyholders to use the least ex-
pensive option. This promotion and public education, 
however, must be supported by the legislation to facili-
tate access to these more affordable medicines. 

Mr. Speaker, the Act already enables phar-
macists to offer a less expensive drug to a patient 
when such a substitution is authorised by the prescrib-
ing practitioner. However, it is optional for the phar-
macist to offer such, and it is dependent on the practi-
tioner either writing the generic name for the product 
in the prescription or correctly indicating the substitu-
tion on the form. Over the years, it has become evi-
dent that this current system is resulting in a lack of 
access to less expensive drug options, not based on 
clinical need, but due to prescribing and dispensing 
practices. 

The proposed amendment is to improve on 
the current system to address these issues. The pur-
pose of the amendment today is to require pharma-
cists to dispense the least expensive drug available 
unless specifically prohibited by the prescriber. To be 
clear, we are not removing patient choice. A pharma-
cist must ask the patient if they would prefer the more 
affordable alternative than what was prescribed, as 
detailed in the Standards of Practice for Pharmacists. 
Requiring pharmacists to ask can increase patient 
awareness and uptake of more affordable options. In 
addition, this amendment will enable a substitution to 
be the default action, helping to ensure prescribing 
practitioners only prohibit a substitution when there is 
a clinical need. 

Mr. Speaker, efforts to increase the utilisation 
of generic medication is occurring universally, with 
countries such as Canada, the UK, the United States 
and Germany leading the way. In fact, this change 
has been promoted by our own pharmacist community 
for over 10 years. It was also a recommendation by 
the Institute of Health Economics that conducted a 
review of pharmaceutical policies and practices in 
Bermuda in 2010, on behalf of the Bermuda Health 
Council. Overall, we are pleased to introduce a 
change that will help facilitate cost savings for pa-
tients, where possible. 

Moving on, Mr. Speaker, another initiative that 
falls under this policy objective is enacting the pre-
scribing rights previously granted to advanced prac-
tise nurses and optometrists. Historically, prescribing 
rights were granted through the Pharmacy and Poi-
sons Act to a few health care professionals, including 
medical practitioners, dentists and veterinarians. 
However, as in other countries, there has been a 
trend to grant other health care professionals the au-
thority to prescribe. This trend is due to the advanced 
training now received by many health care profes-
sionals and the need to improve efficiency and, ulti-
mately, enable cost savings in the health care system 
through improved access to care. 

The need to acknowledge the skill level and 
potential to improve patient access to comprehensive 
care by specific health care professionals was ac-
knowledged in the 2009 Amendment to the Optome-
trist and Opticians Act and the 2010 Amendment to 
the Nursing Act. The former gave optometrists the 
authority to prescribe a set list of drugs in relation to 
their scope of practice. The latter authorised ad-
vanced practice nurses the right to prescribe medi-
cines under the authority of a medical practitioner. 

However, this ability to prescribe medications 
cannot be fully operational until the Pharmacy and 
Poisons Act is amended to acknowledge these rights. 
Accordingly, this Bill enacts optometrists and ad-
vanced practice nurses prescribing rights. In addition, 
the proposed amendment introduces a more stream-
lined method of enacting these rights when granted to 
other health care professionals in the future, to avoid 
such delays. 

[Now] on to the second policy objective, Mr. 
Speaker, which is to improve the administration of the 
pharmacy sector. This one objective contains many 
small changes to the legislation, their ultimate purpose 
being to ensure best practices are in place pertaining 
to health care professional registration and re-
registration. In addition, it creates greater consistency 
in the regulation of health care professionals on-
Island. 

First, it will require continuing professional de-
velopment and minimum practice hours for the re-
registration of pharmacists. Continuing professional 
development and minimum practice hours are to en-
sure registered pharmacists are maintaining and up-
dating their knowledge and skills in their areas of 
practice. All other health care professionals require 
continuing professional development for re-
registration. Most pharmacists on-Island voluntarily 
engage in such activities or are required to do so to 
maintain their registration in other countries. However, 
it is essential to ensure that all registered pharmacists 
in Bermuda uphold this standard criterion. 

Minimum practice hours are best practice, al-
ready applied to nurses and psychiatrists in Bermuda. 
It ensures that practitioners have direct practical ex-
perience in order to maintain their registration status. 
For pharmacists in Bermuda, practice on-Island is an 
essential component, as the hour requirements and 
restrictions for pharmacy differ from other jurisdictions. 
Recognising minimum practice hours will impact some 
of our currently non-practicing pharmacists. A non-
practicing register is proposed to ensure that those 
who intend to return to practice in the future can do so 
easily, while still having to meet standards set by the 
Council to ensure their competency. 

Secondly, the amendment will ensure a just 
and fair process for professional complaints investiga-
tions, inquiries and registration appeals. In 2005, a 
Supreme Court ruling found constitutional concerns 
regarding disciplinary and appeals processes in the 
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Dental Practitioners Act. It also applies to other health 
care professional legislation. 

Specifically, a clear separation of adjudication 
and investigations with regard to complaints against a 
registered professional was deemed necessary. In 
addition, the Supreme Court ruling stipulated that all 
registration appeals should be directed to the Su-
preme Court. 

Mr. Speaker, the Pharmacy and Poisons Act 
was identified as a piece of legislation that also re-
quired these changes, and this amendment will fulfil 
these requirements. 

Thirdly and finally, under this objective, the 
amendment will improve the ability for the Pharmacy 
Council to fulfil its responsibilities under the Act and 
clarifies the basic requirement. This is to be done by 
increasing the number of persons on the Council, pro-
tecting Council members from personal liability, and 
clarifying initial registration requirements and proc-
esses. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the third objective of this 
amendment is to ensure the Ministry of Health and 
Environment can expediently restrict and prevent the 
sale of any drug for medicinal use in the interest of 
public health. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by acknowl-
edging our registered pharmacies, pharmacists and 
pharmaceutical importers on-Island. Over the years, 
these professions have primarily self-regulated and 
voluntarily complied with the requests from the Minis-
try to ensure products are available that meet high 
standards in quality, safety and efficacy. The public 
should maintain their confidence in these entities, and 
this amendment is not originating from any risk from 
this sector. Rather, this improvement to the legislation 
is necessary as with constant innovations in drug 
products, changing manufacturing markets, increasing 
accessibility to products, increasing local entrepre-
neurship, it is essential to strengthen our drug regula-
tory system. 

The World Health Organization [WHO] rec-
ommends a country’s established drug regulatory au-
thorities to approve all drug products for sale within a 
country to ensure their quality, safety and efficacy. 
However, even for products that have been deemed 
as meeting these criteria by the most stringent regula-
tory authorities, problems arise in manufacturing and 
distribution that result in product recalls. Conse-
quently, it is essential for such authorities to also have 
the powers to remove from sale products that pose a 
potential or known risk to health and safety. 

Mr. Speaker, we currently do not have the re-
sources to establish our own drug regulatory authority 
in Bermuda. Therefore, as recommended by WHO, 
we will rely on the research and decisions of regula-
tory robust jurisdictions to guide and facilitate our pol-
icy and decision-making processes. However, this 
reliance on other jurisdictions alone is not enough. It 
must be situated within a comprehensive regulatory 

framework that can be monitored and enforced by our 
existing resources. 

Multiple areas for improvements have been 
identified in our current system. But paramount is to 
ensure that we have the legal authority to protect the 
public from an identified risk. This essential authority 
partially exists in the current Act, but it does not ad-
dress all drugs or drug products, as it is limited to ac-
tive ingredients in the Third and Fourth Schedules. In 
addition, there is no legislative process outlined to 
support it. 

Accordingly, the first step to improve our sys-
tem is to ensure, one, that the authority to prevent the 
sale of a drug applies to any drug or drug product, 
regardless of its being on a Schedule to the Act. Sec-
ondly, that the Ministry can use the findings by an-
other jurisdiction’s regulatory authority, the manufac-
turer of the drug or drug product, or locally by techni-
cal officers, to define a risk to health and safety. 
Thirdly, and finally, that the Ministry has sufficient in-
vestigatory powers and a fair process of notification, 
appeals and potential compensation for those subject 
to such an intervention. 

Mr. Speaker, the authority to protect the public 
from products that pose a risk to health and safety is 
not new. It exists for food and water under the Public 
Health Act, and for consumer goods under the Con-
sumer Protection Act. Accordingly, rather than rein-
vent the wheel, we are proposing to use the Con-
sumer Protection Act model for consumer safety, as it 
is one that local businesses are familiar with and 
which works effectively. I am sure that all of my hon-
ourable colleagues would agree that ensuring we can 
expediently and effectively protect people in Bermuda 
from a risk to health and safety from a drug product is 
a necessity. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, this is a large 
amendment Act before the House today. Within it are 
the necessary changes to help ensure better access 
to cost-effective drugs and health care, improve pro-
fessional regulation, as well as ensuring the protection 
of public health. I would like to thank all of the stake-
holders involved in the development of this amend-
ment and its consultation process, especially the 
pharmacies and prescribing communities, through 
their associations, boards and councils. 

I look forward to our continued work with them 
to improve our pharmacy legislation for the benefit of 
all of Bermuda.  

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Member 
from Pembroke East. MP Walter Roban, you have the 
floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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 I will speak on behalf of the Opposition in rela-
tion to this amendment Bill. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: First I would like to say that we 
support the Bill and the amendments that the Gov-
ernment is bringing. They are definitely appropriate 
and timely, and they seek to modernise our pharmacy 
structure. They are in line with amendments that were 
being made successfully over time to do a number of 
things, as the Minister has outlined, to ensure that 
affordable medications are made available to our pub-
lic. As the Minister said, over the years, generics have 
become more available and more accessible and ac-
tually provide a cost-saving measure, with the same 
quality of prescription, to clients. Certainly, the legisla-
tion and its efforts to make [it easier] for persons to 
get those medicines is very appropriate. 
 Also, clearly, as the Minister has outlined, the 
provisions to separate out the powers of the Council in 
disciplining and to deal with complaints within the pro-
fession, and also the registration of members of the 
profession, is appropriate. It is the subject of some 
legal issues that arose in the past, and there have 
been a number of other professional body Acts which 
have the same prescriptive changes. 
 Also, the allowance of other professions to 
prescribe medicine is appropriate. As time has gone 
on, from the time when this Act was enacted, the 
original Act, the training of professions has changed, 
and many other professions in the medical profession 
have the training and capability to dispense and han-
dle medicines, which were almost exclusively in the 
hands of doctors and pharmacists. So now, as it is 
listed, they have nurse practitioners who are now . . . 
They are the ones who run hospitals. They are the 
ones who deal with patients on a daily basis and often 
handle the ongoing needs of patients, even when the 
doctors are not in-house. So it is appropriate that they 
have some power to handle medicines and prescribe 
medicines, as appropriate. 
 I do not want to say too much more, other 
than we do support what has been done. There is a 
lot of business to be done today. So, I do congratulate 
the Government for bringing this legislation and the 
continued changes to modernise how our medical pro-
fession and the pharmacy profession is handled. We 
will welcome such amendments.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke Central. MP Walton Brown, 
you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Thank 
you for allowing me to speak at this time. 

 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister, I know 
he is new to the job, but he is a wise man. One of the 
issues is that the development of pharmaceuticals is a 
very expensive undertaking, many, many years of de-
velopment. That is why generic drugs are not allowed 
to be produced for at least three years to five years 
after the investor has gotten some kind of a return. 
 Now, the issue that I think is relevant in Ber-
muda is that the pharmaceutical companies have, 
shall we say, a relationship with physicians, where 
they treat them to a variety of goodies, trips and so 
forth. And that creates a conflict, because then the 
physician may feel an obligation to use and to pro-
mote certain drugs. 
 I was wondering if the Minister will agree that 
this matter, if we are looking at issues of cost, is a 
matter that should legitimately be examined by the 
Bermuda Health Council to see the nature and extent 
of the connection between the physicians in our com-
munity and the pharmaceuticals, because this is a 
factor that contributes to our increased cost for medi-
cal care. So that is my only question that I have for the 
Minister. If that could be answered, I would appreciate 
it.  

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Would any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Min-
ister for Education and Economic Development, Minis-
ter Grant Gibbons. You have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to first of all con-
gratulate the current Minister and the former Minister, 
Pat Gordon-Pamplin, for bringing what I think is a 
clear advance in terms of both the nurse practitioner 
side, the regulation and licensing of pharmacists, but 
particularly this issue of now having a much clearer 
direction in terms of the prescribing of generic drugs. 
 What this legislation does is it allows a phar-
macist to prescribe the generic equivalent, which is 
the chemical and therapeutic equivalent of a drug. As 
the Honourable Member who just took his seat said, 
pharmaceutical companies spend many millions of 
dollars—sometimes, it is well in excess of $100 mil-
lion—to bring a new product to market. At least in the 
United States, they have, as a consequence, a patent 
usually in these cases, which allows them something 
on the order of 17 years from the original patent. It 
depends on how long the product is actually in the 
development stages from pre-clinical through clinical 
trials as to how much life is actually left on that patent. 
So you subtract that from the 17 years. 
 But in essence, as the Honourable Member 
said, and I think most Honourable Members recog-
nise, that patent period allows that company to re-
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coup. As a consequence, those products, when they 
are on patent, are often priced at quite high levels. (I 
used to work in the pharmaceutical industry a number 
of years ago.) So, when that patent period actually 
expires, what that allows in those countries that ob-
serve patents (and there are some that do not ob-
serve them very clearly), is other manufacturers to 
come in and provide what is known as a “generic 
equivalent.” 
 Obviously, the importance here is that the 
compounding of that drug and the chemicals involved 
should be absolutely equivalent, in terms of how they 
are absorbed and everything else, to the actual 
branded drug. But what pharmaceutical companies 
usually do is, when the drug actually goes off patent, 
they will drop the price. They are able to keep the 
branded name the same. So, there is often this rec-
ognition from doctors who have been used to pre-
scribing that branded product when it was on patent. 
They continue to prescribe it off-patent because they 
remember the name. They remember the branded 
name as opposed to, perhaps, the generic name. 
 So, what this piece of legislation is actually 
doing is allowing (unless the physician feels they have 
very good reason to prevent it) the pharmacist to take 
that prescription—assuming the doctor has not said, 
Prescribe as written—even though the branded name 
may be on there, and then provide a generic equiva-
lent, which is oftentimes . . . even though the branded 
has now dropped in price that generic is oftentimes 
much less expensive, and hence the savings to both 
the patient in the long run and, certainly, to the health 
care system as well. 
 It is quite a step forward. It is something which 
has actually been done in the United States, and I 
believe in other jurisdictions, for quite a while now. So, 
in essence, we are kind of catching up with other 
countries in terms of how this is done. But I think it is 
certainly a real advance, as far as Bermuda is con-
cerned, in helping to provide, clearly, the prescription, 
the drug that the patient needs, but at the same time 
saving costs as well. 
 I commend the Minister and the former Minis-
ter for bringing this. We probably should have had it a 
number of years ago. But I think it is an important 
thing. And I think there are also protections in here 
which make sure that generics that are sold in this 
country, and indeed branded products which are sold 
in this country, meet the highest standards of other 
jurisdictions, whether they be Europe, the United 
States or Canada, in terms of how those drugs were 
actually manufactured, the supply chain and all the 
rest of it. That is really important as well, to protect the 
consumers here, to make sure those generics are the 
therapeutic and chemical equivalent and have been 
handled properly and manufactured properly. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 

 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Public Works, is it not? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
The Speaker: Works and Engineering? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think it is Public 
Works, Mr. Speaker. But it may be Works and Engi-
neering. I do not know. 
 
The Speaker: Public Works. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And parks and 
conservation services and everything else. So, we will 
figure out the name, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right, Honourable Minister. Honour-
able Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just say, as the former 
Minister of Health, it was indeed a pleasure for me to 
be able to work on this legislation that is coming to the 
House of Assembly today. And as such, I would, as 
the Minister has done, also like to underscore my 
thanks to the team that pulled this together. There 
was a lot of work that went into it. But I think when we 
look at what the overall intent is and what the overall 
structure is, I believe that we have achieved some-
thing that will be able to form the basis of effective 
pharmacy and pharmaceutical regulations, going for-
ward. 
 The comment has been made, Mr. Speaker, 
to underscore, especially from a public perspective, 
the importance of the safety of generic drug prescrip-
tions. I think it is important because I think that histori-
cally, there has been an attitude or a concept that, if 
something does not have a brand name, then people 
just do not want to use it. I think we have to dispel that 
myth from the perspective that generics are required 
to have a certain standard, that the manufacture of 
generics is one . . . The ones that will come into Ber-
muda will be subjected to the [same] stringent control 
that such generics [are that] would be available for 
sale in areas such as Europe, the United Kingdom, 
and the United States. 
 I believe that that is an important mechanism 
that is required in order to secure and ensure that the 
level of safety of those medications is actually upheld. 
I think that one can very comfortably know that a ge-
neric substitution on a prescription is such that you 
can know that you are getting the quality. As Members 
have said, research and development [R&D] by major 
laboratories is very, very costly. And at the end of that 
R&D period, it is obvious, just in a good business 
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sense, that manufacturers are going to want to have 
some return on their investment in doing that level of 
R&D. 
 But, at some point in time, when patents ex-
pire, that return on investment has been satisfied. 
Those prescription drugs and those things that are the 
subject of the R&D can actually be offered to the pub-
lic at a lesser price. We know, Mr. Speaker, that we 
have been struggling in this country with an exponen-
tial rise in the cost of health care, and to the extent 
that we are able to rein in any aspect of that, we have 
to start with perhaps the little things and ensure that 
we move on to some of the bigger issues. But it is 
very important that that be done. 
 So I want to thank Kevin Monkman, as the 
Permanent Secretary for the Ministry, and all of those 
who have acted in his stead during his illness, as well 
as Sarah D’Alessio, who has really spearheaded the 
brief. She spearheaded the research, the information, 
the Ministerial consultation, the consultation with the 
pharmacists, and the like. I believe that she has done 
a yeoman task. I think, too often, we just accept the 
fact that information comes here to this Honourable 
House, without making the effective recognition as to 
what has been entailed into getting it here. It would be 
remiss of me to not point out that particular fact in this 
particular instance. 
 The other thing that I want to underscore, Mr. 
Speaker, is the idea that the pharmacy profession is 
one that is very well regulated. They regulate them-
selves, perhaps almost to a degree that others do not. 
Because I believe that every pharmacist recognises 
the impact that their decisions in filling prescriptions 
will have on their client. Fill a wrong prescription, and 
there could be dire consequences. So the pharmacy 
profession ensure among themselves that there are 
no rogue operators in the process, that they do not 
encourage the bringing in of drugs or pharmaceuticals 
that may be inappropriate. They do that, and they 
have that standard of regulation. 
 But I believe that the idea of knowing that 
specific professional development will be required for 
all pharmacists to remain on the register is critical. Mr. 
Speaker, one of the things that I had done in this past 
year, as being the Minister of Health, was to avail my-
self of every opportunity for continuing medical educa-
tion [CME] that has been offered in every sphere of 
the Ministry. It is interesting that pharmaceuticals may 
be one. I can tell you almost everything about heart 
transplants and all that kind of thing. Because it is im-
portant that not only does the general public have a 
comfort that what they are being exposed to is appro-
priate, but in terms of making policy, I think it is also 
appropriate for the Minister to understand where all of 
these ideas and recommendations are coming from, 
and to be able to be intimately involved. So I have 
been able to do that. 

But to know that pharmacists can also have 
the ability to remain on a register even if they are not 

practicing, but they will not be allowed to practice 
without the appropriate CME hours to make sure that 
they are on the cutting edge. I think that they value 
that line of demarcation that, you know, everybody’s 
life does not always take on the same path. You might 
start out in pharmacy school and come out as a 
pharmacist, and then decide to either take family 
leave or whatever the case might be. And you come 
out of the mainstream.  

I think to protect the public from somebody 
coming out of the mainstream back into a profession 
that enables them to ensure that there is effective and 
proper CME in the process is valuable, and to know 
that they do not have to be kicked off of the register by 
virtue of the time that they have taken on leave. So, I 
think that these are important things.  

Mr. Speaker, as we go through the clause-by-
clause, I think that we can have the ability to under-
stand the value and the benefit of that which is being 
done. But know that those members of the optome-
trists and the APNs, the advanced practitioner nurses, 
having the ability to prescribe is one that has been 
heralded. I have had many calls from people, saying, 
Thank goodness we now have this ability. Because in 
helping to rein in the cost of health care, what was 
happening, especially in the optometry field, is that if 
an optometrist determined that a certain course of 
action was required to prescribe for his client, they 
then had to write a referral letter to somebody who 
could do the prescribing. So, there was a cost in-
volved in that. 

Now, to allow the optometrist and people in 
that field to take that initial step in being able to pre-
scribe, and finding that they do not need that interven-
ing step, is also a small measure in helping to curtail 
the cost of health care. And I think it is one that needs 
to be applauded as well. 

So, with those few words, Mr. Speaker, I will 
take my seat. 

 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister. 
 Would any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Pembroke South East. MP Rolfe Commis-
siong, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 First of all, I would like to declare my interest. I 
am a shareholder of a company that is seeking to im-
port generic pharmaceuticals, drugs, into Bermuda. 
 I just want to say I do concur with previous 
speakers who have lauded the direction and progress 
inherent in this Bill. I too stand in support of it. 
 I notice that the former Minister talked about 
the stigma (if I can use that word) that is often at-
tached to the use of generic drugs in Bermuda. There 
is a great market resistance that is probably not as 
bad as it used to be, but I think it is still there. 
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 One will note that only a couple of years ago 
when the decision was made legislatively to expand 
the ability of Bermudian importers to source generic 
drugs, there was a big outcry about the fact that drugs 
coming from India and other places may represent a 
real risk to Bermuda and Bermudians by their use. 
 I found that very ironic at the time, Mr. 
Speaker, because Indian-sourced drugs, manufac-
tured in India, have been coming here in generics for 
some time. The only difference was it was being im-
ported via American, or I think in most cases UK, im-
porters—you know, American or UK middle-persons 
who would facilitate the importation of the same Indian 
drugs that were being proposed to come directly from 
Indian manufacturers, the same manufacturers that 
most North American and European and UK compa-
nies use to manufacture their drugs. 
 I just want to add this here, Mr. Speaker. To 
me, there is still one other omission that is not found 
in this proposed Bill. But the Minister may want to take 
a look at this. We all . . . I should not say, we all know, 
but during our time of due diligence in terms of this 
market here, we did come across the fact that all of 
the pharmaceutical or pharmacies have a practice 
whereby they add what is called a “dispensing fee” to 
every prescription which is filled. So, if the final cost is 
$50.00, one can rest assured that $20.00 to $25.00, 
perhaps $30.00 of that cost, is a dispensing fee which 
goes directly to the pharmacy. 
 Mr. Speaker, I do not know the genesis, how 
that evolved. I do know that, talking to a number of 
professionals internationally in the industry, they found 
that very odd. I could not come across anyone who 
was prepared to say that it exists anywhere else. It 
might, but it is not known as a normal practice. 
 I do know this. By way of anecdote, talking to 
a relative of a pharmacy owner, the relative conveyed 
to me that they do very well by the sale of pharmaceu-
ticals in Bermuda, and that dispensing fee provides a 
big part of their overall revenue. So, in our aim to keep 
cost containment or to try to bring down costs, over 
the next, following decade, I think it would be well of 
the current Minister to take a look at that and to see if 
we can come up with something that is going to be a 
little bit more reasonable with respect of the economic 
realities that we are facing now, particularly as it re-
lates to health care costs. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Would any other Members care to speak? 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable Min-
ister. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And 
I thank my colleagues who have spoken today in the 
House on this matter. A few issues were raised. 
Maybe I will address the issue that was raised last, 
first. That was the matter of generics. 

 The issue of generics has been in the past 
vexed with problems. It is not to say that there were 
no problems, and there are still problems ongoing. But 
we in Bermuda have a regulatory regime which pro-
tects us from those problems. But when people are 
creating drugs far away, you have to ensure that down 
the chain they are being effectively regulated and po-
liced. That is what we are doing here in Bermuda. 
 So with respect to the Honourable Member’s 
suggesting that the pharmacists, or that people who 
own the pharmacies, were perhaps charging a fee 
which was higher than it should be, I can certainly ask 
the Health Care Council to look at that dispensing fee. 
I am not aware of any difficulties in that area. But I will 
certainly agree to have a look at it. As he knows, I am 
new to this Ministry. So I am not claiming any special 
knowledge about that. They obviously were in a sys-
tem where they have to make money in order to stay 
in the business. So I am not making any prejudgments 
there. 
 With respect to the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Walton Brown, he raised an issue about the potentials 
for ethical conflicts on the part of physicians who pre-
scribe certain medications. With this regard, I am told 
there have been recently published Standards of 
Practice for Medical Practitioners, including standards 
to help prevent the conflict of interest between doctors 
and pharmaceutical companies. That was facilitated 
by the Bermuda Health Council. 
 But one of the indicators here will be whether 
there is a substantially increased uptake of the use of 
generic drugs. So we are certainly going to have to 
keep an eye on whether there is a substantial in-
crease on the use of less expensive drugs, as we go 
forward. That will tell us how effective this piece of 
legislation has been. And if we do not see in the next 
year or two an increased uptake for generic drugs, 
then we will have to look at it and see what else we 
can do, or to see why what we anticipated is not hap-
pening. 
 Having said all of that, Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the Bill be committed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 It has been moved that the Bill be committed. 
 Are there any objections? 
 The Chair will ask that the Deputy Speaker, 
Mrs. Roberts-Holshouser, please, take the Chair [of 
Committee]. 
 

House in Committee at 11:41 am 
 

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
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The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole for further consideration of 
the Bill entitled the Pharmacy and Poisons Amend-
ment Act 2013. 
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 I move clause 1, the citation, as printed. 
 Clauses 1 and 2 provide the title of the Bill 
and provide new definitions required for the amend-
ments to the Act to be discussed later under their 
various clauses. 
 Madam Chairman, I am not going to run 
through the detailed changes in those definitions. I 
have spoken to the Member opposite who is speaking 
on this, and we have agreed we will try and move it 
forward quickly. So, unless there is an area that he 
specifically wants me to address, I will try and move 
with some alacrity through the clauses. 
 As I said, clauses 1 and 2 provide the title of 
the Bill and provide new definitions required for the 
amendments to the Act discussed later in their 
clauses. 
 I will do this in tranches. Maybe we will do the 
first 10 clauses? 
 
The Chairman: It would be very . . . It is a lot easier to 
follow. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: There are about 33 clauses. I 
will do 10 clauses. 
 
The Chairman: So, which groups? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I will do clauses 1 [through] 
10. 
 
The Chairman: [Clauses] 1 through 10, perfect. 
Thank you. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Clause 3 increases the total 
number of Council members by two, to help the 
Council fulfil their responsibilities, which include drug 
classification exams for registration and policy advice 
pertaining to pharmaceuticals. The new members are 
an appointed representative of the [professional] as-
sociation, appointed by the Minister in consultation 
with the Chief Medical Officer; and an additional 
member nominated by registered pharmacists. 
 Clause 4 ensures Pharmacy Council mem-
bers are protected from personal liability. This is es-
sential protection granted to other boards and coun-
cils. 
 Clause 5 amends section 7 of the Act to im-
prove the administration of the pharmacy sector by 
standardising requirements with other health care pro-
fessional boards and councils and international best 
practices, as well as addressing a few minor house-

keeping matters. The primary changes to note are 
[subsections] (5A)(d) and (5A)(e), continuing profes-
sional development, minimum practice hours are in-
troduced for the re-registration of practicing pharma-
cists. [Subsection] (6), appeal for registration and re-
registration decisions are made to the Supreme Court 
in accordance with the 2005 Supreme Court ruling. 
Additional . . . I do not think I need to look too closely 
at that. 
 Clause 6 inserts section 7A to recognise that 
some pharmacists may not practice within the two-
year re-registration period, but may intend to return to 
practice in the future. The non-practicing register pro-
vides an option to return to practice by meeting stan-
dards set by the Council to ensure professional com-
petency, but without having to go through the initial 
registration process again. 
 Clauses 7 and 8 amend the Act to ensure that 
there is a fair process for complaints, investigations 
and inquiries, and an appropriate range of disciplinary 
actions. The primary addition is the establishment of a 
Pharmacy Profession Complaints Committee and its 
processes. The committee’s functions are primarily to 
receive and investigate complaints against miscon-
duct. The amendment enabled valid complaints be 
passed on by the committee to the Council for an in-
quiry. That upholds the Supreme Court ruling. 
 Specifically pertaining to the complaint, clause 
7 sets the parameters for such investigations that in-
clude specifying the form of a complaint, enabling the 
committee to resolve complaints based on misunder-
standings to prevent unnecessary investigations, and 
sets the structure of the committee in the new Fifth 
Schedule, to be discussed under clause 28. 
 Clause 9 amends sections 11 and 15 of the 
Act to ensure the correct references due to the inser-
tions of new sections 10A and 10B. 
 Clause 10 repeals and replaces section 12 to 
provide consequential amendments arising from the 
insertion of [new] sections 10A and 10B. These addi-
tions ensure there are criteria for the restoration of a 
pharmacist to the register, and to ensure due process 
is in place for the pharmacist concerning appeals and 
written notices. 
 With that, I will allow other Members to speak, 
Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there other Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 [through] 10? 
 The Chair recognises Shadow Minister of 
Home Affairs. Mr. Walter H. Roban, you have the 
floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I very much see the amendments to these 
sections [as] appropriate. The clause 5 amendments 
are very useful because they do split out the powers 
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of a person who is registering from the Council. Bear 
in mind that the Council are pharmacists and other 
professionals. So it takes away some of the potential 
conflicts of interest with persons being registered. So, 
the Minister has the power to register somebody, even 
though the Council will govern the overall body of the 
industry. And it does create the opportunity for appeal 
to any decisions that have been made in these mat-
ters, straight to the court. 
 It is certainly very good, as is stated in clause 
7, that the Council will be drawing up a code of con-
duct for the professionals. I think this is very, very im-
portant and very good with all professions. And there 
will be a separate Pharmacy [Profession] Complaints 
Committee so that any questions that do come up will 
be handled by an independent committee, rather than 
the Council itself, again removing the potential for one 
to be policing oneself in the profession. 
 And the amendments in clause 8 are appro-
priate, that the Council has powers to inquire as to the 
complaint. So, if the committee finds that a genuine 
complaint has come up, then it gives direction to the 
Council to move to the appropriate measure. 
 So, these are very solid amendments, and we 
look forward to them being put in place. 
 Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged. So, next I would 
move clauses 11 to 20, inclusive. 
 
The Chairman: Correct. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Clause 11 repeals and re-
places section 14 to revise the provisions for appeal-
ing a decision of the Council to the Supreme Court, so 
it lays out the appeal, the new appeal process. 
 Clause 12 amends section 16 of the Act to 
require the register of pharmacies to be kept in the 
office of the Registrar rather than the office of the 
Council, which has been the present position. 
 Clause 13 is a housekeeping matter to ensure 
that section 17 makes proper reference to the Gov-
ernment Fees Regulations 1976. 
 Clause 14 amends section 23 to indicate that 
the content of a valid prescription form is now outlined 
in the Pharmacy and Poison (Control of Prescriptions) 
Regulations 1979, to be discussed under clause 31. 
Clause 14(b) ensures appropriate references to regis-
tered pharmacists; clause 14(c) corrects a minor 
grammatical error. 
 Clause 15 inserts section 23A to provide that 
a prescription remains valid for one year from when 
the prescription form is dated. This provision is the 
current requirement, but was not appropriately indi-
cated in the Act. 

 Clause 16 repeals and replaces section 24 to 
provide when and how a registered pharmacist can 
and must provide a chemical and therapeutic equiva-
lent (i.e., a generic drug) to a drug that is listed on a 
valid prescription form. This change makes it manda-
tory for a pharmacist to dispense a less expensive 
chemical and therapeutic equivalent when one is 
available at their location of sale and is not explicitly 
prohibited by the prescriber. The Pharmacy Council 
has established, in the Standards of Practice for 
Pharmacists, the appropriate method and resources 
to determine if a drug can be substituted. The stan-
dards are to be published before the end of the year, 
and a part of the code of conduct required under 
clause 7 of this amendment (new section 8 of the 
principal Act). A pharmacist therefore faces discipli-
nary action if this standard is not upheld. 
 These standards include the requirement of 
patient consent as part of the process. This clause 
also keeps it lawful for a pharmacist to make the same 
type of substitution when another drug is available at 
the same price, as currently enabled under the Act 
and required for practice. The Standards of Practice 
will outline what is accepted by the Council as a 
chemical and therapeutic equivalent. 
 Clause 17 repeals section 31, which created 
an offence for persons who hold a Schedule 3 or 
Schedule 4 drug that was declared an unfit drug by 
the Minister. This provision is now approved upon 
clause 18. 
 Clause 18 inserts sections 31A, 31B, 31C, 
31D and 31E. Clause 18 is necessary to replace sec-
tion 31, as the existing provisions provided no detail 
on what made a drug unfit and had no legislative 
process for this declarational removal of the product 
from the market and was not able to address specific 
drug products or any active ingredient not listed on 
Schedule 3 or 4. Clause 18 creates a more compre-
hensive system to ensure consumer safety, modelled 
directly on Part V of the Consumer Protection Act. 

Section 31A sets the general health and 
safety requirements by stipulating that a drug is not 
reasonably safe with regard to the circumstances 
listed in 31A through 31E. This subsection provides 
more detail in the general health and safety standards 
set out in the Consumer Protection Act, due to the 
range of requirements to be upheld in the case of drug 
products, and to ensure the findings from overseas 
regulatory authorities can be used to determine the 
risks to health and safety. The remaining sections are 
subsections modelled directly from the Consumer Pro-
tection Act, with only minor reference changes. 
 [New sections] 31B, 31C and 31D set out the 
tools available to the Minister to establish a drug 
product that is a risk to health and safety and require 
action by suppliers. These tools are prohibition orders, 
prohibition notices, notices to warn, and suspension 
notices. Prohibition orders, notices and notices to 
warn are issued when a health and safety risk is 
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known and action is required. Orders in general are 
issued Island-wide, whereas a prohibition notice is 
applicable to an identified supplier. Notice to warn re-
quires the supplier to notify those whom he sold the 
product to of the safety concerns of the product. 
 The Sixth Schedule, to be discussed under 
clause 29, outlines the processes for these instru-
ments. 
 Suspension notices are issued when there is 
a suspicion of a product being a risk to health and 
safety. This is a necessary complement to the prohibi-
tion orders and notices, as it enables the removal of a 
product from sale to investigate and identify if there is 
a risk. 
 Finally, [new] section 31E ensures the Minis-
ter is able to obtain necessary information to make an 
order or notice and protect such information from un-
necessary disclosure. 
 Clause 19 amends section 46 to include the 
name of the practitioner to the dispensing label re-
quirements for Schedule 3 or Schedule 4 drugs. It is a 
housekeeping matter, as it is a standard practice cur-
rently and was thought to be included in the legisla-
tion. 
 Clause 20 amends section 48 to give the Min-
ister the power to make regulations under all of the 
above sections, 31A through 31E, and 51A and 51B, 
as required. 
 So, those are up to and including clause 20. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 11 [through] 20? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Home Affairs. Mr. Walter H. Roban, you have the 
floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 In relation to clause 16, definitely a very posi-
tive move in relation to ensuring a more efficient op-
portunity for persons to get less costly medications 
and making sure that the generic equivalents are 
more available. 
 I would hope that, in light of this change, 
which is allocated in clause 16, the Ministry does take 
on some efforts at some public education around this, 
because I think it is very important that the general 
members of the public know of the wider scope of op-
portunity that they now have. I can say, myself, having 
been a former Health Minister and having become 
familiar with the issue around the generic drugs, that I 
would often tell people, Listen (because often, despite 
we put great faith in our doctors, it is the pharmacists 
who actually know about the medicine), if you receive 
a prescription from your doctor, when you go to the 
pharmacist, ask the pharmacist if there is a generic 
equivalent. Because often what you find is that your 
costs are severely reduced, if you do that.  

But it was for the patient to make that initia-
tion. Now, this change changes that, and there is a 
duty on the pharmacist to provide that equivalent, 
even if the brand name is on the prescription. But I do 
encourage, under this clause here, particularly with 
these changes, that the Ministry take on a public edu-
cation campaign, particularly with our seniors and 
others, who are the ones who are mostly engaging in 
a lot of these prescriptions acquired, so that they 
know of the new power that is afforded them, and op-
portunity. 
 I think that is pretty much it. The only thing I 
would like to ask the Minister about is in relation to 
clause 18. There were changes made, I believe in late 
2010 and 2011, because there was concern raised. I 
think there were some comments by the former Minis-
ter as it relates to our own protections we have 
against questionable generics and questionable drugs 
coming to the Island.  

We made some very restrictive changes at 
that time in this House as it relates to only drugs that 
are certified or approved by the authorities in the US, 
Canada or Europe [that] can actually be accessed, 
even if they come out of India, bearing in mind that the 
FDA, Drug Canada and even the European body have 
offices even in South America, Israel and in those 
parts of the world that actually certify the drugs that 
are made, because most of these drugs that are sold 
by the large American pharmaceutical companies are 
made in India, South America and in the tropical band 
of the world.  

They are not made in the US or in Newfound-
land or in Norway. Most drugs that we take are made 
in the tropical band around the planet, and they are 
made in India, South America, Israel. In fact, even 
most of the brand names are probably made in those 
places that are accessed by our large pharmaceutical 
companies. So, the quality and standards are high in 
these parts of the world. But I believe that we our-
selves have already made the conscious step to make 
sure that we get drugs that are only certified by the 
appropriate authorities, US, Canada and Europe. 
 So I just wanted to ask the Minister, Does this 
align appropriately with that in clause 18? And are 
there any possible changes that they expect to come? 
Does he think that there is room for any other coun-
tries to be added that we can access drugs from, 
since we do have the appropriate protections? 
 That is just for those clauses, for the time be-
ing. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 Oh, sorry. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Workforce Development. Mr. Rolfe Com-
missiong, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
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 Just following on from my colleague’s line of 
inquiry, I think maybe it might be better put that drugs 
manufactured outside of the UK and North America, 
with respect to the legislative change that he refers to, 
have to be, with respect to the UK, MHRA [Medicines 
and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency] ap-
proved in terms of how they are manufactured. And 
with respect to the US, I guess it must be in compli-
ance with FDA [Food and Drug Administration] regula-
tions, for example. 
 I just want to say this: We know that, while the 
Government is the public’s policeman on the issue 
here, there is a private sector player that has not got-
ten any mention here. That is the insurance industry, 
the local insurance industry. I would just ask whether 
the Minister intends to use his good office to get the 
insurers to play a greater role in encouraging the 
adoption of generic drugs on-Island. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members? 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Again, dealing with that last inquiry first, it was 
certainly in the brief, that it is the insurers, particularly 
some of them, who have taken a leading role in en-
couraging the use of generic drugs by their custom-
ers. In fact, in one case, one insurer would pay 
100 per cent of the cost of generic, to encourage their 
customers to use generics. So, we are finding very 
useful input from the insurers. But, obviously, we will 
endeavour to keep on top of that through the process. 
 Also, it was pointed out that this is solidifying 
in our legislation the requirement for generics to have 
been approved by the regulatory authority of one of 
the major First World blocs, the United States, Can-
ada or the European Union, to protect consumers, 
patients, in Bermuda. As I said before, there had been 
issues with some of the drugs that were being pro-
duced, and even from these blocs, they have had to 
up their ante on the inspection of pharmaceutical pro-
ducers in other countries. But we are satisfied that 
that is being done and that we have the highest stan-
dards possible, and that we are going to be giving the 
lowest cost at the highest quality for patients and con-
sumers in Bermuda. 
 The Honourable Member, Mr. Roban, spoke 
about clause 16. That is the important [clause], sort of 
buried in the middle of this amendment Act. That is 
the one which now says that the generics will be the 
fallback provision. So, unless a generic is actually 
prohibited, then you are going to get a generic that is 
approved by one of those First World countries. 
 I think there was another question about 
clause . . . I think I have covered the questions. If he 
has one other question? 
 
The Chairman: Sorry. The Chair— 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Madam Chairman, 
and thank you to the Minister for answering those 
questions. 
 Specifically to clause 16, again, how will this 
particular change affect our policy with FutureCare 
and generics? Will the Government be prepared to 
move to perhaps a more incentivised programme with 
clients of FutureCare getting perhaps a more afford-
able deal on their co-pay when getting those generics 
rather than getting the brand drugs? Is the Govern-
ment prepared to move forward to make that even 
much more attractive for our FutureCare and even our 
HIP [Health Insurance Plan] patients, who do have 
some coverage through the Government pro-
grammes, to move towards generics themselves? 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Madam Chairman, this leads 
into a larger discussion that is not suitable for Commit-
tee. But I think we will be joining with the Opposition in 
that discussion. It is the balance of affordability for 
those more vulnerable people with sustainability of the 
costs for the larger society. I will be looking for that 
balance, going forward. 
 Thank you, Madam Chairman. Having said 
that, I would then move clauses 21 through 23, ad-
dress clauses 21 through 23 as the last portion. 
 
The Chairman: Before we do that, are there any 
other Members that would like to speak to clauses 11 
[through] 20? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Education, Mr. C. Walton Brown. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 Just a quick question: Has the Ministry been 
able to identify the typical price differential on a per-
centage basis between the generic drugs and the 
brand drugs? Secondly, is there any inkling that this 
will lead to some downward pressure on insurance 
premiums, given that prescriptions make up such a 
percentage of the health care bill? 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Sorry. With respect, I believe 
that the differentials in prices are all over the place. 
Because you get drugs that are in different parts of 
their cycle. I think, as my honourable colleague, Dr. 
Gibbons, said earlier, the drug companies maintain 
the higher price during the earlier portion when they 
are trying to recover their investment in research and 
development. Then later on, when the generics come 
in, they lower their price to be more competitive. And 
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all the different drugs are in different parts of their 
price cycles. So, no, there is no consistent . . .  
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 11 [through] 20? 
 Minister, please proceed. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged, Madam Chair-
man. 
 Clause 21 amends section 49, for housekeep-
ing purposes, in order to clarify the existing provision, 
which did not clearly distinguish between a Pharmacy 
Council and other health care professional councils 
and boards. This [clause] enables the Minister to re-
quest a report from a pharmacist or practitioner on 
drugs they have supplied. If there is a suspicion of 
improper practice, or the report is incomplete or not 
received, the Minister can report the pharmacist to the 
Council or the practitioners to their relevant Health 
Care Council and boards. 
 Clauses 22 and 23 repeal and replace section 
51 of the Act to ensure an inspector under the Act has 
sufficient powers of inspection required to determine 
compliance with the legislation, and any order or no-
tice issued under it. The powers from the Consumer 
Protection Act were used to make the additions to this 
section. Specifically, the additional powers or respon-
sibilities added under this section are: 

• the ability to enter any place of business for 
inspection, other than a dwelling unit; 

• the ability to inspect, see, test, and detain 
products to ensure compliance with the Act; 

• enabling the entrance into specific circum-
stances to a location where they were refused 
or the occupier is not present, using a war-
rant;  

• ensuring due process for persons subject to 
the actions of an inspector, including under 
clause 23;  

• informing the seller of any test results; and  
• enabling compensation for any loss of goods 

if, in the end, a determination of the health 
and safety risks was not upheld. 
 
Clause 24 amends the First Schedule to in-

clude consequential amendments from previous 
clauses. Most importantly, it enables a more expedi-
ent process for the addition and removal of drugs from 
the Third and Fourth Schedules. This is a necessary 
complement to the consumer protection amendments, 
as these Schedules regulate where and how a sched-
uled drug must be sold, and places additional re-
quirements on such drugs. 

Clause 25 repeals the Second Schedule, 
which was the prescription form, now to be in regula-
tions, and replaces it with a list of practitioners who 
have authority to prescribe and are subject to the Act. 
Advanced practise nurses and optometrists are now 

included in this Schedule, with reference to the restric-
tions and requirements set out in their respective leg-
islation. 

Clauses 26 and 27 are housekeeping matters, 
making a cross-reference amendment in the note to 
the Third and Fourth Schedules by deleting reference 
to the Fifth Schedule. This deletion is to be discussed 
further under clause 30. 

Clause 28 repeals and replaces the Fifth 
Schedule with provisions regarding the Pharmacy 
[Profession] Complaints Committee, modelled on the 
most updated health care professional legislation. The 
new Fifth Schedule includes the membership of the 
committee and conditions for such, the requirement of 
declarations of conflict of interest and withdrawals by 
committee members regarding specific complaints, 
ensuring members are paid per meeting, and the re-
quirements of annual reports. 
 Clause 29 adds a Sixth Schedule to provide 
the process for the issuing of prohibition orders, pro-
hibition notices, and notices to warn. This Schedule is 
from the Consumer Protection Act. For both orders 
and notices, the standard procedures require notifica-
tion of the intention to issue one of these instruments 
in order for representations to be heard and consid-
ered. However, in both circumstances, this notification 
period can be removed if the risk of danger connected 
with a drug requires it to be issued without delay, but 
still enable the suppliers to representation to prove the 
product in question is not a risk and to have such a 
notice revoked or varied. 
 Clause 30 repeals Part VII of the Act that 
regulates poisons and makes various amendments of 
the consequence of that repeal, including the repeal of 
the Fifth Schedule. This is a necessary housekeeping 
item to ensure that, when the Pesticide Safety Act 
2009 comes into operation, this part of the Act is re-
moved, as all poisons regulated under this section are 
pesticides. And that is the 2009 Act, which was an Act 
of 2009, which had not yet come into operation, but 
will come into operation shortly. 
 Clause 31 makes consequential amendments 
to the following legislative instruments: 

a) The Pharmacy and Poisons (Control of Pre-
scriptions) Regulations 1979 is amended to 
include the requirements for what must be in a 
“Valid prescription form,” opposed to it being 
listed in the Second Schedule of the Act. The 
only change in content is the means to indi-
cate if a substitution can or cannot occur. In 
addition, housekeeping items for clarity and 
consequential amendments from previous 
clauses are addressed under “Valid repeat 
prescriptions”; 

b) The Government Authorities (Fees) Act 1971 
is amended to insert the newly established 
Pharmacy Complaints Committee; 

c) The Government Fees Regulations 1976 is 
amended by repealing and replacing Head 45 
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to include the fees required for re-registration. 
There is no change to the fee amounts. These 
are being reviewed with all licensing and reg-
istration fees for health care professionals as 
part of the budget process. 
 
Clause 32 provides the commencement of 

section 24 and the repeals provided in clause 31. 
Commencement of section 24 is to be upon notifica-
tion by the Minister, in the Gazette, to ensure that the 
prescribing and dispensing communities are fully in-
formed when this change to practice is to take place. 

Clause 33 just deals with commencement. 
Those are my comments, Madam Chairman. 
 

The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 21 [through] 32? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Home Affairs. Walter H. Roban, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 My specific questions are in relation to clause 
22 and also in relation to clause 25. It has to do with 
the issue of the inspections, the power of inspections, 
which I believe is dealt with in changes to clause 22.  

How often do these inspections actually hap-
pen? I know that this gives the power to give certain 
inspections. But are inspections just a part of the 
regular licensing process? Or like, once they get their 
licence, then they are not really inspected? Or does 
the Health Department inspect on a regular basis all 
the practitioners? 
 Also, those new persons that are added to the 
Schedule, which is mentioned in clause 25, some of 
them, will they have a pre-inspection before receiving 
their permissions, to make sure they have the facility 
to hold and dispense the medications for which they 
now will have the ability to do so? 
 I hope my questions are pretty clear. Specifi-
cally, they pertain to clauses 22 and 25. Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes. Sorry, Madam Chairman, 
you have to bear with me. 
 
The Chairman: That is fine. We are speaking to 
clauses 21 [through] 32 of the Pharmacy and Poisons 
Amendment Act 2013. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I am obliged, Madam Chair-
man. 
 I am informed that the inspections are part of 
an annual licensing process, but that there are provi-
sions for random inspections that can be made during 
the course of the year. But there will be automatic an-
nual inspections. Thank you, Madam Chairman. 

 
The Chairman: And there was a second question. 
The second question pertained to clause 25. That was 
with reference to pre-inspection. 
 Shadow Minister of Home Affairs? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes. Perhaps I will just be clear 
for the Minister, because it is my last question. 

You are correct, Madam Chairman. Clause 25 
pertains to those persons who are added as of the 
new Second Schedule. Will they be inspected prior to 
being able to acquire the medications that they now 
have the power to dispense, in reference to any of-
fices outside of the hospital and the public sector, [re-
ferring to] any advanced nurse practitioners? Will they 
now have a pre-inspection prior to getting the drugs 
that they can dispense? 

 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Yes, Madam Chairman, I think 
there is a slight misunderstanding there. Those are 
people who are prescribing; they are not dispensing. 
So, normally, here you are inspecting people who are 
dispensing drugs—the pharmacies who are dispens-
ing them, not the people who are writing the scrips, 
people who are prescribing. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I think my friend is satisfied 
with that, yes. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 21 through 32? 
 There are no other Members. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Madam, then in that case, I 
would like to move the clauses. I think I moved clause 
1, the citation, as printed. 
 
The Chairman: We can do it all together, if you 
choose. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: All together. I will move all the 
clauses.  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: No objections to that. 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: It is clauses 1-32, inclusive.  
 
The Chairman: Thank you.  

It has been moved that clauses 1 [through] 
32, with the Preamble, be approved as written. 

Are there any objections to that motion? 
There are no objections. 
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Agreed to. 
 

[Gavel]  
 

Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: I move that the Bill, as printed, 
be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House, as printed. 
 Are there any objections? 
 No objections. 

Agreed to. 
 

[Gavel]  
 
[Motion carried: The Pharmacy and Poisons Amend-
ment Act 2013 was considered by a Committee of the 
whole House and passed without amendment.] 

 
House resumed at 12:19 pm 

 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 

 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE 

 
PHARMACY AND POISONS AMENDMENT ACT 

2013 
 

The Speaker: Members, we have just approved Or-
der No. 4, the Second Reading [and Committee stage] 
of the Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013. 
 We will now move to our Order No. 5, in the 
name of the learned Attorney General, Mark Pettingill, 
the Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013. 
 We have 10 minutes before . . . and so you— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am in your hands, Mr. 
Speaker. But it depends on whether you want to ex-
tend the time. I might be able to get through the Minis-
terial [brief] by that time, or at least a portion of it, and 
then— 
 
The Speaker: All right, fine. Okay. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I can watch the clock. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move the Bill entitled the Liquor 
Licence Amendment Act 2013 be now read for the 
second time. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, with your permission, I stand 
before this Honourable House to deliver upon perhaps 
one of the more controversial initiatives of the 2013 
Speech from the Throne, to lift the prohibition against 
the sale of liquor on Sundays. 

In doing so, Mr. Speaker, I am mindful of the 
strong feelings that this issue may evoke in some 
people in the community. On the one hand, there are 
those who eschew the move. They may do so more 
from the standpoint that Sunday is recognised as a 
sacred day, for a proportion of Bermuda society, and 
allowing alcohol to be sold on Sundays violates its 
sanctity. 

Mr. Speaker, it is incumbent upon us to reflect 
upon the fact that restricting the sale of alcohol on 
Sundays was indeed a religious prohibition. It dates 
back for centuries also in other jurisdictions, starting in 
Europe and throughout the Americas. Throughout 
those jurisdictions, what came to be known as “blue 
laws” upheld Sunday as the regular day of worship, 
ordinarily prohibiting alcohol sales and, indeed, other 
commercial activity on that day. 

Mr. Speaker, at this point, it is equally worth 
noting that, to one degree or another, other jurisdic-
tions have been moving away from the strict prohibi-
tion against doing business or selling alcohol on Sun-
days. Here in Bermuda, we took the plunge in 2009. 
The Public Holidays Act 1947 was then amended to 
cautiously permit certain businesses to operate on 
Sundays, but only for certain hours. In Canada, the 
Ontario Lord’s Day Act 1906 was, in fact, declared 
unconstitutional in 1985. Within the United States, 
many states now permit Sunday shopping and alcohol 
sales with a continuing trend in this direction. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, there are those who 
consider themselves Christian, who consume alcohol 
on Sundays, while remaining true to their version of 
the faith. Sunday shopping in Bermuda has been a 
reality for some time, and many churchgoers are also 
Sunday patrons for items other than alcohol. 

Furthermore, there are Christians within our 
community who do not worship on Sundays. For 
them, the religious argument as to the exclusivity of 
Sunday sanctity does not fly. 

On the other hand, in the religious debate, Mr. 
Speaker, it cannot be denied that our society is far 
more religiously and spiritually diverse than it was 
centuries, or even decades, ago. 

Outside of the religious arena, there are con-
cerns raised that the availability of alcohol for con-
sumption one more day of the week will provide the 
opportunity for abuse of alcohol yet another day. 
However, as policymakers, we are also confronted 
with its fallacies. For who can honestly sustain the 
argument, Mr. Speaker, that denying the rest of the 
population the opportunity to purchase alcohol one 
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day per week more is an effective way of preventing 
the abuse of alcohol by a small minority who have the 
opportunity to do so for the remaining six days? Noth-
ing is to prevent such individuals, Mr. Speaker, from 
stocking up on a Saturday for consumption on a Sun-
day. There is nothing to suggest that alcoholics are 
more sober on Sundays than any other day of the 
week, or that Sunday prohibition is a check on alco-
holism. 

We also cannot ignore the fact that local bars 
and restaurants are currently not prohibited from sell-
ing alcohol on Sundays. In fact, Mr. Speaker, it is mis-
leading for us to claim that alcohol is not currently sold 
in Bermuda on Sundays, because it is and has been 
for a long time. Technically, therefore, this amend-
ment is not about selling alcohol on Sundays, but sell-
ing it through certain retailers on that day. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to the thought-
provoking reflections as the issues raised by the reli-
gious community in developing this policy, there was 
an effort made to garner the perspectives of the mer-
chants that would be directly impacted by these initia-
tives. What we were able to garner from that quarter, 
Mr. Speaker, was generally that the opportunity to 
increase sales is welcomed by entrepreneurs con-
tending with a troubled economy. In fact, in that quar-
ter, there was also a range of reactions, from guarded 
expectation, as the anticipated marginal impact on 
business activity, to expressed caution of probable 
adverse social impact, to optimism, as the prospect of 
substantial increase in business activity and enhanced 
service to the customer. 

Mr. Speaker, it was also communicated that 
tourists visiting Bermuda were often disappointed at 
not being able to purchase liquor on Sundays as they 
are able to do in other places and at home. In that 
regard, it is anticipated that these measures will con-
tribute to the enhancement of the ailing tourist sector, 
admittedly in a small way, Mr. Speaker. But given the 
challenges faced on that front, every little bit helps, I 
would submit. 

Mr. Speaker, the Second Reading by the 
Honourable Minister of [Education and] Economic De-
velopment of the Public Holidays Amendment Act 
2013, which will occur subsequently, has further rami-
fications in this regard. That Bill removes restrictions 
on Sunday’s business operating hours. These 
amendments, in turn, will provide the opportunity for 
liquor to be sold, along with all other retail items, for 
the duration of those expanded hours. 

The premise at the time of economic chal-
lenges to allow the marketplace to find its own happy 
medium, without the hindrance of unnecessary restric-
tions, is a premise, Mr. Speaker, that has a proven 
track record of being good for business, good for the 
consumer and good for Bermuda’s economy. 

Mr. Speaker, we are finally at a place in time 
where we can allow free enterprise to offer choices 
that empower us, as members of the Bermudian soci-

ety, to determine the choices that we wish to make. I 
am confident that overwhelming exercise of that 
choice will be a responsible one that benefits Ber-
muda as a whole. 

With that said, I hereby table the Liquor Li-
cence Amendment Act 2013. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 Does any other Honourable Member care to 
speak? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member from 
constituency 34, the Learned Member, MP Kim Wil-
son.  

You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 
good afternoon. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon to you. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, the expression that 
I often heard when I was growing up, perhaps be-
cause I am somewhat vertically challenged, is that 
Good things come in small packages. 
 
The Speaker: Who told you that, Honourable Mem-
ber? They cannot see. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Perhaps because of the chal-
lenge. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: But needless to say, Mr. 
Speaker, this is a very, very small Bill. And it has per-
haps the largest impact on our society.  

I want to start off by saying that the Opposi-
tion does have a number of challenges with respect to 
this piece of legislation. I will speak in about four 
points. 
 The first point, Mr. Speaker, that we have to 
ask is, why now? We heard in the Speech from the 
Throne— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, I do not know . . . 
I just want to . . . if you need to . . . If you would like to 
spread it, rather than breaking it up, because we have 
just got about three minutes before lunch, would you 
rather just do it and go straight through? Or do you 
want to just go until 12:30 and stop? 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: That is fine, Mr. Speaker. We 
can break now and then I will return after lunch. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Yes, yes. Then you do not have 
to break it up. 
 All right. I will recognise the Premier. 
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we break for lunch until 
2:00 pm. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 Honourable Members, we will adjourn for 
lunch until 2:00 pm. 
 
[Gavel] 
 

Proceedings suspended at 12:27 pm 
 

Proceedings resumed at 2:00 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, may I? 
 With all due respect, Mr. Speaker, the only 
folks that can call a quorum are Members of the 
Chamber— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member,— 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —not the Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: —there is no quorum. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, [Standing 
Order] 8, if you read [Standing Order] 8— 
 
The Speaker: You have to start somewhere. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, but . . . that is . . . 
you cannot . . . the Speaker cannot call a quorum. 
That is in the rules. 
 
[No audio] 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
[Continuation of debate thereon] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, the Learned 
Member from constituency 34 has the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Prior to lunch I was addressing the issue 
about good things coming in small packages. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And then I proceeded to go on 
and say that, however, the converse of that can also 
be true. And, regrettably, it is evidenced by this piece 

of legislation that we are asked to debate today, 
namely, the Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013.  
 This is a very, very small piece of legislation 
and I believe perhaps the shortest piece of legislation 
that has ever been debated within this House. Yet, 
albeit small and short, it has the probability of a very 
large and serious impact within Bermuda and our so-
cial climate. 
 Mr. Speaker, there are few points I would like 
to raise concerning this particular piece of legislation 
and a number of concerns that the Opposition has 
with respect to same. 
 The first question I would like to ask, quite 
frankly, is why? Why now? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: We have heard quite a lot from 
the Honourable Premier concerning the urgency of 
now, particularly when we have discussed things 
about the state of our economy. It was recently spo-
ken about the urgency of now (to quote the Honour-
able Premier) concerning the SAGE Report. There 
was the quote from the Honourable Premier concern-
ing the urgency of now when we returned in the Sep-
tember session, albeit the unusual return of a Sep-
tember session for those three sessions, because it 
was the urgency of now. 
 So my question for the first part of my sub-
missions, Mr. Speaker, concerning this legislation is, 
again, why now? What is it the urgency of now with 
respect to this legislation? 
 Speaking on behalf of myself and the con-
stituents in Sandys South Central 34, and for my col-
leagues on this side of the aisle, through our canvass-
ing that we have done with members of the public, 
whether they are supporters of our party or the sup-
porters of the Government or otherwise, [we find] 
there has not been a call by the locals to have the 
ability to purchase alcohol—wines, spirits and beers—
on a Sunday.  

To my knowledge (and I stand to be cor-
rected) I have not read anything that provides any 
type of evidence to suggest that tourists are calling for 
the sale of alcohol, namely, wine, beer and spirits also 
on a Sunday. Now, granted, the Learned and Honour-
able Attorney General indicated that the sale of alco-
hol may have a small effect—albeit small—on tourism, 
but of course it is better than nothing (and I am para-
phrasing). But with respect, Mr. Speaker, I am still 
questioning why the importance of this piece of legis-
lation?  

When we came back in September, again, 
during the extraordinary sessions in September, it was 
based on the urgency of now so, of course, on our 
side we assumed that there would be legislation that 
would be passed that had to do with promotion of 
jobs, none of which was the case. We are now here 
on the eve of breaking for Christmas, again, debating 
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a piece of legislation that I cannot understand what is 
so urgent about it. There has not been a cry from the 
community or from the tourists to be able to purchase 
alcohol on a Sunday. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the challenges with this 
piece of legislation is the whole issue concerning ac-
cessibility and the increase of accessibility that will 
now exist upon the passing of this legislation for per-
sons to purchase wine, beer and alcohol on a Sunday. 
Now just as sure as day follows night, and two plus 
two equals four, I do not think we have to have a 
rocket science degree to be able to make an assess-
ment that if you can purchase alcohol six days a week 
and then you increase the accessibility to the seventh 
day, the consumption volumes are going to increase. I 
do not think we need any type of statistical data to 
show that. If wine and alcohol are now available to be 
purchased on a Sunday, then we are increasing the 
level of accessibility for wine, alcohol and spirits. 

And we on this side, Mr. Speaker, are very 
concerned about the adverse—the potential ad-
verse— effects on our social structure, an already frail 
social structure, by adding yet another day for the 
provision of purchasing wine, alcohol and spirits. We 
all know that there are a number of (and this is quanti-
fied data) social ills that are directly attributable to al-
cohol consumption. 

Domestic violence is just one example. I no-
ticed today is the Women’s Resource Centre’s Tag 
Day and their statistics, along with other statistics that 
have been produced, confirm that there is a higher 
instance of domestic violence as a direct correlation 
with alcohol abuse and so forth. And I think that the 
fact, Mr. Speaker, that we are increasing the accessi-
bility to alcohol, albeit on this one day (and I am going 
to talk about the importance of that day in a moment), 
then we are also having a potential of adverse social 
consequences with respect to the consumption and 
the sale. 

We also know, Mr. Speaker, that alcohol con-
tributes to a number of other social ills. And in that 
regard, Mr. Speaker, when I speak about the day in 
particular that we are speaking of—a Sunday—
although this may sound contradictory, I feel that it is 
important that we recognise that Bermuda still is a 
very religious-based community. We may be Kool-Aid 
drinkers, we may— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Oh, I did, actually—we may . . . I 
confess. I am a Kool-Aid drinker, according to the 
definition that was posed by the Honourable Attorney 
General several months ago. I drink the Kool-Aid. 
 However, Mr. Speaker, we are a community— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 

Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —that is a religious-based 
community. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order. Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, what is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That Honourable and 
Learned Member is breaching rule 19(11)(a) with re-
gard to—I am sorry, (d)—with regard to bringing the 
House into disrepute. The fact of the matter is that I 
never gave any definition with regard to Kool-Aid 
drinkers other than— 
 
The Speaker: Okay, thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —what was said as a matter 
of history. 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you. 
 Member, carry on. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 So the second point that I would like for us to 
consider and one of the reasons that the Opposition 
has challenges with this Bill is precisely that—the abil-
ity now to effectively offer alcohol sales on a Sunday.  

I do not think there is anything wrong, Mr. 
Speaker, with keeping Sundays dry. If you look at the 
statistics in the census report (and I am reading from 
the 2010 Census Report that was presented on the 
. . . published in 2012) and with your leave, Mr. 
Speaker, I am reading from the Bermuda population 
census data of 2010, published in 2012. Approxi-
mately two-thirds . . . let me qualify this, the report 
revealed that . . . sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Take your time. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And this is with respect to relig-
ion. The report revealed that of those persons that 
were surveyed, the 64,237 (so this is the census, Mr. 
Speaker) when they looked at the population as it re-
lates to religion they found that, although the numbers 
of persons claiming no religious affiliation increased 
between the 2000 and the 2010, Bermuda remains a 
deeply religious society. And when you look at the 
statistics of the persons that claim a particular reli-
gious faith, albeit Anglican, Roman Catholic, African 
Methodist Episcopalians, Seventh Day Adventists, 
Pentecostal, Methodist, et cetera . . . when you look at 
the census data, approximately two-thirds of the those 
persons that answered the census data indicate that 
they are of the Christian belief. And when you look at 
the statistics a little bit further, less than 1 per cent of 
those statistics represent a denomination that prac-
tices their day of celebration on a Saturday. 
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 Now I appreciate, Mr. Speaker, that we are a 
very diverse society. I think that is one of the great 
things I love about Bermuda, is the diversity of our 
culture, our food, our ethnicity, as well as our relig-
ions. And we are a diverse society and I will be the 
first to acknowledge that, and we do have religious 
denominations that are of the Christian faith that prac-
tice their Sabbath on a Saturday. However, the major-
ity of those that are entered into on this census—two-
thirds of the population—have a religious denomina-
tion of Christianity that worships on a Sunday. And I 
am not trying to belittle any other type of denomina-
tion, the point that I am trying to make is that for two-
thirds of this population, they practice worship on a 
Sunday. And my point is this, Mr. Speaker, Sunday 
has been deemed as a day of rest by many people. 

The Honourable and Learned Attorney Gen-
eral in his brief indicated . . . and I appreciate him pro-
viding us with a snapshot of how we got to where we 
are insofar as the prohibition of alcohol sales and the 
blue laws and so forth here in Bermuda, and that mir-
rors a number of other states and a number of other 
countries. 

And with respect, Mr. Speaker, I personally at-
tend church regularly on a Sunday. However, I also 
have been known to go to restaurants or consume 
alcohol in my own home also on a Sunday. My chal-
lenge that I have, though, Mr. Speaker, and I am try-
ing to articulate this as clearly as I can, is that there 
are a number of adverse effects that alcohol has on 
our community. We are already suffering from the ills 
of alcoholism and substance abuse. Why can we not 
consider having one day of the week where there is 
no alcohol sale? 
 
An Hon. Member: You can buy it now. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And, Mr. Speaker, as I indicated 
before, we are increasing accessibility by adding a 
seventh day as opposed to [having only] six days. It 
may be a moot point to some—and I am hearing my 
learned and honourable friend, who claims to be of 
the Seventh Day Adventist Church— 
 
An Hon. Member: I am not claiming; not “claims.” 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —not “claims”— 
 
An Hon. Member: Point of— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I withdraw that.  
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I withdraw that. I do withdraw 
that. 
 Who is of the— 
 
An Hon. Member: Let us just leave that alone. 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Just carry on . . . just withdraw. You 
have withdrawn the statement, fine. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, yes. 
 
The Speaker: So just carry on. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And, Mr. Speaker— 
 
An Hon. Member: She has seen the light. 
 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: So the other issue . . . so having 
reached . . . looking at the census, I think that the 
Government ought to consider the information that is 
contained in the census as it relates to Bermuda and 
our being a religious population. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I have 
with respect to this is the concern as it relates to, I 
guess, the timing of this Bill. Because I note that we 
are looking at legislation that looks like, potentially . . . 
if passed today increases the time in which alcohol 
sales can take place. And I note that we also have 
another piece of legislation that may very well . . . I do 
not know whether it is being debated or not today, 
there have been a number of surprises in terms of 
what is on the Order Paper. I do not know whether we 
are having that debate. But it also almost goes hand 
in hand with this particular piece of legislation in that, 
if passed, it may provide for stores to operate ex-
tended hours. And I guess the question that I have is 
that it is somewhat perplexing in that if this legislation 
passes it will allow for the sale of alcohol sale in cer-
tain grocery stores between 8:00 am and 9:00 pm— 
 
The Speaker: Let us not . . . let us stay away from the 
next Bill. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: No, I am reading this . . . read-
ing this . . . this is the Bill. We are doing the Liquor 
Licence Amendment, correct? 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: That is what I am reading—
8:00 am to 9:00 pm, save for Christmas Day and 
Good Friday. So that is what we are speaking about 
today. 
 Mr. Speaker, a number of the persons that I 
have canvassed have asked me what is the urgency 
of now? Why bring this piece of legislation? They 
have not called for it. We have not heard huge out-
cries from tourists or the— 
 
An Hon. Member: Restaurants? 
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Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: No, not the restaurants—the 
travel agencies and so forth who are booking these 
tours saying, Look, the tourists want to be able to buy 
their booze on a Sunday. We are not hearing any of 
that. I stand to be corrected, and no doubt there will 
be an objection raised, but I do not believe that the 
Honourable and Learned Minister of Tourism has ever 
stood up and said he is hearing that his tourists that 
he represents, and that he is trying to attract to our 
shores, want to be able to buy alcohol on a Sunday at 
a grocery store. So we are not hearing that informa-
tion and we have never heard any . . . from my can-
vassing and those of my colleagues on this side of the 
aisle, we have not heard the constituents saying, We 
want to be able to buy alcohol at a supermarket on a 
Sunday. 
 And the other challenge that I have, real 
quickly, Mr. Speaker, is this: We are talking about the 
potential of purchasing alcohol on a Sunday—and you 
know and I know that in the West End there are a 
number of pockets of areas where there is an alco-
holic liquor store right . . . almost within 50 yards of a 
church. And the concern that I have, as well, is that if 
we are allowing this legislation to pass, then from 
eight o’clock in the morning people can stroll in and 
purchase alcohol— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: No, it is eight. From 8:00 am. 
Yes, before most people are awake, you can buy al-
cohol on a Sunday. 

So from eight o’clock in the morning they can 
stroll in and purchase their alcohol a few yards away 
from a church. We already know that, regrettably, 
there is no legislation that prohibits the sale of single 
item beverages. And I see some friends, some of the 
people on the other side are nodding in agreement 
like, Yes, why do we have single item beverages for 
sale? We might have been able to discuss that earlier 
today but there was a vote of “no” before they even 
read the Bill, but I will leave that to the Honourable 
Minister from [constituency] 33.  

The reality is that we have people that could 
purchase alcohol as early as eight o’clock in the morn-
ing. Most church services start at 8:00 or 11:00, so 
some people that are just getting ready to get up for 
church, they could be faced with walking into the 
church doors with somebody drunk, right there on the 
side of the door, because they have walked from the 
church, sorry, from the supermarket, ten paces away 
to the church. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, let me end where I began. 
The Opposition has a number of concerns concerning 
this very, very small piece of legislation that has the 
capacity of wreaking further social damage to our so-
ciety. And, Mr. Speaker, the fact that it is now, that 
this legislation has to be done now, we fail to see what 

the urgency of now is. And we are not satisfied that 
the persons that we have canvassed—as well as the 
tourists—are the reason why we are bringing this 
piece of legislation today. In fact, Mr. Speaker, a 
number of the persons that I have canvassed are all 
wondering whether or not this is some form of quid 
pro quo— 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —scratch my back, I will scratch 
yours. You give me 10 per cent cash sales on a 
Wednesday, discounted for one year, and in return 
you can sell alcohol at your place of [business] from 
8:00 am to 9:00 pm on a Sunday, every Sunday— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —thereafter because there is no 
grandfather clause. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Imputing improper motives] 

 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, that Honour-
able and Learned Member is breaching rule 19(11)(d), 
and 19(11)(f) as well. She is imputing improper mo-
tives. I can assure this Honourable House and the 
public that there is no quid pro quo and there was no 
such deal made. That is a fact. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I 
was careful to choose my words because— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, I think she did not say you were, I 
think— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —this is the information— 
 
The Speaker: It was close— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —that I am receiving on the 
canvassing trail.  

When I canvassed my constituents in 34 (and 
I heard similar sentiments from my colleagues on this 
side of the aisle), their constituents have said that they 
do not understand the importance of doing this imme-
diately now. What is the urgency of now?  

They do not want to see alcohol sales, but 
more so they want to get jobs, they want other things 
that are coming. Why are we talking about sitting here 
spending a very lengthy day as it is on giving certain 
businesses the opportunity to sell alcohol on a Sun-
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day? And from the people that I serve who have 
asked me to repeat this, Mr. Speaker, they want to 
know why. Why now? What is the quid pro quo? What 
is the Government doing or getting in return? Why are 
they doing this particular episode? Then they ask me, 
Well, maybe, do you think, MP Wilson, it is because 
the supermarkets have given a 10 per cent discount 
on Wednesday? 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you . . . Honour-
able Member that was just . . . you know. We just had 
exactly that said—those same words. So we . . . I un-
derstand what you said. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you. Thank you, but I do 
feel obliged to at least raise the sentiments that the 
constituents of Sandys South Central, 34, are raising 
with me. So enquiring minds want to know: What is 
the quid pro quo? What is the urgency of now?  

What is the you-scratch-my-back and I-
scratch-your-back scenario?  

Why? 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: That is the only thing we want to 
know: Why? And they have asked me to ask that 
question and perhaps we will have an answer. But on 
behalf of my constituents and on behalf of the con-
stituents that I serve, they want to know what is the— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, I am hearing that 
the Learned and Honourable Attorney General has 
asked . . . is chanting in the background, This is the 
21st century, almost disregarding what I am saying, 
particularly on behalf of my constituents who all ac-
cept that they, too, drink Kool-Aid. It is a religious 
community in my community where I serve. It is also a 
diverse community where I serve. Not everybody 
there is of the Christian faith, not everyone there wor-
ships on a Sunday. However, they have almost in uni-
son spoken to me during my canvassing and said, 
What is the reason of now? What is the quid pro quo? 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable and Learned 
Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Learned Member from Southampton West and it is 
West Central— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: That is right. 
 
The Speaker: That is right. I forget who is next door 
to me. Yes, I am in the West. 

 The Learned Minister for Tourism Shawn 
Crockwell, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to support this amend-
ment.  Mr. Speaker, it is a common sense amend-
ment. It is not a controversial amendment. It is a 
common sense amendment. And we are hearing, to a 
certain degree, an understanding, Mr. Speaker, as we 
have heard in previous debates on issues like opening 
up the grocery stores on a Sunday [where] we heard 
all sorts of issues over that issue, all sorts of com-
plaints and concerns on that issue  . . . The Honour-
able and Learned Member who just took her seat, I 
am sure if she canvassed the area back then she 
would have gotten the same question—Why now? 
Why are we doing this now? Okay? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And she can still can-
vass. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, the point is that there 
were all these concerns about opening up the grocery 
stores on a Sunday, The grocery stores were open six 
days a week back then, why do we need a seventh 
day? And people love it now. [When I] go to the gro-
cery store on a Sunday I see Bishops and all sorts of 
other people in the afternoon taking advantage of the 
convenience of going to the grocery store on a Sun-
day. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Oh, yes! I see him; I 
speak to him. What is wrong with going to the grocery 
store on a Sunday? Okay? We have not heard any-
one— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: No, they do not buy liquor 
now; but after today they could buy liquor, Honourable 
Member. They can do it, you know, if they want to buy 
a bottle of wine. 
 The point is, Mr. Speaker, we appreciate that 
people will ask the questions, people will . . . I mean, 
the question is, Why now? What is the urgency of 
now? Does every Bill that we bring to the House re-
quire some form of community action for us to bring 
it? The Government has to look at situations and 
make decisions on what we think is prudent. You do 
not have to have some community uprising before you 
make a decision. I can recall the previous administra-
tion bringing legislation here to increase payroll tax. 
Well, guess what? No one was calling for that then—
nobody. But the Government thought it was prudent to 
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do it. We do not have to bring legislation.  We do not 
have to bring legislation. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I said that I can recall the 
previous administration when they brought legislation 
here to increase payroll tax. That was not in response 
to anyone in the community calling for it. Nobody was 
lobbying for that. The Government made a decision in 
its discretion to do it. 
 So the Government today . . . we are talking 
about why we bring Bills to the House. Every Bill does 
not require some form of community uprising. There is 
no issue of, Why now? Why not now? The Govern-
ment made a decision; put it in its Throne Speech that 
we are going to address this issue—that is why. And 
we are here addressing the legislation. There does 
not have to be some lobbying out in the community to 
precipitate the bringing of a Bill. It is a simple common 
sense amendment. 
 I heard the Honourable Member say, Well, 
why can’t we have one day where we cannot pur-
chase alcohol? Well, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
and Learned Attorney General made it clear in his 
brief that this is not approving the purchase of alcohol 
on a Sunday. You can [already] do that now from St. 
David’s all the way to Dockyard. You can go in Hamil-
ton Parish and you can go and have a drink today on 
a Sunday. So we are not authorising the purchase of 
alcohol on a Sunday. If someone wants to have a 
drink on a Sunday, there are numerous establish-
ments they can go to and they do go.  

You know, I enjoy going to an establishment 
in Hamilton on Sunday mornings to watch football. I 
am an avid supporter of Liverpool Football Club. I go 
there and watch football and I see . . . and sometimes 
the place is packed. And the vodka and orange juices 
are pouring and they are rolling—on a Sunday morn-
ing, Mr. Speaker. Okay? On a Sunday morning. 
 So let us not be disingenuous here when we 
are talking about this amendment. You can drink as 
much alcohol as you like on a Sunday right now. 
Okay? So this is a common sense amendment. 
 
An Hon. Member: So you want to drink more. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: It is not about . . . look, 
and so we are hearing, you know, You want to drink 
more. If the Members on the other side think that they 
control people’s behaviour, I mean, if we are worrying 
about the health of our society, why do we not ban the 
sale of cigarettes on a Sunday? 
 
[Crosstalk and laughter] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Let us ban the sale of 
cigarettes on a Sunday, if we are so concerned about 

it. Why do we not have one day a week where you 
cannot buy cigarettes, Mr. Speaker? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: If we are so concerned 
about people’s health, we can sit down and we can go 
through all— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —all of— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Well, you had 14 years, if 
you are so concerned about people’s health, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just speak to the 
Speaker and you will stay on track. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I mean, these are amor-
phous and philosophical arguments about the situa-
tion when really we are dealing with a common sense 
amendment. 
 Of course we are concerned about consump-
tion of all sorts of substances, but we have to allow 
people the right to decide what they are going to do. 
We cannot not pass laws because we think that 
somebody may be irresponsible, we would not have 
any laws. There are irresponsible drivers on the road. 
What? We are going to ban driving? Let us ban driv-
ing on Sunday. Let us have a day free of driving so we 
can— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: We can prevent, you 
know, the accidents and all sorts of other things that 
relate to road traffic. 
 This is a common sense amendment. And to 
hear about how special Sunday is, what is wrong with 
Saturday? I was raised Seventh Day Adventist. This 
country has a very large Seventh Day Adventist com-
munity, and no one gets up in this House advocating 
for the preservation of Saturday. That is discrimina-
tory, Mr. Speaker, to come here and say Sunday is so 
sacred, but yet you can buy all the alcohol in the world 
on a Saturday. It is okay to have people drunk on the 
church doors of the Seventh Day Adventist church, 
but do not do it on Sunday. 
 
Some Hon. Members: No! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Do not do it on a Sunday. 
Come on, come on!  
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 It is a common sense amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. If we are going to be real about it, if the Op-
position was so concerned about keeping, you know, 
these days sacred, they could have brought legislation 
and banned it on a Saturday and showed the Seventh 
Day Adventists that they had the same concern for 
them that they have for Sunday worshippers, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Now, I do respect the Honourable and 
Learned Member who just spoke is a very devoted 
member of the AME Church. But this is not about re-
ligion. This is a common sense amendment. People 
can purchase alcohol on Sunday now. And, as the 
Tourism Minister, the question was posed, are tourists 
asking for this? I have not heard anyone say they 
would like to be able to buy alcohol on a Sunday. But 
you know what? I can envisage tourists on a Sunday 
going on a boating outing or going to have a picnic, 
and it would be quite convenient to say let us go and 
buy . . . whether it is a six-pack of beer or a bottle of 
wine, so that they can go out and enjoy themselves on 
a Sunday afternoon. I am sure they will enjoy that, as 
[would] locals who want to go out and have a good 
time during the summer on a Sunday and may have 
forgotten to purchase refreshments on a Saturday and 
they want to purchase it on a Sunday whilst they are 
going up—a common sense amendment. 
 But yet, like with everything, Mr. Speaker, the 
Opposition overreacts. With everything we bring to 
this House there is an over—well, not with everything, 
I withdraw that. Not with everything because they do 
agree with quite a few of our Bills. But quite often they 
would exaggerate these types of Bills for political effi-
cacy. 
 It is a common sense amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. I am sure we are going to hear all sorts of 
speeches throughout the rest of the day and we can 
draw this out all afternoon if you like, but this is not 
introducing the sale of alcohol on a Sunday. That cur-
rently exists. This is allowing certain retailers to be 
able to sell alcohol on a Sunday. It is a convenience. 
That is all it is. It is an added convenience. 
 And so, yes, I would urge . . . you know, we 
need to continue to provide the support for those or-
ganisations that deal with those social ills. But this is 
not going to have any impact. Are you trying to tell me 
that someone who is struggling with alcohol is not go-
ing to have the foresight to have alcohol purchased 
before Sunday? But all of a sudden alcohol vanishes 
from people’s cupboards and their fridges on Sunday?  

The Honourable Member herself said she en-
joys drinking alcohol on Sunday in her home or in a 
restaurant, so what are we talking about? What are 
we talking about? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: So, Mr. Speaker, it is a 
common sense amendment. I support it and I under-

stand some of the concerns and the challenges, but at 
the end of the day, I think that we are hearing much to 
do about nothing. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West Central], MP David 
Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will be very brief on this par-
ticular issue. And the reason why is that, although the 
Member who just took his seat said this is a common 
sense amendment, I do believe that, as with many 
cases, the Government does not realise the unin-
tended consequence that this may have on some or-
ganisations in our community. 
 Why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? I will say that 
a lot of times on a Sunday one of the main income 
sources for very many of our community clubs (of 
which we are members) is the people who attend 
sporting events on a Sunday and also purchase alco-
hol at the bar on a Sunday. And the one thing that I 
will say, Mr. Speaker, is that if people are allowed to 
purchase alcohol on a Sunday, then they will be . . . it 
is more likely for them to stop and bring alcohol into 
the games, clubs will be forced to buy more security 
or to hire more security. So I think that this is some-
thing that is a relative unintended consequence which 
some of the Members on that side may not have 
thought of. 
 Why do I bring this up, Mr. Speaker? I bring 
this up because this is what I am being told. This is 
what I hear when I am at Devonshire Rec. This is 
what I heard from someone who is a member of your 
club, the Somerset Cricket Club, Mr. Speaker. I just 
got a message that says, Has the Government con-
sidered that? I do not believe they have. So although 
we can make the statements, although we can, you 
know, make light of the situation, I think that we must 
keep in mind that every action has a consequence. 
And I think that the Government should be mindful of 
the consequence of which this Act will have on some 
of those organisations, specifically the sporting clubs 
of which I am speaking. 

I would say, Mr. Speaker, that I am quite sur-
prised, because I am almost certain that if this was the 
PLP bringing this amendment we would have heard 
the Chamber of Commerce, Restaurants & Night 
Clubs Division up in arms—Oh, no, no, no, you can’t 
do that. It is quite shocking, Mr. Speaker, that they are 
silent. But I will leave it up to other people to decide 
why they have not made any noise about this.  
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But, Mr. Speaker, I go back to the other point 
in saying that the Government must consider the con-
sequence that this will have on some of our commu-
nity clubs. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am . . . my good friend, he and 
I are good friends, but I thought that a few things I had 
taught him, but this one, apparently, he has made a 
few mistakes. 
 Mr. Speaker, he talks about common sense. I 
asked the Honourable Members on that side, Have 
they talked to the common people? Have they talked 
to the people on the street and asked them—their 
constituents? Have they talked to their constituents 
and asked them, Do you support such a move? Many 
of our Members have stood up on this side and said 
we have spoken to our members. As they know I am 
quite . . . I love canvassing. There is no doubt on that 
side or on this side, [they] know how I love canvass-
ing. Now I must admit Hamilton Parish is a different 
kettle of fish. We understand that. But it is clear, com-
ing from my constituents; they do not support such a 
move by the Government. 

And they tell us, Mr. Speaker, that this is a 
promise that they had in their Throne Speech? Well, 
how many promises have they broken so far? 

 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: How many more promises? I 
mean, every promise that I know of, at least all the top 
promises, they have broken. But this one they find it 
easy not to break. Do you know why? It puts money in 
certain people’s pockets. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But maybe not in the com-
mon man’s pocket, I do not know. It takes it out of 
that. 
 
An Hon. Member: It takes it out of the pocket. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Here we are, Mr. Speaker, 
asking the question, why? As the former Minister of 
Tourism, Mr. Speaker, and the former Member said 
he has no proof that tourists have been asking for this, 
calling for such a move to allow stores to be selling 
liquor on Sunday. No, there is no proof out there. 

 But, again, I would not be surprised if this is 
one of those David Dodwell moves—the de facto Min-
ister—asking about putting everything out there. The 
“let-yourself-go man,” I call him. Everything is just let 
yourself go. Our whole value system is just going 
down the drain based on this Government’s idea, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But it will not be long. It may 
take three years, it may take four, but they will be out. 
It will not be long for them. The message being sent 
by this community, that their views are not accepted 
by the common man on the street. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, here is a report 
that was produced by the Government—the [2013] 
Annual Report of the Bermuda Drug Information Net-
work [BerDIN]. I do not know whether any Ministers 
have read this. I doubt it, because if they had, they 
would not have brought that particular Bill to the 
House. Now, I would have thought . . . and when we 
were there Ministers used to get copies of this docu-
ment. I wonder whether the Minister . . . I do not even 
know who the Minister is who speaks for drugs nowa-
days. 
 
The Speaker: I think all Members of the House have 
that, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, but I am saying that the 
Minister . . . whether the Minister talked to his Cabinet 
colleagues and said, I want to refer to certain reports 
that are in this particular document. Okay? But let me 
just read this, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. You are reading from that report? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, okay. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This is the Bermuda Annual 
Report of the Bermuda Drug Information Network— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Carry on, carry on. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: —BerDIN 2013— 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: —page 26, “Licensing of 
Establishments for Sale of Intoxicating Liquor . . . 
Overall, there has been a sharp increase by 43.5% in 
the number of licences issued”—43.5 per cent— 
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[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: [Page] 26. 

“The Liquor Licence Authority also issued oc-
casional liquor licences, which increased from 224 . . . 
to 398 . . . a 77.7% increase.” But just look at this, Mr. 
Speaker, let us look at this. “Of all persons stopped”— 
 
The Speaker: What page are you on for me, again, 
please? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This is page 57, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: [Page] 57? 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Carry on, carry on. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This is [page] 57, at the very 
top there, on the right hand side. 

“Of all persons stopped, a larger number of 
males (184 in 2011 and 186 in 2012) provided a sam-
ple for testing compared to females (16 in 2011 and 
19 in 2012).” 
 Mr. Speaker, we recognise, it says, “However, 
there were also instances where accidents occurred 
and the average BAC was under the legal limit.” 
 My point, Mr. Speaker, is this: We have re-
ports year after year that talk about alcohol and the 
effect on our community. We have to accept, we have 
to accept that by introducing this particular Bill that 
there will be more people drinking, probably more 
than they have before, [because of] the accessibility to 
get those particular . . . alcohol. We have to accept 
that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am a Kool-Aid drinker. I 
drink Kool-Aid, so . . . you know.  
 So my point is this: By making it more acces-
sible we have to accept that there could be more 
problems in our community. Hence, the idea that we 
believe that there should be some . . . not that we try 
to control people, we accept that. We are not trying to 
control people but we should have a responsibility, 
and my honourable colleague, my honourable friend, 
who said about Saturday, Hey, let’s remove it on Sat-
urday. I have no problem with that either. All right? I 
am Saturday Adventist. I go to church up there more 
times than you, my friend—on the seventh day. And 
he knows that. So I support it.  

I understand the Seventh Day [Adventists] 
worship on Saturday and then there are the other 
groups that worship on Sunday. And that is the differ-
ence between philosophical beliefs on what day you 
should worship on. But my point is this: Why do we 

want to make these more readily accessible? We 
know that the sales are going to go up considerably, 
and, as my honourable colleague said here, that there 
are certain stores on the side that are right next to 
churches, right next to schools, and so on, and so on. 
And that is right next to grandma’s house. Why do we 
want to, at the end of the day, to allow the increase 
within that area? 
 I am just saying, Mr. Speaker, that the Gov-
ernment is not listening to the common man. Forget 
about the common sense part, but [listen to] the 
common man. The common man is saying . . . as a 
matter of fact, they are not saying much at all. And the 
reason why . . . sorry, to us, they are saying they do 
not want it—to our side—because we are out there, 
this side is in touch with the common people. But on 
that side— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable 
Member, Grant Gibbons, probably has not been can-
vassing since the last election. Because that side 
there is always safe in that Paget area, so we under-
stand that. But we have to always be out there knock-
ing on doors saying, Hello, you know, doing what we 
can. And he has no point of order so that is probably 
true. 
 So my point is this, Mr. Speaker, I am just 
asking the Government to just pause for a minute—
just like they did with the referendum thing, just pause. 
Just pause and ask yourself the question, Are we do-
ing what is right for the country? Not just right for Mar-
ketPlace or what is right for the other stores—
SuperMart, and so on, and so on— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: —and who is going to make 
. . . who is really going to reap the benefit of this—   
 
An Hon. Member: Gosling’s. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: —who is really going to reap 
the benefit from these particular sales. None of the 
ordinary men are going to do that. I mean, we are 
seeing such a drastic increase in stores right now that 
are selling alcohol. And it should be an alarming effect 
because at the end of the day it has a negative impact 
on the community one way or the other, one way or 
the other.  
 Now, there are individuals who can control the 
consumption of alcohol. I have seen people who could 
drink a lot and then some people may drink one beer 
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and they are hot. Now, I do not know about that, I just 
drink Ginger beer. And so— 
 
An Hon. Member: And Kool-Aid. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And Kool-Aid. Well, it was a 
mixture. 
 All I am saying to the Government is pause 
and ask yourself . . . I am sure that the AME are not 
going to support such a move in this direction. So I am 
asking Cabinet colleagues to talk to the Minister re-
sponsible (and I am assuming that is the Honourable 
Mark Pettingill) to just sit back and reflect, you know, 
let us have a rise and report progress and come back 
next year after you have . . . and look at something 
after you finish eating your Christmas cake or some-
thing. But we have got to at the end of the day— 
 
An Hon. Member: There is rum in it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not talking about rum 
cake, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not talking about that 
because by the time they get to that cake, it is a little 
more diluted. 
 So all I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
Government should just pause and come back an-
other time and bring something else, but let us not 
bring this forward today. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from St. George’s [North], constituency 1. 
 MP Kenneth Bascome, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, and good afternoon to you. 
 
The Speaker: Good afternoon. 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: And good afternoon 
to all my colleagues. 
 First, I would like to ask, who passed the law 
to allow the service stations to sell beer and wine? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: That is my first 
question, Mr. Speaker. Beer and wine in all of the 
RUBiS service stations. Maybe that Honourable 
Member is not aware that all the RUBiS service sta-
tions sell beer and wine. 

When I am not in this place, Mr. Speaker, 
prior to having the operation on my leg, you would be 
aware that I sat behind the wheel and I never called 
myself a taxi driver, I was an ambassador. And the 
visitors asked on numerous occasions where they 
would be able to purchase beer and wine on Sundays, 
Mr. Speaker. 

And having had the privilege to own and op-
erate a bar and restaurant, Mr. Speaker, visitors 
would come on numerous occasions to my place that I 
owned and ask if they could buy in bulk. I also had the 
privilege, Mr. Speaker, with my wife to operate a facil-
ity in the East End, and we owned a beer and wine 
licence for 22 years. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not a fanatic as far as relig-
ion is concerned. However, I do attend service every 
Sunday—every Sunday. I own a bar and restaurant, 
Mr. Speaker, but I have not drank alcohol in over 33 
years. And the last little bit of wine that I did drink was 
the night that my wife and I said “we do” and we went 
to Grotto Bay and, Mr. Speaker, I drank this much 
wine and I was floating. 

 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Kenneth (Kenny) Bascome: And people would 
always ask me when coming to my own business and 
restaurant if they could offer me a drink and I would 
say, No. And everybody would ask me, How could 
you own a bar and not drink? I would say, I am beauti-
ful and I do not want to look in the mirror later on and 
become a little ugly. 
 So I am going to say right now, Mr. Speaker, I 
can recall when we first talked about allowing the gro-
cery stores to open on Sundays, and there was all 
sorts of kerfuffle. And you will be aware, Mr. Speaker, 
once again, that I owned a little grocery store. Well, I 
have been an entrepreneur all my life, Mr. Speaker, 
and they will all be aware . . . Ha, ha, ha, what hap-
pened to me? We will not even get into that. But that 
Honourable Member who likes to call my name, at the 
appropriate time, he will get some nice warm water 
because I do not want to scorn him. But at this stage, 
Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Honourable Minister 
that has brought this Bill forward deserves my per-
sonal support because I am saying to you that I drive 
numerous visitors who come on an annual basis to 
this wonderful place we call home, and they continu-
ally ask, Why it is that we cannot purchase beer and 
wine on the weekend? 

 And there is a service station on the East End 
that I stop at every morning and every evening, Mr. 
Speaker, and the visitors that come from the hotel that 
is next door, they are looking for their six-pack and 
their sweet two bottles of wine. 
 So at this stage, Mr. Speaker, I will take my 
seat and I support this Bill. 
 Thank you, sir. 
 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



490 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise now the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton East, the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition, MP Derrick Burgess. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, I worked in the hotel 
industry for at least 25 years in all areas, [in] direct 
contact with our guests. And not once (this is no ex-
aggeration, I am not making up these stories) not 
once, did any hotel guest ask about buying liquor from 
the retail shops on Sunday. Not once. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know what is really offen-
sive about this Bill? The Bill, if passed, would allow 
these shops to open at eight o’clock in the morning 
until 9:00 [pm]. Right now, Mr. Speaker, even the gro-
cery shops, they are only allowed to open from, I think 
it is from 1:00 to 6:00—five hours [on Sunday]. And 
we are going to have these liquor shops open 13 
hours on a Sunday in public hours. 
 Mr. Speaker, what we are doing is we are 
making more liquor available. The more it is available. 
the more it would be consumed. And we try to live by 
the laws—don’t drink and drive. We are promoting 
this. We are promoting drinking and driving. There has 
not been any call to have liquor sales on a Sunday. 
And yes, I am an AME—Sunday worship—but I have 
got a close affinity to the Seventh Day Adventists. I 
love them. All right? So it is not about a Saturday or 
Sunday worship. 
 You know, Mr. Speaker, it was back in the 
’90s when the grocery shops—the big ones, Piggly 
Wiggly and that crowd—wanted to open up on Sun-
days. We marched against that. For the reason being 
that, Mr. Speaker, what we feared happened. Our little 
children would be up at Piggly Wiggly and the other 
shops in school uniforms packing groceries. When 
you and I were coming along, we used to go to Sun-
day school and spend family time so that we knew our 
cousins and everybody, our aunties, we knew every-
body. Today a lot of these families today, they do not 
know anybody because everybody is busy doing 
things they should not be doing. We want our children 
to have some good family time like you and I had and 
some of our contemporaries, Mr. Speaker. 
 But to make liquor more available on Sun-
days, even from eight o’clock in the morning, I mean, 
on Sundays, if you are out in your car or riding your 
bike on Sunday mornings, you very seldom see any-
body. Why . . . you know, I thought if it made any 
sense at all, you would say, Well, let them open simul-
taneously as far as the grocery shops—1:00 to 6:00. 
And I am not saying I am in agreement with that. I am 
not saying that. I am not even suggesting that. But 
from eight o’clock? Who are they catering to? Our 

tourists do not get up that early on Sundays. In fact, 
on Sunday mornings in my experience in the hotel 
industry, that was one day that the tourists came into 
breakfast late. And that is why some hotels turned to 
Sunday brunch—because of the late risers. So why 
do we have it from eight o’clock in the morning on a 
Sunday? It is despicable that we are going to have 
liquor available in retails on a Sunday morning at eight 
o’clock. 
 Mr. Speaker, we cannot support that for obvi-
ous reasons. And I would hope that the Government 
will just rise and report progress on this Bill here, be-
cause I do not think it is necessary. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from constituency 33, MP T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I find it a little difficult to rise this 
afternoon, to be quite honest. For me, today has been 
quite the surprise in many ways. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I stand in this House as an In-
dependent Member. I take that responsibility seri-
ously. And in that job, I am to listen to both sides and I 
have voted with the Opposition and I have voted with 
the Government. I voted on a Bill one night, you will 
recall, that passed 16 to 15. My vote passed that Bill 
for the Government because I thought it was the right 
Bill. And I believed that the Government was doing its 
best to work for the people of Bermuda. 
 Today, I am convinced I was wrong. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am not even going to say I am 
not sure. I am convinced I was wrong. And I do not 
know who this Government is working for. It is not the 
electorate, it is somebody. And I am not sure who. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, earlier this year the Minis-
ter of Transport and Tourism spoke in this House, and 
he came with a Ministerial Statement and talked about 
what he was going to do on the roads. Now, less than 
20 minutes ago, or more, I heard him say that we 
want to control—the Opposition wants to control—
people’s behaviour, and was wrong. But that is exactly 
what he wanted to do and that was what we were ex-
pecting him to do. He arrived here with a Ministerial 
Statement and he said he was going to reduce the 
permissible limit of alcohol in one’s blood from 80 to 
40, which would take it down to one of the lowest lev-
els in the world.  

And then he said we are going to move ahead 
with roadside sobriety tests. And you know, the peo-
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ple of Bermuda got a little funny on the 80 to 40, but 
nobody got upset about the roadside. It is a good 
thing. And he explained that many times people are 
stopped by the police and when they are stopped out 
in the road they are over the limit, but by the time they 
get to the police station where the official test takes 
place, they are under the limit and so they have to be 
let go. And so we are going to do it by the roadside. I 
support it. I think it is right.  
 And so now we come to this question of the 
urgency of now. And I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, it is a 
phrase I hate. You know, there are some things that 
people say that get under your skin and just annoy 
you. The urgency of now is a statement I hate hear-
ing. I wish I would never hear it again because I do 
not see it. I hear it, but I do not see it. And what I see 
brought urgently are things that maybe we should be 
leaving alone.  
 Now, the Minister said we would have a re-
duction in alcohol content. The Minister said we would 
have roadside tests, but what we actually get is this. 
Do you see where I am going, Mr. Speaker? The ur-
gency of now. It is not urgent to cut down on the al-
lowable amount that people can drink and drive. It is 
not urgent to do roadside tests. But it is urgent to al-
low the sale of liquor on Sunday. Do you hear me, Mr. 
Speaker? That promise was made in the Throne 
Speech some (how many weeks ago?) four weeks 
ago. And we are delivering. But the promise that the 
Minister made in March remains undelivered. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are tired . . . we are all tired 
of losing our people on the roads. We have 10, 15, 20 
people a year who die on the roads. Now, that statis-
tic, on a population basis when you compare it to 
other countries, is very high. But the statistic that we 
do not spend a lot of time thinking about are the num-
ber of people injured on the road, sometimes perma-
nently injured through broken legs and this, that, and 
the other. And so we would want to do things that 
move in the direction of less rather than more—less 
rather than more. But here we are today doing some-
thing that every Member so far has said will increase 
alcohol consumption. I have not heard anybody say, 
This will stop it. They will buy less on Saturday and 
they will buy some on Sunday and if you add Saturday 
and Sunday together it will be less. Nobody said that. 
Nobody thinks it. That is why nobody is saying it. We 
are going to increase the consumption. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, no, we are not? Oh, gee. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, here we are again. It is not 
under our control. That is the same thing the Minister 
just said and I just refuted it because it was under his 
control to bring the roadside . . . it was under— 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of clarification, Mr. 
Speaker, if the Honourable Member would allow. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, the Member wants to give a point 
of clarification, Member. 
 Yes, carry on. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Very briefly. I am sure the 
Honourable Member may know in his former capacity 
as Transport Minister, but there are legal issues in 
relation to the roadside sobriety checks. So it is not 
that the Honourable Minister—this Minister—did not 
want to, there are other matters that have to be con-
sidered. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you for the 
clarification. 
 MP Lister, you can continue. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, if memory serves 
me well, last Friday we debated the National Drug 
[Control Act]. Am I right? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That was a week, isn’t it? 
Seven days ago. Seven days ago we all stood and 
sang together about the scourge of drugs and alcohol 
and what it is doing to our country and how we need 
to move ahead and fix the country—seven days ago. 
And here we stand today going in the opposite direc-
tion.  

What are the people supposed to think? What 
is the message that [is being sent]? What is the mes-
sage? Last week we put all this time in on looking at 
what was right for the [DNDC] to fix our people who 
have been broken by these substances, and now we 
are going the other way. It was not six months ago. It 
was not ten months ago. It was seven days ago, Mr. 
Speaker. I just do not understand the thought proc-
esses that go through the minds of this Government. 
This is collective responsibility; this is all a Cabinet 
that has thought this up. Now it may be that in the 
shuffle it got shuffled, it may be that. I do not know, 
but it does not make sense to me, Mr. Speaker. 
 Single-serve beverages will now be available 
for consumption seven days a week. 
 
An Hon. Member: It is a shame. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: But, Mr. Speaker, had I been 
successful this morning in tabling the Bill I was trying 
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to table, I would not be able to talk about single-serve 
cold beverages. But having failed to table the Bill— 
 
An Hon. Member: Sight unseen. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I guess I can talk about it, can’t 
I? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, the sale of single-
serve cold alcoholic beverages is a plight on this 
community. And you see it, as I heard one of the 
Government speakers say, from St. David’s to Dock-
yard. You see this problem from St. David’s to Dock-
yard. It is a problem we need to address. 
 So we have got two issues here going in 
completely opposite directions. And the Government 
says we are responsible for the well-being of the peo-
ple of Bermuda. If that is the case, why do we have 
this? Why do we have that? We should be consistent 
in how we handle these things. We should be consis-
tent from Friday to Friday. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am sure we can get it right 
from one Friday to the next Friday. I forget a lot of 
things; my wife gets annoyed with me because I for-
get. But I am sure, if I brought a Bill to this House one 
Friday, I would remember it the next Friday. You 
know, a lot of the things I was going to say, Mr. 
Speaker, have already been said. I think the Honour-
able Kim Wilson gave a very good presentation and 
cut into a lot of what I was going to say. But you still 
have the question of who is driving this? What is the 
reason? What is the urgency of (how does the silly 
thing go?) . . . 
 
An Hon. Member: The urgency of now. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: How does it make the urgency 
of now? Just where does it come from? I cannot walk 
away from that. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Burt, talked about the sports clubs. Member Rolfe 
Commissiong did a report for the Government (many 
years ago now, unfortunately) talking about the prob-
lems of sports clubs. And there was a desire to move 
their revenue base away from the bar. It is something 
still being looked at, still being worked on. And unfor-
tunately, for smaller clubs, they still have not figured 
out an answer, so the bar is still important. This has 
the impact of impacting that bar, impacting the reve-
nue income, and impacting the ability to function.  

You know sometimes you have a good thing 
that goes with a bad thing. The good thing is that 
young people are playing soccer, playing cricket. The 

bad thing is that those who are watching are drinking, 
sometimes to excess. But it is the drinking that makes 
it possible for them to get out on the field. It is unfortu-
nate. This cuts into that—another consequence. 
 Well, Mr. Speaker, one day I was in my car 
driving along and I had the radio tuned to the BBC. I 
do not know why, but I am not a big music fan. I have 
the BBC on in the car when I am in the car and most 
of the time I learn stuff. Well, this one afternoon I had 
it on and to my surprise the story was about how the 
Russian government had been making moves to re-
strict the sale of vodka. Now, everybody knows that if 
you are a Russian man you have to drink vodka. All 
Russians drink vodka. (They probably do not, but that 
is what is put across.)  

Well, what they found is, through the exces-
sive drinking many of their men are dying in their 
50s—not making their 60s and 70s. And so they want 
to stop that problem. And so now the hours of sale of 
alcohol in many parts of Russia have been severely 
restricted. Now, that is a country where you would not 
expect something like that. It is not a religious issue; 
they certainly do not have a big church movement 
there that is going to affect it. It was a health issue. It 
was, what was good for [their] community. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, when I look at this we have 
got the church issue we should consider, how the 
church feels. We have got the sports clubs to con-
sider. We have the drink/drive to consider. We have 
the health to consider. 
 Mr. Speaker, I need someone to not poke at 
me and make fun later on after I sit down. I need 
someone to seriously tell me why I am wrong on all 
four of those counts. I cannot be. I certainly cannot be. 
I want them to explain to me how moving in this direc-
tion helps the churches, helps the sports clubs, helps 
with the drinking/driving, helps with people’s general 
health. And if the Government can convince me, 
[then], as I have done before, I will vote with the Gov-
ernment.  
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South West], MP Jackson. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 My concern is that I feel as though we are 
taking our eye off the prize here. We as a country 
need to get back in the game. Allowing us to have an 
opportunity to keep our establishments open will do 
two things: (1) it will at least send out the message 
that Bermuda is perceived to be a country that is 
open, that is a part of the global connectivity of desti-
nations where things are available and open for peo-
ple to partake in whatever activity that they feel on a 
weekend. And if that means that they want to buy a 
bottle of wine because they are here on holiday and 
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that is what they would like to do while they are relax-
ing, then they should have that option to do it.  

So the point that I am just trying to make is 
that Bermuda needs to get back into business. We 
need to at least send the message to our visitors, our 
international community, that we have the conven-
iences that they have become used to in whatever 
other country that they live in. 
 Now, (2), on a local level, I see it as an oppor-
tunity for many of our smaller establishments to have 
a go. They have as much of an opportunity to get in 
business and find some unique and special way in 
which they can get into the competitive environment. 
And if there are small businesses (as my Honourable 
Member has mentioned) that are out there doing their 
best to earn, then they should have an opportunity to 
do that on a Sunday along with many of their other 
competitors. 

As far as some of the social issues are con-
cerned, I think that those are issues that exist now, 
regardless of what day and the availability of products 
in Bermuda is concerned, and it is worthy of conversa-
tion, by all means. And the Government certainly has 
gone to and continues to look very seriously at social 
programmes. I mean, we are taking a look at the Bas-
come Treatment Centre where, you know, there is 
ample room for services for recovery. So that is an-
other conversation and that is a very big and impor-
tant conversation. 

But I do honestly believe that Sunday, as any 
other day of the week, based on our ability to have the 
choice to live our lives in whatever way that we 
choose to live them, that the availability of products 
and services should be considered, especially if there 
is a rationale that these services are already in the 
domain and out in the community, such as in restau-
rants, that they should not be allowed to be a part of 
our businesses as well. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Devonshire North Central, MP Glenn 
Blakeney. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 There are two main points that I would like to 
make and that relate to the subliminal message and 
health. And I think I would be most inclined to whole-
heartedly agree with the Honourable Independent 
Member, Mr. Lister, on all the sage comments and 
remarks that he made regarding the concerns of not 
just him and others in our community, but fundamen-
tally on the principle of health and then the subliminal 
message. 
 You know, the Government has decided that it 
is important for the public to know who in this Honour-

able Chamber ingests drugs. They want us all to be 
randomly drug tested. But yet, subliminally, they 
would be suggesting that just because there is a legal 
intoxicant available it should be or could be based on 
any particular member of the community to purchase 
it on a Sunday. 

I do not understand or see that anything is 
wrong with what exists now with the availability of al-
cohol save and except if it was some sort of a quid pro 
quo. Because there is no real reasonable rationale 
that makes it so urgently important that we now avail 
the public to be able to purchase liquor on a Sunday, 
especially with the kind of social conditions that we 
find ourselves having to deal with as a challenge 
across the community. 

If you talk to Family Services, if you go into 
the Ministry of Community, Culture [and Sports] and 
talk to Child and Family Services, or financial assis-
tance applicants and find out some of the biggest 
challenges that we have in this community, from a 
social context, a lot of it is rooted in the abuse of alco-
hol consumption. And one of the reasons why alcohol 
is one of the more popular stimulants is because it is 
legal. 

But there is such a serious, serious contradic-
tion because I heard someone mention, You know, 
well, what is the difference of banning cigarettes? 
Why do we not ban cigarettes on Sundays or Satur-
days? Well, you know what? The Government looked 
at it from a health perspective and this Government 
took a lead (the former Government, the current Op-
position took a lead) when it sat in the seat of power 
to ban smoking in public places because it was the 
right thing to do. And if you are looking from the per-
spective of a moral compass, the subliminal sugges-
tion relates to young children. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of clarification, because 
people are listening, if I may. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF CLARIFICATION 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I do not think . . . it is not 
public places, Mr. Speaker. People can smoke in pub-
lic places. It is buildings— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Yes, yes. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill:  It is relating to buildings, just 
to be clear. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, thank you— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Quite correct. Quite cor-
rect— 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Attorney Gen-
eral— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: In public buildings. 
 
The Speaker: Right, public buildings. 
 Thank you. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: But the subliminal sugges-
tion that I would be concerned about [is] to young 
people, particularly minors who might be in environ-
ments where there is alcohol available. We have in 
this country a major concern with the introduction to 
gang culture, which, from data and from sources in 
the street where it all happens, is that there is a con-
certed effort to reach out and attract younger and 
younger members. 

Now, if there is dysfunction in the home, and if 
there is a lack of love and support that a young person 
is looking for, and they are targeted by an older indi-
vidual who has an untoward lifestyle that is not 
deemed to be wholesome for young people, and they 
make the concerted effort to reach these people and 
give them the kind of attention that they are not oth-
erwise getting and they then go to a store—which they 
can go any other day of the week but now on a Sun-
day because we know sporting activities are on Sun-
days and all those kinds of things—but they go into 
the store on a Sunday and say, Hey, let’s go to a 
team. Let’s go to a sporting activity. You hang with 
me; you are going to be my little brother today. But 
before we go let me make this stop, they go into the 
liquor store just to buy some alcohol and on the way 
to the game or to the activity they introduce that young 
person to the alcohol . . . around a little different per-
spective and concept. 

 
An Hon. Member: He could take it from home. 
 
Hon. Glenn A. Blakeney: He could take it from home 
as well. 

But I am saying why make it more available 
when we have these kinds of challenges that we have 
not got a wraparound on with regard to a solution-
based process that has brought any level of significant 
success, that has curtailed the kind of social problems 
that are directly related to alcohol consumption?  
 If we are going to stand here and be consid-
ered leaders, and we are all over the place with all 
kinds of contradictory subliminal messages that 
younger people in future generations are not even 
clear about, and they hear the back and forth some-
times being derailed and sinking to the level of dia-
tribes just for political politicking, they are like, Hey 
man, if I’ve heard anything that makes me want to 
drink, it’s those fools up on the Hill, because they can’t 
even get it right, to say the least, for themselves,[let 
alone] for us. 

I have not heard about anything relative to the 
impact that the availability of alcohol on Sundays is 
going to have in the general context of increased 
availability, increased promotion. This is an endorse-
ment. In the broadcast industry there are very defined 
rules of when, what and how you can create a call to 
action to promote an alcoholic beverage. It all flies out 
the window now because all the subliminal sugges-
tions and all the marketing expertise can be applied to 
the in-store promotion, which contradicts the whole 
concern that would be expressed by groups such as 
CADA [Council on Alcohol and Drug Abuse].  
 Now, I am not going to be much longer, but it 
would be remiss of me not to note that our Honour-
able Premier is a proprietor and an entrepreneur of 
filling stations that are allowed to sell certain alcoholic 
beverages. So that, to me, seems to be a conflict 
there as well. I mean, to have an additional day to sell 
a product that might be harmful to human health and 
then be promoting it from the Government perspective 
and supporting it is juxtaposed, on the one side, 
speaking against the health issues connected and the 
concerns connected with alcohol, and then being one 
that makes it available. I mean, that is something for 
the Member to deal with.  

There is nothing that he is doing or his com-
pany is doing illegally or anything like that. But I am 
just saying that these are the kinds of contradictions 
that we now find ourselves dealing with as anomalies 
when we are looking to do the right thing for the right 
reasons. 

But then there are the ambiguous interpreta-
tions, the subliminal suggestions as to why? Why, if 
we are so concerned about health, if we are so con-
cerned about the social implications with regard to the 
dysfunctions directly associated with a significant 
number of families in this community, to say the least, 
the world? And I think that since it is not broke, what 
are we looking to fix? 

If it can be available for six days, is that not 
enough? Where do we go from here? And why? And 
for whom? What is the real motive? Because I heard 
the Honourable Member who just took her seat talk 
about we need to be seen to be open for business. 
But I do not think a determining factor for people com-
ing to visit this Island for business or otherwise, for 
pleasure, is going to be contingent upon being able to 
access alcohol from a retailer in the supermarket 
business at all. It is a complete misnomer. So to reach 
for that kind of a rationale shows desperation and very 
shallow thinking, especially when you say that you 
have the country’s interests at heart. Does health 
come before profit? I do not know. 

I do not think we are going to be up here and 
be all do-gooders and all holier than thou. But I think 
we need to lead by example in certain areas where 
we have a responsibility in looking out for those that 
might not really be able to look out for themselves in 
making the best decisions, especially those that come 
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from environments that are awash in alcoholic bever-
ages. You go there every week, every day. They are 
never out of stock. So the people that really want to 
drink already have the supply. 

Why do we want to encourage more con-
sumption by making it available more? Why? I just do 
not get this. If somebody could explain beyond the 
measure of convenience that makes sense, when we 
are dealing with health issues now that we cannot 
even get a wraparound [on] the diseases that are 
acute where insurance companies are affordable with 
regard to premiums to ensure that when you need the 
kind of intervention for your health you can get it, but 
yet we are going to make available something that is 
incredibly responsible for a number of health issues 
afflicting humankind—a number of health issues. And 
it is a highly addictive substance. Some can drink all 
day and probably not even stagger, others . . .  the 
Honourable Member Bascome stated that he takes a 
sip and he is feeling a little woozy— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: It is not something that 
across-the-board has the same effect on everybody.  

So these are the kinds of concerns that I 
would have, particularly, again, in reiterating the con-
curring of all of the concerns raised by Honourable 
Member Terry Lister. He articulated very well very 
valid concerns where every single person in this coun-
try, from the grass-roots up, could understand and 
say, You know what? Wow! Man, that gentleman 
really makes sense with regard to bringing to the fore-
front some of the concerns, especially with regard to 
[the questions of] why, and what the motive is; and 
who it is for. And if it is not a quid pro quo, then what? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Junior Minister [of Home Affairs], Sylvan Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I have listened very carefully to 
the pros and cons of this particular. I understand the 
cut and thrust of political debate, but we have to un-
derstand we are in a different time now. We are in a 
different era. Our economy needs stimulation, we 
need to create jobs. We are in the business—we are 
still in the business, I believe—of entertaining our tour-
ists and our visitors. And I see this as enabling us as a 
country to do just that. 
 Long gone are the days when we could legis-
late and dictate to our visitors—and I am speaking 
primarily about our visitors right now—what they can 
and cannot do on our Island. That is one of the rea-
sons why we are suffering now. For too long we have 

tried to force our visitors to do things our way, 
whereas we should be taking a different approach. So 
I support this legislation for that reason. 
 We are a service economy. We do not make 
anything—we provide a service. Part of providing the 
service is to meet a need, a demand, and there is a 
demand for alcohol sales on Sunday. Now, personally 
I am not much of a drinker. I probably would never 
buy a bottle of wine on a Sunday or a beer on a Sun-
day. That is just not me. But just because I do not do 
that does not mean that I should force my beliefs and 
my way of doing things on others, especially if we are 
a tourist destination. 
 Now, it is a known fact that some (not all) of 
our tourists . . . in the summertime they want to go to 
the beach or wherever they are going to go, or maybe 
in their hotel room or if they are visiting friends, have a 
glass wine or a drink a Heineken or whatever their 
libation of choice is. So we should make it available 
for them to do so. And the other side of the coin is 
maybe, if we can stimulate some economic activity in 
our supermarkets, just maybe there is some off 
chance we could create a job or two. This is all about 
stimulating the economy and providing a service to 
our visitors. 
 There has been a lot of talk over there about 
what is the real motive for this change—quid pro quo 
and you scratch my back and I’ll scratch yours. Some-
times I feel like I am looking at an episode of The X-
Files, there is always a conspiracy involved. Maybe it 
is just the right thing to do, and it makes sense. 

Mr. Speaker, I see this as part of rejuvenating 
our economy. It is not a panacea. It is not going to 
turn things around tomorrow. But it is part of an overall 
strategy that this Government has to just get Bermuda 
percolating again, especially for our tourists. I have 
heard too many tourists come here and say that Ber-
muda is boring. Well, maybe this will make Bermuda a 
little less boring for some. 

The final thing that I will say is that you cannot 
legislate morality. If someone wants to drink on a 
Sunday, they are going to find a way to do it. There is 
a lot of drinking going on on a Sunday right now. 
There was one particular establishment, Mr. Speaker, 
in Bermuda that I used to go to for early morning cod 
fish breakfast. I would go to this establishment 7:30, 
8:00 in the morning and it always astounded me that 
the bar was full, drinks were flowing at seven o’clock, 
eight o’clock in the morning. If that is what you choose 
to do, that is what you choose to do. So I do not see 
this as contributing to (if you want to call it) the drink-
ing culture in Bermuda. We already have that. One of 
our local personalities even wrote a song about it—
Bermudians love to drink. Well, Bermudians love to 
drink and some of our visitors love to drink too. 

So it is a new day. We have to do some dif-
ferent things. We have to push the envelope. I re-
member a few years back, Mr. Speaker, when super-
markets decided to open on a Sunday to sell grocer-
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ies. It was a little controversial then, but now if you go 
to a supermarket on a Sunday, it is like it has always 
been that way. So we need to get on with it. Let us do 
this and hopefully we can make Bermuda just a little 
bit more competitive because we are still in the tour-
ism business. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right, thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Works and Engineering. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: You will get the 
name right, Mr. Speaker. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will be brief on this, but I be-
lieve it is important to weigh in because you will be 
aware that my very recent past Ministry was that of 
Health and Seniors. And one would expect someone 
in the health field to have and to show serious consid-
eration for the impact of alcohol and drug and tobacco 
in our community. And I am not going to disappoint in 
that regard because we recognise the damage that 
some of those things have caused.  

But let me say that there is absolutely nothing 
in the Bill that we are discussing today, Mr. Speaker, 
that speaks to an imperative. There is nothing in this 
Bill that says that you have to go out on Sunday and 
buy some alcohol. From the sounds that have come 
from across the aisle I do not doubt that there is not 
going to be any problem, because if all of the people 
who have spoken to those Members (who have said 
that they are against this availability) . . . they will not 
buy. I do not know that there is anybody who is going 
to say, Okay, I don’t like the fact that this is available 
on a Sunday, but now that I know I can buy it, I am 
going to go out and buy it. 

Those people, Mr. Speaker, who are inclined 
to imbibe alcohol are going to do so. They are going 
to find a way to do so. I usually listen very carefully, 
especially since I have been on this side. When I was 
on that side, Mr. Speaker, trust me, I could get up any 
Friday and pontificate as much as I wanted about any-
thing that the Government advanced because it was 
politically expedient to do so. But when you are on this 
side and you are running the country there is a slightly 
different consideration that must be had. And you 
have to listen to the arguments that are articulated 
both for and against any particular stance that the 
Government has taken. 

I think if the arguments that I heard on the 
other side were consistent and [they] were able to 
show me that there is really a common thread of con-
cern, then maybe I might be able to scratch my head 
and perhaps have another tête-à-tête with our Cabinet 
colleagues and say let us reconsider this. But here is 
what I am hearing: Do not have alcohol available for 
sale in the stores on Sundays because we have to 

protect the alcohol sales at the sports grounds on 
Sundays. You know, that is like sitting on a picket 
fence and trying to put both ears on the ground at the 
same time. It makes no sense and it cannot be done.  

If your concern is consumption of alcohol, 
then say within the club environment and within the 
sporting environment, let us cut down on alcohol on 
Sundays. Let’s not do it. Let’s not make it available. 
But do not say do not sell it in the stores, but sell it in 
the clubs. That is not a consistent argument and it 
really makes no sense. And I have serious concerns 
about that because that shows me that we are not 
speaking to the issue of the Bill. We are politically 
posturing, and I believe that we are ignoring in this 
time the idea that there is a demand. And if there is a 
demand that we are not supplying, then we are going 
to find ourselves on the outside. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said (and it one of 
my younger son’s favourite expressions) that Ber-
muda is intended, or the destination of Bermuda is 
intended for the newlywed or the nearly dead. And if 
we want to try to enhance the visitor experience and 
to say that, I am sorry, you can come Monday through 
Saturday but on Sunday it has got to be your travel 
day because either you arrive late enough that you 
will not want to be able to purchase things to help you 
through the week, or you leave on a Sunday early 
enough that it does not matter.  

We have many timeshare-type environments 
here. And the people who occupy timeshares go to 
the grocery stores. They come in usually on Saturday. 
By the time they settle, they are not going out shop-
ping. They would go out on a Sunday. And now that 
grocery stores are able to be open on a Sunday, Mr. 
Speaker, they will go out with their grocery lists. Every 
single tourist who stays in a hotel will probably stop as 
far as the bar if they want to have a drink, irrespective 
of what day. We have heard that [at] bars in hotels, 
bars in sportsmen’s clubs and the like, and [at] some 
other bars alcohol is available for sale 24/7—not 24/7, 
sorry—but alcohol is available seven days a week. 
There is no question about that. 

So if we are going to have an attitude that 
says we ought not to be selling alcohol, that we 
should have a dry jurisdiction—that is another argu-
ment. But do not try to come with a political argument 
that says on the one hand you cannot sell it out of a 
store but on the other it is okay to sell it out of a club. 

Now what is interesting is that to sell it out of a 
store, somebody is going to take a full bottle and go 
home, most likely. Most likely, notwithstanding that 
there are single sales available here, but most likely if 
you are going to buy a bottle of wine or a bottle of al-
cohol, a bottle of spirits, you are going to take it home 
and consume it perhaps in your home environment. 
We heard the Honourable Shadow Attorney General 
indicate, I do like on occasion to drink alcohol in my 
home on a Sunday. Well, that is her prerogative. 
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You know, having alcohol sales Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, Saturday or 
Sunday, Mr. Speaker, is not going to put one dime of 
my money in anybody’s profit pocket because I do not 
buy it. And therein lies the crux of the matter. Anyone 
who chooses not to partake will not do it. So there is 
nothing in this Act that says, [nothing] that suggests 
that you absolutely have to go out, you have got to 
buy it on a Sunday because it is being made available 
to you. Let us not be disingenuous.  

Let us not be confusing to people. Either we 
are anti-alcohol—in which case it is all of it, at all 
times—or we are for alcohol, to give people the choice 
to imbibe as and if they see fit. That is the only choice. 
It is not this mixed message that I have heard coming 
from across the aisle that says it just depends on 
where you are going to imbibe, where you are going 
to access alcohol that is the issue. Because that is 
really not [the issue]. And you know as for quid pro 
quo, I think I said before that this side does not do 
that. If that becomes a thought process automatically, 
then it is unfortunate. But we try to do things clearly by 
the book. And it is not an exercise in which we en-
gage, neither is it one that I would ever support, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I can remember very clearly as a 
relative newlywed in 1967 when my first husband, my 
former husband, who was a— 

 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And some of . . . 
as I said, I have been around. 

 
[Crosstalk] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Some of . . . you 
know, on a Sunday, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: That is it, Honourable Member, just tell 
them, you look good even now. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Hey, that is no 
brag, just facts, Mr. Speaker. I do look good! I have no 
problem with that. But as a mother of a 48-year-old 
son, I am quite proud of— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: My son was 48 on 
the 7th of December. So I am quite proud of that, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 But let me say that when he was a little tyke, 
my husband— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am. But I am 
having a couple of anniversaries of my 48th birthday. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my former husband and I 
had a car and we had a bike. On a Sunday, as hor-
rendous as it seems (when I look at it in retrospect), I 
could not have the car. Why? If I wanted to go any-
where with my son, I had to pack him up and I had to 
ride my Honda 125cc to go wherever I was going on a 
Sunday with my son, because Sunday was the day on 
which my former husband had a bar set up in the back 
of the car, complete with . . . his brother made the 
rack for the alcohol bottles so that he had the booze, 
the alcohol, the coolers, the chaser—the whole nine 
yards—because he was going to Devonshire Rec or 
wherever Devonshire Colts were playing because he 
was . . . this was the support base. These were the 
beverages of choice that you go to the back of the car 
in any one of those facilities. You know, you did not 
have to go up to the bar and $5.00, or whatever it was 
for a drink. You go to the back of the car and every-
thing that you wanted was there. So it was inconven-
ient for my family for me to have access to the car 
because this car was required for that specific pur-
pose. 
 Now, sports grounds do not permit people to 
bring alcohol onto the grounds. If they do . . . you 
know, they have security systems in place now. So 
there is a certain protection of the revenues that are 
generated in the bars at the sporting venues, Mr. 
Speaker, that would preclude that type of behaviour. 
But that was standard at that point in time. But it never 
bothered me to say I could enjoy a ride with my son 
on a Sunday because of the fact that the car was not 
available because it was clearly more important to that 
circle of friends to ensure that they had their 
drink. And I did not participate (but that is neither here 
nor there).  
 But, Mr. Speaker, the key is that under those 
circumstances you find that lots of people actually will 
drink and they will drive. But that is not just as a result 
of what you are going to purchase in a store on a 
Sunday. It is, more importantly, what you are going to 
drink on a Sunday, irrespective of when it was ac-
quired. So I do not want us to be disingenuous here to 
suggest for one second that to have the accessibility 
is going to increase the usability. That is not necessar-
ily going to happen. Because if one is going to drink 
they are going to find a means to have supplies avail-
able to them irrespective of when they can purchase.  

At the moment, people go on a Saturday or a 
Friday or whatever day they do their purchases and 
they buy whatever they choose to purchase. If they 
are going somewhere and they want to take it with 
them, they bring it with them from the stocks at home. 
Now they can go to the grocery store, they can stop 
by the service stations, they can go wherever and 
they will have the ability to purchase at the source at 
the time. 
 So all I am suggesting is that if Members have 
an issue with the consumption of alcohol and that is 
the key issue, I am willing to listen to that argument. 
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But let us not have the dichotomy of suggesting that it 
is okay to drink at the bar and it is not okay to pur-
chase in the store. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Premier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Premier, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I guess, concerning this 
particular piece of legislation, I am a bit concerned by 
the comments that I hear (and I know that we can po-
litically get gesturing back and forth) of things like, I 
don’t understand the thought process; and comments 
like, well, you know, out of touch. These kinds of 
things concern me because all I need to do is open up 
the Reply to the Throne Speech, Mr. Speaker, and if 
you do not mind me quoting here: “Our people saw an 
OBA that insulted Bermudians”—page 3— 
 
The Speaker: Of the? 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The Reply to the Throne 
Speech. 
 
The Speaker: The Reply, oh, okay, carry on. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: —“insulted Bermudians 
with the slurs of ‘Kool-Aid drinkers’” only for me to lis-
ten to this debate going on while Honourable Mem-
bers are calling themselves Kool-Aid drinkers. I do not 
understand what is going on with this debate right 
here, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
An Hon. Member: What is the point of order? 
 
An Hon. Member: He is quoting what was said. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Yes, he is quoting what has already 
been said— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, but I— 
 
The Speaker: I mean, what is your— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I think he is misleading the 
House. 
 
The Speaker: No, I do not think so, Honourable 
Member. He said . . . first of all, he has not said any-

thing. He is just reading that first. So let us wait  and 
see how we move on here. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am not sure if he is concerned whether he 
called himself a Kool-Aid drinker . . . what I am read-
ing is from the pages here of the Reply to the Throne 
Speech. 
 Mr. Speaker, you know, I am reminded of this 
article that I had seen where the mother was so pro-
tective of this child, she wrapped it up in so much 
bubble wrap . . . he wanted to go on a skateboard . . . 
and put bubble wrap and bubble wrap until he could 
not even stand up to get on the skateboard. And so 
our young people are looking at us and saying, Well, 
where are we going with Bermuda? And it seems like 
we continue to put restriction after restriction after re-
striction until our young people are looking at us and 
saying, This place is completely outdated. 

Why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? I say that be-
cause of this, Mr. Speaker—the Reply to the Throne 
Speech, page 4. Let us go there. Oh, my goodness! I 
find this rather interesting. It says here, “A vision of a 
Bermuda where Bermudians no longer have to just 
get by, while everyone else gets ahead.” So to 
achieve this, this is what the Opposition is saying, “To 
achieve this, we will all need to free up,” Mr. Speaker, 
“free up from our preconceived notions . . . free up 
from the beliefs and the attitudes that are holding us 
back, and free up from some of the restrictions and 
old thinking that no longer has any benefit for our 
people,” Mr. Speaker.  

 And only to have the Opposition 
Leader in this House speak many times before about 
freeing up and having specialised coffee shops on this 
Island. 

 
Some Hon. Members: Free up! Free up! 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And then we are going to 
sit here and be duplicitous about alcohol on a Sunday 
when it is already being drunk on a Sunday in bars? 
Where is this thinking going? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Where is it going? I just do 
not get it. 
 Then, Mr. Speaker . . . I will be frank with you. 
You know, if I am going to listen to this kind of com-
ment going back and forth, I am going to ask the 
question: Well, was Swizzle being sold on Sunday as 
well? 
 
Some Hon. Members: Oh, no! No! No! 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]  
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Was it being delivered on 
Sunday as well? 

Now listen to me now. The only reason, the 
only reason I am bringing it up, Mr. Speaker, is be-
cause we had an Honourable Member across the floor 
speak about my gas stations having a liquor licence, 
only to not mention, you know, that he may have had 
other Members on his side that may have been selling 
Swizzle on Sundays.  
 
[Inaudible interjections and uproar] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I mean . . . you know— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Where does this duplicity 
come from? 
 
An Hon. Member: Free up! 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And then I have to con-
tinue on to hear that, you know, Why are we bringing 
this now? We are bringing legislation to the House. Is 
everything a conspiracy? This quid pro quo stuff . . . 
the supermarkets made a gesture of 10 per cent and 
now we want to suggest that the only reason they did 
it was so that they could get a liquor licence when 
some of the supermarkets are not even open on Sun-
day? I do not get this. But I am getting it now, because 
it is political gesturing and standing. 

It is not making any sense, Mr. Speaker, and 
we need to move forward. We need to move forward 
into the 21st century. We are still acting as if we are in 
the 19th century. Move on! Move on! If we are going to 
free up and we want our tourists to enjoy themselves 
when they come here and we want to say that special-
ised coffee shops are the way to go, why in the world 
would we not say it is okay to have liquor on Sunday, 
to go somewhere and buy it? 

So lead by example. Now, I could continue on 
for there are many more things that I found in here, 
but I am going to leave it at that, Mr. Speaker. It is 
high time for all this political gesturing . . . it needs to 
just be put away, and some sound thinking to what we 
are saying in the House be put to matters of legisla-
tion. Because it just feels like . . . you know what?  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, Out of touch. Well 
said. Don’t understand the thought process. Yes. Well 
said.  

So before we start asking questions of some-
one else, maybe we should ask the same questions of 
ourselves. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Member who 
is leading the debate, the Attorney General, to close. 
 Attorney General? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I have to say, you know, I should not be sur-
prised, but you never really know what is going to 
come. And as the argument on the other side started 
to develop I thought, Well, okay, as usual they have 
found some mischief to make out of what I perceived 
as just being a pretty simple, sensible, common sen-
sical, convenient amendment to an archaic piece of 
legislation that has been sitting around for a long time. 
 Why now? Literally as a result of walking in a 
supermarket on a Sunday, seeing shower curtains 
pulled over things, and we cannot sell liquor on a 
Sunday, and thinking to myself, This is really silly. We 
are in the 21st century. All respect to all religion and 
spirituality and everything else, this is a bit silly. Noth-
ing to do with consumption. If you are that much of an 
alcoholic, you can be off somewhere drinking cologne 
or whatever, buying beer the night before and stock-
ing up, going and raiding the fridge. It just is not about 
consumption. 

So what we did and how we set about that 
and what I did as the Minister looking at this, is con-
sult. It was raised to me [when I was] canvassing. I 
confess, I do not live in the Bible belt and I have not 
canvassed there where my good friend lives and es-
pouses about the morality of that particular area. And, 
okay, to each his own. But certainly in my area, to my 
constituents that I talked to about it, absolutely. To 
have the AME Church in the heart of my constitu-
ency—absolutely.  

Were they jumping up and down and saying 
we must have this? No, they were not. Were there 
other people who were saying, This is a bit silly, Mark, 
that we don’t. And maybe the time has come that, like 
suddenly I am going down to the supermarket on a 
Sunday with my grocery list and I have a bottle of 
wine on there and I get down there and I see the 
shower curtains with the cardboard signs up (which 
look unsightly) and I think, Oh, man, I cannot get that. 

Was I really worried about my honourable and 
learned friend . . . you know, I know and respect her 
beliefs, if she was going to show up to church on a 
Sunday and there are already drunks all over the 
steps of the church? No. Am I really worried about 
that now because it has been raised? Absolutely not. 
Do I see that happening? I do not see that happening 
on a Saturday at the Seventh Day Adventist churches.  

So am I worried about that suddenly going to 
start happening on a Sunday now? Am I really worried 
about the Honourable Member’s point with regard to 
this selling now is going to cause a flood of liquor into 
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the sports clubs on Sundays? Well, my understanding 
was you cannot bring your own liquor into a sports 
club anyway, so why (because we suddenly have it in 
a supermarket) is that suddenly going to open it up to 
be able to do that? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Is it a point of order or a point 
of information? 
 
The Speaker: Clarification ... you want to clarify? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is mis-
leading the House. 
 
The Speaker: What is the— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I said there was a danger of indi-
viduals bringing it in and clubs would have to hire 
more security in order to keep it out because they 
could purchase it on that day. 
 
The Speaker: Okay, okay, yes, right. No, I under-
stand. What he is saying is that someone would come 
to stop them bringing it in. They will have to hire more 
people to stop them bringing it in. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But . . . but they could try . . . 
what is to stop them having to buy their six-pack on a 
Saturday and trying to bring it to a game on a Sun-
day?  

Please, that does not make any sense. It is 
not suddenly going to increase the prevalence of that 
because you can go to the supermarket next door 
now. If you want to try and get liquor into a game, you 
are going to do it anyway. It is a real concern. A real 
honest concern about not doing that on a Sunday, 
because you have to have added security to stop 
that? Please. That is not the case. So that argument 
does not fly either. 
 This has been about making mischief, about 
. . . by the other side’s self-deprecation with regard to 
calling themselves all kinds of names, and nobody is 
saying in relation to that . . . because certainly that 
term applies to people that have non-critical thinking. 
That is what it is all about. And I would have been of 
the position, and still am, that most of the Members on 
the other side—including the ones that are religious—
are people of critical thought, that they think critically 

about things. They would not be here. So they should 
not, certainly, fall into that category.  

I am saying they should not be self-
deprecating by calling themselves names because 
that term does not relate to that type of thought. They 
are critical thinkers. So, please, think critically. 

You know, Members have really nailed down 
what this is about. And all of this stuff . . . you know, I 
wonder why sometimes the Opposition comes across 
as really angry. It is like, Man, why are you so angry? 
Well, I get it; you lost. And you did not think you were 
going to lose. You lost and you are really angry. And I 
get angry too because you make me angry. But you 
know, they come across really, really angry. But now, 
today, I can hear why. They wind themselves up.  

Today they have done nothing but wind them-
selves up because they are not . . . and this is the 
danger of it, and they wind up, I believe, the support-
ers. Because today it has been about, We have to ask 
ourselves ‘why now’? What is the quid pro quo? I am 
thinking, What? Man, how are you making a scandal 
out of this? Even though I know they are big dream-
ers, and say that with all compliment . . . you have got 
to be a dreamer. They are big dreamers. You know, 
What can we dream up next to try and make the Gov-
ernment look bad? 

So while I am hearing this today, I am think-
ing, Wow, what’s coming? What’s coming from the 
dreamers now? And here it is. The 10 per cent that 
grocery stores are giving up . . . and this is the deal, 
the quid pro quo is now you are going to open up liq-
uor sales on a Sunday. That is just not how it hap-
pened, Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members. This is 
just literally an Attorney General walking around a 
grocery store thinking this is really dumb. We have got 
shower curtains all over the place in the 21st century—
dumb—the rest of the world does not do this. My 
thoughts, all right? Not being insulting to anybody, but 
that is what I am thinking.  

Maybe it is time we address this. Maybe it is 
time we looked into it. That is the thought process that 
went into this. Maybe as a convenience to people that 
shop on Sundays it is a bit of a nonsense that we are 
still doing this. Maybe, given the fact that we have 
moved on—we are a society of religious freedoms, of 
spiritual freedoms, of human rights on all levels—that 
we come and embrace the 21st century. Maybe it is 
time that we looked at this bit of an archaic rule and 
consider that. And that is the considered thought 
process I had. I never sat down with anybody about a 
quid pro quo deal. Boy, because if there was any truth 
in that, I would be angry too. 

So today they have dreamed this up and 
probably whipped up people listening. There they go, 
it is that lot. There, they have made these deals, and 
all the rest of it. It just did not happen. And it does not 
happen like that. So, please, stop. We can have a 
reasoned debate on this. So come ahead . . . there 
have been some reasonable comments made, I am 
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not saying there have not been. I think they can be 
addressed. The Honourable Terry Lister raised some 
reasonable issues. I think they can be addressed.  

I think his argument related, with all respect, 
to consumption when we are talking about conven-
ience. Nobody is twisting anybody’s arm to go out and 
get drunk. And certainly the empirical evidence was 
that this is not going to cause people to start drinking 
more. It is a bit rich coming from some Honourable 
Members over there. I mean, we all know we want to 
have a debate. You know, some people are all liberal. 
You want to have a debate with regard to marijuana 
and issues on that. Are we going to ban that on a 
Sunday if we decide to make that sale legal? You 
know, where do we go? We have to be a society of 
balance. 

So what we do with regard to the rules—and 
we are all for this—if you are going to be liberal in one 
way, it does not mean you do not have to be strict in 
another. If you are going to be liberal about when you 
purchase liquor, it does not mean you should not be 
strict about some fool getting in a car and driving 
drunk and killing somebody else. It does not mean 
you should not do all you can to address that type of 
mischief. But the two do not go hand in hand. The two 
do not go hand in hand, and you are not going to see 
this proliferation of suddenly people lying drunk all 
over the church steps on a Sunday.  

Please. That is just not going to happen. And 
if they did, as the Good Samaritans that I know our 
honourable friends would be, perhaps that would be a 
good opportunity to pick them up and help them with 
their troubles. Take them inside; tell them to mend 
their ways. You know, what would Jesus do? This is 
not it. So, you know, it would probably be a good 
thing, but it is not going to happen. It is just not going 
to happen. 

So with all respect, it has been something of a 
specious, mischief, muck-raking, dreaming argument 
that has been propositioned on the other side, and the 
crux of it being that somehow this is a quid pro quo. 
Well, here you go. I tell you with all sincerity, it simply 
is not. It has not happened like that.  

It simply was a process of thought about com-
ing into the modern age and of convenience across 
the board. And we canvassed the stakeholders, they 
came back—and it is not only me saying this—this 
went back to Cabinet, and went back again to be 
looked at, because I had to have it looked at further 
with regard to questioning a few areas in saying what 
the thoughts were and all the rest of it. We got the 
buy-in across the board as I indicated in my Ministerial 
Statement. It is a sensible thing to do, Mr. Speaker, 
and that is why we are doing it. 

So with that I would ask that this very short 
piece of what has blown up to be so controversial and 
we have got so much to do, at four o’clock, now be 
committed. 
 

The Speaker: Two hours of it, yes. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, it will not take long to 
get through it. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister. 
 It has been moved that the Bill be committed. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 I would like to ask that the Deputy Speaker, 
please, take the Chair [of Committee]. 
 

House in Committee at 3:54 pm 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled the Liquor Licence Amendment 
Act 2013. 
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 I move that . . . oh, this Bill seeks to amend 
the Liquor Licence Act 1974, so as to permit sales of 
intoxicating liquor on Sundays in grocery and liquor 
stores. 
 I move that clauses 1 [through] 2 . . . I move 
those two clauses. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 [through] 2? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Attorney General and Shadow Minister of Legal Af-
fairs. 
 Ms. Kim N. Wilson, you have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 The position still remains the same as we 
spoke about in the general debate with respect to the 
Opposition’s concerns. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am obliged to my honour-
able and learned friend. I have heard her concerns. 
 Clause 1 is self-explanatory. 

Clause 2 amends the Third Schedule to the 
Liquor Licence Act 1974 to extend the permitted hours 
in respect of a Licence (A) holder so as to allow the 
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sale of intoxicating liquor on a Sunday in a grocery or 
liquor store during the hours of 8:00 am to 9:00 pm 
(the same as permitted for weekdays and Saturdays). 
The Sunday hours are subject to the permitted hours 
of operation under section 11 of the Public Holidays 
Act 1947. 

If I may, the Honourable Deputy Leader had 
raised a fair point with regard to the sale times, but 
that is, in effect, the sensible legal reason why it is 
being done that way because of section 11 of the 
Public Holidays Act 1947. You will see with regard to 
that there are still . . . just . . . and Members should be 
aware of this. There are still particular religious days 
that are being acknowledged as sacrosanct, if you 
will, where there will not be any liquor sales, which is 
fair enough. You know so we included those days in 
there. 

 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And your birthday as well, 
and your birthday, too, cousin. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to clauses 1 and 2? 
 There are no other Members that would like to 
speak. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move the Preamble— 
 
The Chairman: How about the clauses? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I moved the clauses. 
 
The Chairman: Move the clauses. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So sorry. Yes. Sorry, I move 
clauses 1 and 2. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 and 
2 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 and 2 passed.] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 

 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Chairman, I move 
that the Bill be reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House as printed. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Chairman: The Bill will be reported to the House 
as printed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Liquor Licence Amendment Act 
2013 was considered by a Committee of the whole 
House and passed without amendment.] 
 

House resumed at 3:58 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013  
 
The Speaker: Right.  
 The next matter, as I indicated this morning, is 
Order No. 8, which is consideration of the Criminal 
Code Act (Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 
110C) Notice 2013 in the name of the Learned Attor-
ney General who has the floor. 
 

DRAFT ORDER 
 
CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT ACT (EXTENDED 
DURATION OF SECTIONS 110A TO 110C) NOTICE 

2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, it is 
my day to be extra busy, all day. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that consideration be 
given to the Criminal Code Amendment (Extended 
Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice 2013, pro-
posed to made by the Minister of Legal Affairs under 
provision of section 10(1) of the Criminal Code 
Amendment Act 2010. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Please carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise today to present this Hon-
ourable House the Notice to be gazetted to extend 
certain provisions of the Criminal Code.  
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In March 2010 the Code was amended by the 
Criminal Code Amendment Act 2010 for sections 
110A, 110B, and 110C to empower a ranking member 
of the Bermuda Police Service (the BPS) to issue au-
thorisation for another officer to give directions to dis-
pense groups persistently exhibiting anti-social behav-
iour, and also, Mr. Speaker, to remove persons under 
17 years of age away from such influence or involve-
ment and to return them to their places of residence. 
 Mr. Speaker, it should be noted that the said 
provisions further require the authorisation permitting 
the directives for groups dispersal to be in writing and 
to be published and posted. Accordingly, authorised 
directions may be given, withdrawn, or varied orally 
with criminal penalty or fine or imprisonment for failing 
to obey.  
 Mr. Speaker, these were unprecedented pro-
visions. They are suited to the equally unprecedented 
recent trend within our society of gang violence and 
delinquent groups of individuals known to the authori-
ties and members of the public to habitually gather to 
cause disturbance. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, it is not new to our 
society to have individuals gather to socialise in public 
places. It is also not necessarily undesirable to have 
them do so. What is new, as well as unacceptable, is 
the anti-social nature of the disturbances and the 
kinds of illegal activity that is often associated with 
such gatherings. 

Mr. Speaker, in their wisdom the drafters of 
our Constitution made provisions [to allow] for the en-
actment of laws that would sometimes infringe upon, 
or otherwise limit, the freedoms that are normally af-
forded to all. The guiding principles that are to deter-
mine whether we do so are enshrined under the first 
section in the very first Chapter. It mandates that we 
do so only where those limitations are designed to 
ensure that the enjoyment of fundamental rights and 
freedoms by any individual “does not prejudice the 
rights and freedoms of others or the public interest.” 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that the coordinated 
acts of violence perpetrated within our society in re-
cent years warrant that we uphold such measures to 
protect the public from lawlessness and disorder. 

Mr. Speaker, all of this does not say that we 
should throw caution to the wind. Accordingly the un-
precedented nature of these provisions necessitated a 
measured approach to their implementation. They 
were made subject to a sunset clause and are due to 
expire on December 31, 2013, unless extended by 
issue, Ministerial notice subject to the affirmative reso-
lution procedure, which I seek to do now, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Madam Deputy Speaker, in 
so doing the Bermuda Police Service [BPS] is pro-
vided information that, given the sensitive issue sur-

rounding the provisions, they are mindful to use them 
sparingly. As such, they were used to good effect in 
two instances last year. The BPS further reports the 
provisions additionally serve as a useful tool for law 
enforcement and to address the issues for which they 
were intended. Therefore, Madam Deputy Speaker, in 
keeping with the BPS support for the extension of the 
provisions beyond the expiration dated December 
2013, and to further its purported effectiveness, a fur-
ther three-year extension to the end of December 
2016 is warranted.  

Alternatively, Madam Deputy Speaker, the 
expiration of those provisions without this extension 
would remove a vital tool to maintaining orderly com-
munities at a time when disorderly conduct and violent 
crime continues to be a pressing public concern. 

I therefore, table the Criminal Code Act (Ex-
tended Duration Notice) 2013. 

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to the Bill? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Attorney 
General and Shadow Minister of Legal Affairs, Ms. 
Kim N. Wilson. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I think the Honour-
able and Learned John Barritt, who once graced these 
Chambers (and regrettably I did not have the opportu-
nity to sit up here when he was here), used to make a 
comment that said, What a difference a day makes in 
politics. And I say that because when this Bill was first 
presented in January 2010, at the time I was the At-
torney General and I sat in another place in the Upper 
Chamber. And I recall quite a lot of anger, animosity, 
breaches of human rights, breaches of constitution, et 
cetera, et cetera—comments that were coming from 
the then-Opposition concerning this—only to see now, 
three years later, when we as the PLP Government at 
the time put in the grandfather clause to ensure there 
would not be any potential breaches, then we are now 
seeing that the then-Opposition—the now Govern-
ment—is actually bringing this piece of legislation for-
ward for a further three years. 
 However, unlike what was happening in 
January 2010, we on the Opposition, wishing to show 
our commitment towards taking steps together with 
the Government, moving Bermuda forward when we 
know and we are of the belief that it is for the benefit 
of Bermuda and her people, then we will join hands 
together and sing Kumbaya and recognise and show 
a united front in these regards. So in that regard we 
do support this legislation. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much. 
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 Are there any other Members that would like 
to speak to the Motion?  
 The Chair recognises the Member from 
Sandys South, constituency 33, Mr. T. E. Lister. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, this legislation has 
been used only twice, and only in two areas, both in 
my neck of the woods. It was first used up at Cam-
bridge Road and it was very successful. It was suc-
cessful in moving an issue that had been challenged 
for quite a few years and has resulted in (on the face 
of it) a different look. It was also used down at White 
Hill where we had some serious problems with some 
young people. The Police Chief Inspector who was 
stationed in Somerset and I had considerable talks 
about it. And in the end we decided we would go with 
this. It was put in place for three months and then a 
second three months. And for quite some time we saw 
the benefit. 
 The question that I have for the Minister is, 
while Somerset has had some challenges and it is by 
no means the worst part of the world—in fact, some 
would say it is God’s country—that being the case— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Sorry? 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, let me clarify. Let me clarify. 
Hamilton Parish is the Bible belt— 
 
An Hon. Member: Ah! 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Ah! But we are God’s country. 
Ah! Yes, let me be clear on that. 

But having said that, I would like to know why 
it was not used elsewhere. Because when the then-
Attorney General was bringing this the activity was 
really taking place down in this part of the Island and 
that is where one thought it was going to be used. So I 
would like to understand why it was used up in Som-
erset only. We needed it and we were happy with it. 
And as I walked my constituency, I had very few com-
plaints about it. 
 Now the second piece to it—and correct me if 
I am wrong—but I think the second piece to it was that 
the police were given the right to take—not arrest, but 
take—people under 16 and remove them from the 
scene. So we have never had a report on that. Would 
you be in a position to tell us how often young people 
were taken away and first delivered to their homes, 
and secondly delivered to Child and Family Services? 

Those were the two instances available for dealing 
with people under 16.  

I raised it again because the problems we 
were facing in White Hill have been severely reduced. 
However, we continue to have an issue with some of 
the young people under 16. And in talking with the 
police about it, they reminded me that they had the 
right to use this, but to date have not.  
 So I would like to know what is stopping the 
action from taking place because in the case of deal-
ing with the young people, if they are not being ar-
rested, they are being returned to their homes, their 
parents are supposed to get a little ticking off, so to 
speak. And if they are not returned to their homes, 
then they go into the hands of Child and Family Ser-
vices. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, MP Lister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Deputy 
Speaker, the Member from constituency 3 [sic]— 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Four. 
 
The Speaker: Constituency 4. 
 
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: That is fine. 
 Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 
 The last speaker who just took his seat made 
a very valid point as to why this Criminal Code Act has 
perhaps not been extended elsewhere. I can say that 
maybe . . . it was just a month ago, last month, that 
there was a group of individuals, concerned residents 
in St. David’s, that . . . we held a meeting in which the 
police officers—community beat officers (I do not be-
lieve they are called “community beat” anymore)— 
agreed to attend to hear the concerns of residents in 
an area (actually, in St. David’s). Actually, not in my 
constituency; just a little closer in constituency 3. 

I have to say that in attendance in this meet-
ing were a few of the individuals that basically were 
part of a group that had caused concern. Therefore, 
they were able to take back to other individuals (that 
were known to frequent an area that caused concern) 
that the police will come out. Because we were ad-
vised at this meeting that the police had the authority 
of the legislation of 110 to remove individuals that 
caused concern for others in the area. Therefore, it 
brought it back to forefront.  

As a result, I can say that those two individu-
als took back to the remainder of the group, Listen 
guys, we’ve got to kind of pay attention to what we are 
doing because there is a Criminal Code out there 
which does give the police the authority to actually 
break us apart, and we really have to watch what we 
say, we have to watch what we do, there is no more 
urinating in public.  
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 So it is important that this piece of legislation 
that we have [before us] gets passed. And I have no 
doubt that it will, because it extends a service that is 
vital to certain areas across the Island. And I would 
encourage those individuals that are in areas that they 
find themselves uncomfortable and find that there are 
groups of individuals that, perhaps, should be visited 
by police, to contact the police, to contact their com-
munity beat officers, have a meeting with them, find 
out what the law is, and go ahead and proceed. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to see 
this in front of us. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 I will now recognise the Attorney General. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I am obliged for the few comments that were 
made; they are important. And I know the comments 
of my honourable and learned friend, the Shadow At-
torney General . . . she is quite right. She called my 
name on this one, but I was in a different place when I 
raised concerns in relation to this legislation a number 
of years ago. And I stand by that. I entirely stand by 
that.  

I certainly was at the defence bar at the time 
and I regarded it then, and I do now, as a civic duty to 
look at and consider what the potential concerns and 
pitfalls may have been with such legislation. And I can 
say this, hand on heart as the Attorney General, I 
raise them again, certainly to myself (if you will) and to 
my colleagues, in considering the extension of this, 
well knowing what my constitutional concerns had 
been in the past, because it is such a fine line to walk 
in relation to this pretty serious potential restriction on 
people’s constitutional rights to gather and associate 
freely—it really is. 
 Now, having said that, and moving on to this 
position and being in the position of Attorney General, 
one has to look at what has happened, what has been 
done, and what is the impact. And I, I think, quite 
rightly, in an attempt to be as competent as one would 
expect and hope, I reviewed those things—both with 
discussions with my Honourable Member that sits to 
my right, the Deputy Premier [who] is the Minister for 
Public Safety and has responsibility with regard to the 
police. I had those discussions about what had tran-
spired, how had it been used, had it been used effec-
tively, [and] in what context. So I had a very careful 
look at that and I was satisfied.  

The response was [three] things: One, that it 
has been used prudently; [that] it has been used sen-
sibly; and that it has been used with effect. Now, hav-
ing heard those three things, that was pretty weighty 
consideration to whether [or not] I went on to advise 
that it should be extended as far as the sunset clause 
went. They were pretty weighty. 

 I was further satisfied with regard to the policy 
and the structure that had been put into place, as to 
when this type of action would be applied and in what 
circumstances, and what the checks and balances 
were with regard to that being done, always knowing 
very well that it was open to a constitutional challenge. 
I see the Honourable Senator that sits in another 
place, Marc Daniels, who was my former partner, who 
had grave concerns about these as well. I would ex-
pect that if there were abuses and so on, he may be 
one of the first people that would be hired to go and 
have the checks and balances implemented in the 
courts, which is always a person’s right. So that was 
another thing that I had to be satisfied of that that 
check and balance remained in place. 
 So it is not a question of suddenly switching a 
position. It is a question of me being in a different po-
sition. But looking at it sensibly, like the scale of jus-
tice, we put it on both sides and find the right balance 
for what is in the best interests of this country. And 
this is where I come down, despite the fact of my con-
cerns that I raised before. I maintain those. It is not a 
one-man show. I give advice, I look at the balance, 
but certainly on this, this is the best thing to do, to ex-
tend this clause. 
 Now with regard to the valid questions raised, 
again today by the Honourable Member Lister, those 
are important questions. Nobody was picking on 
Somerset. I certainly would not want that. You know, I 
love Somerset. I have always supported Somerset (I 
will put my colours to the mast right now). And I lived 
there for a while. So it is not a question of picking on 
Somerset. Somerset has had some special chal-
lenges, and I think that this particular legislation, these 
particular provisions, were used to very, very valid and 
useful effect in Somerset. 

To the Honourable Member’s questions about 
the 16-year-olds being taken home and so on. I do not 
know, but I will find out, because that is a valid ques-
tion. Because whether that has happened or not, I 
would hope that perhaps it has in the right circum-
stances and there would be those reports. I do not 
have that information and I did not go that far in my 
consideration. I was satisfied that it should be ex-
tended before going that far to ask if that had been 
done. But is it valid to have that information? I am 
sure it is. Is it a useful provision? I believe so. Be-
cause what it is doing is sensibly looking at those 
people we heard spoken of earlier that may potentially 
be at risk. But I will get back, as I do to the Honour-
able Member, if I can get that information. I have ac-
tually sent it off right now and asked that question, so 
it may be by the end of the day that we will be able to 
provide that. 

Mr. Speaker, having said that, I would move 
that the Draft Order be approved and that a message 
be sent from this Honourable House to His Excellency 
the Governor that that has been done. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Are there any objections to the Draft Order 
being approved? 
 All right. There are none, so the message will 
be sent. 
 Thank you, Honourable Attorney General. 
 
[Motion carried: The House considered and approved 
a Draft Order entitled: Criminal Code Amendment Act 
(Extended Duration of Sections 110A to 110C) Notice] 
 
The Speaker: I think the next matter is also yours. On 
the Order Paper, [Order No.] 9 is consideration of the 
Firearms Act (Extended Duration of Sections 29A to 
29C) Notice 2013. 
 Carry on, sir. 
 

DRAFT ORDER 
 
FIREARMS ACT (EXTENDED DURATION OF SEC-

TIONS 29A TO 29C) NOTICE 2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 
The Speaker: Is your microphone on? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes, it is now, Mr. Speaker. I 
apologise. 
 I move that consideration be given to the 
Firearms Act (Extended Duration of Sections 29A to 
29C) Notice 2013 proposed to be made by the Minis-
ter of Legal Affairs under the provision of section 17 of 
the Firearms Amendment Act 2010. 
 
The Speaker: Any objections for consideration of 
this? 
 There are none, so please, carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I hereby present to this Honour-
able House the Notice to be gazetted to extend cer-
tain provisions of the Firearms Act 1973. In July 2010 
the principal Act was amended by the Firearms 
Amendment Act 2010 with sections 29A, 29B and 29C 
to enable the Bermuda Police Service (BPS) to apply 
to the Supreme Court for warrants for detention with-
out charge to further detain a suspect for up to 28 
days while awaiting results of forensic analysis relat-
ing to an offence under the Act or for a serious ar-
restable offence involving firearms or ammunition. 
 Mr. Speaker, the 2010 amendments further 
enabled the BPS investigative team and the Depart-
ment of Public Prosecution to detain a suspect while 
critical forensic evidence is processed. 
 Mr. Speaker, it should hardly be necessary to 
remind anyone here why these provisions were nec-
essary in the first instance and why they are still re-
quired. A spate of violence involving firearms has 

plagued our society in recent years prompting an out-
cry from the public for Government to act decisively to 
put an end to the senseless killings and injuries that 
have resulted. The victims of perpetrators are often 
some of the youngest members of our society whose 
potential are denied to us by loss of life, imprison-
ment, or entrapment in a life of crime. 
 Some of the benefits of these measures, Mr. 
Speaker, include halting the tit-for-tat pattern of vio-
lence that often occurs when the first shot is fired; 
they also afford law enforcement the opportunity to 
garner the necessary time to gather evidence essen-
tial to the success of prosecution. 
 Mr. Speaker, the BPS has corroborated that 
law enforcement has benefited from this in that they 
are able to obtain critical forensic results that will pro-
vide grounds with which to charge a suspect. Addi-
tionally, BPS investigators have more time to interview 
witnesses who may otherwise be intimidated if the 
suspect was out on bail. This in turn allows for disrup-
tion in the cycle of gang violence with the suspect in 
custody. 
 Mr. Speaker, one of the ironies of this sce-
nario is that persons who are arrested and held by 
these provisions may even benefit from the protective 
custodial aspect of their detention. Whenever we hear 
media reports of a shooting, a pattern has been that 
another is likely to follow in coming days as what ap-
pears to be a kill or be killed or other similar scenario 
unfolds. While these provisions do not necessarily 
prevent this pattern, they do offer a chance of curbing 
it. 
 Mr. Speaker, I can confirm that since 2010 
there have been 12 applications made for warrants of 
detention without charge under section 29A of this 
Act. All of these have been granted after required 
scrutiny of the Supreme Court, and seven of these 
have resulted in convictions. I would also like to em-
phasise that the BPS exercises measured restraint in 
making applications under these provisions. Further-
more, a suspect is not usually nominated to be de-
tained unless there are strong indications corrobo-
rated by other facts. The periods of further detention 
vary according to time taken for forensic results to be 
received, but none of the detention periods have 
reached the full 28 days provided for. 
 As with the Criminal Code Act that we just 
dealt with, Mr. Speaker, these were unprecedented 
provisions tailored to an unprecedented time for our 
society. We would all like to return to the days not so 
many years ago when gun violence was a rare occur-
rence in Bermuda. We are seeing progress in this re-
gard and are as cautiously optimistic as we are de-
termined to ensure that our efforts to return to safety 
and security will bear fruit. 
 On that note, I table the Firearm Act (Ex-
tended Duration of Section 29A to 29C) Notice 2013. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Is there any other Honourable Member that 
would care to speak? 
 I recognise the Shadow Attorney General, the 
Learned Member from constituency 34, MP Kim Wil-
son. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 [I have] concerns similar [to those] that I rose 
previously with respect to the previous Bill. I appreci-
ate that the Learned and Honourable Attorney Gen-
eral indicated that he had some concerns about the 
previous Bill just passed, and he stands by them. I will 
be anxious to see what concerns may exist with re-
spect to this because this is a provision that in law we 
refer to as “strikingly similar,” which is where certain 
cases . . . the facts of same are strikingly similar to 
other cases and the facts contained therein.  

When I heard the brief, the brief was very 
strikingly similar to the brief that was delivered by me 
when this Bill was tabled back in June 4, 2010. Of 
course, it was delivered up here by the Honourable 
and Learned Shadow, Junior Attorney General, the 
Honourable Michael Scott, as I was obviously in a dif-
ferent pace. But needless to say, the point I am mak-
ing, Mr. Speaker, is that the submissions that are be-
ing made to support this piece of legislation are strik-
ingly similar to those that were raised on the 4th of 
June 2010 when there was a loud, thunderous cry of 
objection. 
 And with your leave, I would like to read from 
the Hansard of the 4th of June 2010. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And this is specifically in re-
sponse to the tabling of this particular piece of legisla-
tion that we are speaking about today, when it was 
being debated in this Honourable Place on June 4th, 
2010.  

My friend, the Learned and Honourable Attor-
ney General, in response to this indicated (and I am 
reading at page 354, if you would like to join me in the 
1Official Hansard Report). 
 
The Speaker: Yes, go ahead. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I am quoting: “Now, I am dealing 
specifically, Mr. Speaker, with the detention area of 
the Firearms Act, which is contained at 29A of the 
Amendment, which allows for the detention of some-
one without charge—without charge—for 14 days on 
application to the Supreme Court.”  

And you will note, as a sidebar, that the piece 
of legislation that we are speaking about today is just 
that—29A. 

1 Official Hansard Report, 10 June 2010 

 It goes on to say, “But let us be very clear. It 
has the potential to be another 14 days. If you get 
over the first hurdle on the basis of reasonable 
grounds, which I have difficulty with and will come to 
in a minute, on reasonable grounds, in your applica-
tion, I assure you you will get over the second hurdle 
when you go back to court and say . . .” And the 
Learned and Honourable Attorney General continued 
on by indicating now “. . . let me bring up the next big-
gest, serious problem that we have with this.”  

Again, I am quoting the Learned and Honour-
able Attorney General— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: At page 355 of the 4th of June 
2010 Hansard, he said, “[And] let me bring up the next 
biggest, serious problem that we have.  

“We have a fixed Constitution in this country. 
And the provisions of section 6 require fair trial, which 
means fair proceeding, which means fair arrest, which 
means fair detention.”  
 And for the edification of colleagues, and I am 
sure you are aware of this, Mr. Speaker, section 6 of 
the Bermuda Constitution Order 1968 specifically is 
titled “Provisions to secure protection of law.”  
 I continue reading from the Official Hansard 
Report [4 June 2010]. The Honourable and Learned 
Attorney General (then an Opposition Member) indi-
cated, “And all of our law that supports those provi-
sions for the Constitution will flow against many of the 
provisions that we are trying to put forward here.” 
Again, in reference to the legislation that we are now 
speaking about when it was initially tabled three years 
ago. 
 “And the fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, as 
all good legislators in this House know—and I know all 
Honourable Members fall into that category—as they 
all know, the Constitution is the umbrella over the laws 
that we pass. And if there is a conflict in those laws, 
guess what wins? The Constitution. The Constitution! 
 “I am not saying that the people have not 
flown in the face of the Constitution before in this ju-
risdiction. But this is where the challenge will fail.” 
 He goes on to say, “( . . . Honourable Mem-
bers, I am saying ‘ourselves,’ because I believe we 
are all together on the same page with this . . . ), we 
are setting ourselves up to fail, because we are going 
to run into a serious problem with these provisions as 
drafted.”  

“And I assure Honourable Members, it will 
stick it to us when it comes to this provision because 
what will happen is, when we have a young man who 
is detained for 10 days, and he confesses on day 11, 
Okay, I have the gun—” and the Honourable and 
Learned Attorney General continues . . .  

“Where is the remedy for that in this legisla-
tion? It is not there. It is not there!  
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“And let us be very clear about it. Not only is it 
not there, but the Act that we have makes specific 
provision for the reason for extending . . . .” 
 Then he goes on, “We are going to pass a 
conflict in criminal law that is going to be fodder for 
criminal attorneys to drive a truck through. So we are 
not going to accomplish what we really want to ac-
complish with this legislation.  

“This is terrorist legislation.” 
 
An Hon. Member: Wow. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Then, the next point that the 
Learned and Honourable Attorney General (then Op-
position Member, speaking with respect to this Bill on 
the 4th of June 2010) raises his opposition as it relates 
to human rights.  

“Honourable Member, I was coming to that 
one . . . ” (and I am [still] quoting from the Official 
Hansard Report, at page 356) “with regard to human 
rights. We are going to get nailed on a list. It is not 
going to do what we want it to do. And I say ‘we’ be-
cause I think the Opposition joins in this. I know the 
Alliance does. I know Members of the House, of the 
Government do. We want to do something.” 
 The Honourable and Learned Attorney Gen-
eral went on and said [at page 357], “So, when I say 
we pass a legislation that is flying in the face of the 
Constitution and has the words in it to say that the 
reason that you are going to do it that translate . . . 
We are passing legislation in order to be oppressive—
because there is a clear oppressive measure in 
here—We are going to hold young men on the basis 
of allegation, without charge . . .  

“The Americans did that at Guantanamo Bay.” 
And then he went on and made some other refer-
ences. 
 The point, I guess, I am hoping, Mr. Speaker, 
that you and my other colleagues will see the point 
that I am trying to make. Again, as the Honourable 
and Learned Mr. Barritt said on one occasion (on sev-
eral occasions), What a difference a day makes in 
politics.  

Now, we heard a few moments ago the Hon-
ourable and Learned Attorney General indicate that 
he is not switching his position; he is just looking at 
things differently. And my question is, though we do 
support this legislation for obvious reasons—it was 
ours three years ago—but my question is, what has 
changed with respect to the legislation that mirrors 
that which was passed three years ago where, simply, 
we put . . . when we (as the Opposition) were the 
Government we had a grandfather clause in it so that 
we could look at in three years’ time to see whether it 
was still necessary based on the circumstances of the 
day.  

Obviously, the Government feels that it is still 
necessary; but it is the exact same provision. The only 
difference is that we are changing the date. And my 

question is, What is it that changed, with respect to 
this piece of legislation? Can the Honourable Attorney 
General explain to me how is this piece of legisla-
tion—which mirrors the piece of legislation that was 
passed three years—not unconstitutional or contrary 
to the human rights? And I would like for that answer 
to be made for us. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Honourable Members who would 
care to speak? 
 There are none, and we will recognise the 
Honourable Attorney General to wrap up. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I appreciate that my honourable and learned 
friend certainly did not do as much trial work as I did 
over the years. And I say that because I did it on both 
sides of arguing a position. I had to spend that time in 
a courtroom. Some of us do that and some of us do 
not. But it certainly fitted me well for the ability to be 
able to look at a situation, certainly at legislation. I do 
not know if my learned friend is adopting what (at the 
risk of immodesty) sounded like a pretty good speech 
from me from three years ago in relation to raising 
concerns about that, as I was bound to do as an Op-
position Member, because I take no slight or embar-
rassment in that at all, now being on a different side.  

I have defended people. I have prosecuted 
people. I have sat as the judge and sent people to jail. 
And those are . . . when there is a certain degree of 
intellect involved, one is able to fulfil those positions 
that one is in at the time and make an argument 
around the circumstances as they exist from the posi-
tion that one finds himself in. 
 So I am quite sure, now that my learned friend 
(as she goes on) will find herself in sitting in that posi-
tion as Shadow for the next number of years, that she 
may well find herself . . . and has done, I dare say, in 
raising issues that the Government brings forward, 
that she herself would probably argue in the same 
manner were she sitting on this side.  

She is not. So I am obliged for the acknowl-
edgement of . . . I gather she is indicating that I made 
a very good speech to the House at the time— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —and that that has some 
good points to it— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —otherwise she would not 
be quoting it. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just . . . yes. 
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POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: The Learned and Honourable 
Attorney General is certainly misleading the public 
because it was certainly not my intention to indicate or 
to suggest that he— 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —makes a very good speech. 
 
The Speaker: All right, okay. All right. 
 Carry on, Honourable Member, you— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is fine. 
 
The Speaker: You should not have gone there. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: We are merely players on the 
stage. That is to be judged elsewhere. I do not take 
that as a slight. I am sure . . . perhaps I can learn 
something from the eloquence and the intellect of my 
learned friend. I will try and do my best as we move 
forward through these proceedings. 
 But let me say this, Mr. Speaker, the fact of 
the matter is that, you know, one has perspective on 
these things and looks at it. Interestingly enough, the 
Honourable and Learned Member raises a point that I 
raised: the provision with regard to the legislation be-
ing of a terrorist ilk. So, perhaps, this will be of interest 
to Honourable Members, because when the then 
Government pitched it to the FCO [Foreign and Com-
monwealth Office], as to why they were doing this, 
interestingly enough they indicated that because our 
situation as a small island was like a terrorist situation 
in the UK. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes.  

It sounds like somebody adopted what I was 
saying when it was pitched to the FCO because, of 
course, I am privy to those things now.  

So after that speech, when the then-
Government, maybe even my learned friend or some-
body from her chambers, pitched it to the FCO, they 
drew the analogy on the issue of the terrorist provision 
that I made comment on. And they went on to say 
that, because we are a small country and we are suf-
fering from this type of gang violence, it is akin to the 
terrorism issues that you are suffering from in the UK 
and the United States; ergo, it should apply to us. 
That is how they sold it.  

It sounds like they took my pitch, or at least 
. . . I am sure maybe it was my honourable and 
learned friend’s own very good eloquence in speech 

that she came up with that idea herself and pitched it 
to the FCO, but was strikingly similar to the pitch that I 
made in this House. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So that is the way it goes. 
And I would expect nothing less. If I made a good 
pitch in the House I would expect the Honourable At-
torney General (as she then was) to take that and 
adopt it when she had to give an explanation to the 
FCO as to why we were doing something which was 
constitutionally— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —going to raise questions.— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of order. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I do not know because I was 
not there. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I was there— 
 
The Speaker: Just a second, Honourable Member, 
until I ask you to speak. 
 All right, Honourable Member, you have the 
floor. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 The Honourable Attorney General is mislead-
ing the public in that the suggestion that he just made 
. . . is misleading the House and the public in that the 
suggestion that he just made that when I, as the then-
Attorney General, spoke to the FCO, the issue con-
cerning the terrorism was raised. I can clarify that.  

In addition, to the brief that was read back in 
2011, when this was taking place, that was the anal-
ogy that we raised and it was in our brief—that we felt 
this was akin to terrorism because Bermuda, at the 
time, was being terrorised by a small segment of our 
society. Hence, the need for us to pass this legisla-
tion— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: —to which they objected. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
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Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 All right, Honourable Attorney General, carry 
on, please. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Game, set, match—says my 
honourable friend to my left. 

They raised it afterwards. So people can 
make it out [as] they will. That is when they raised it.  

As we know, it goes through here and then it 
goes to the Senate. And those are the issues that are 
raised. But that is fine. I am just saying it is remarka-
bly and strikingly similar to the argument that my 
learned friend was quoting that I was making in the 
House. 

I stand by those concerns. Those are valid 
concerns that any good lawyer worth his salt would 
make. They are a sensible way to go. It is an appro-
priate thing to do. So there is no issue to be had. 
There is no magic with regard to coming along and 
quoting from the Hansard and saying, You said this. 
And heaven forbid that this side—and we do not have 
the time for it—starts pulling out every speech that 
was made by the Government in relation to certain 
things, because people end up looking very silly. We 
do not have the time for doing all that. But I accept 
that that is going to be able . . . going to the quotes, 
throw them out; perhaps that is the Opposition’s job. 
But I sit here now, thankfully, and have to look at this 
as it is. 

So again, like the other legislation, you have 
to go through a whole new review. All right? We did it. 
The previous Government did it. Said it was important. 
How was it used? And I will tell you one of the things 
that was addressed by me in reviewing this: Were the 
concerns that I raised in Opposition appropriately ad-
dressed by the police in exercising their powers, and 
by the DPP’s office in exercising their powers under 
that legislation? That is one of the things that I had to 
review. So it is interesting, as a lawyer, to be able to 
do that—raise the concerns when I was on that side, 
and be able to look at them on this side in now con-
sidering whether it be extended, and say, Did they 
take heed of those things that are of serious concern?  

So the Honourable and Learned Member 
quoting from that speech . . . I am glad she did, be-
cause the public can at least see that those are the 
concerns that I raised. And now they can understand 
that in raising those concerns, I am able to look and 
see [if] they were addressed appropriately by the au-
thorities. I am glad to say that somebody was listen-
ing, and it seems that in drawing a fine line they were, 
in fact (those concerns), looked at, and these provi-
sions were used sensibly and judiciously.  

That is why I cited the statistics—seven con-
victions on murder cases ran from that. They were not 
exercised in a manner that was inappropriate or ultra 
vires, and that became clear when I looked at it be-

cause there were not challenges that were brought in 
the court in relation to that. The applications were 
properly made. The result . . . the terminations were 
properly given.  

So what that seems [to show] is that . . . and 
this is the way it should all work, as law-makers, hav-
ing raised the valid concerns on the other side, they 
were appropriately adopted and have been imple-
mented. So now in looking at the Attorney General, I 
am able to say, Okay, good. This seems to be work-
ing. I still have valid concerns about it because it 
traipses on that very gray area with constitutional con-
cerns, but it seems to pay dividends. 

Next question: Should we continue to apply it 
going forward? Do we have a need to apply it? Con-
sultation, largely with the police, with the DPP’s office 
. . . do we have a valid need now in the balance to 
continue with it? Answer: In looking at it and consider-
ing all the facts, yes, we do. 

So, Mr. Speaker, that is the process— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And that is what occurred.  

So I would, therefore, move that the Draft Or-
der be approved and that a message be sent from this 
Honourable House to His Excellency the Governor. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that Draft 
Order being approved? 
 There are none. 
 So the Draft Order is approved and a mes-
sage will be sent. 
 
[Motion carried: The House considered and approved 
the Draft Order entitled Firearms Act (Extended Dura-
tion of Sections 29A to 29C) Notice 2013.] 
 
The Speaker: We move on now to Order No. 10, 
which is the Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013 in 
the name of the Minister of Education and Economic 
Development Grant Gibbons. 
 You have the floor, Dr. Gibbons. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bill entitled the 
Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013 be now read 
the second time and committed. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 There are none. 
 Minister, carry on, please. 
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I am pleased to introduce the Public Holidays 
Amendment Act 2013, which proposes amendments 
to the Public Holidays Act 1947. The proposal is not 
complicated. Quite simply, the amendments will allow 
retail stores of all kinds and sizes to open on Sundays 
and other public holidays with the exception of three 
days. And those are Good Friday, Easter Sunday and 
Christmas Day. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Bermuda retail sector is a 
vital component in our economic mix. According to the 
last data available from the Department of Statistics, 
there were approximately 3,000 people employed in 
the retail industry, not to mention the jobs in ancillary 
or related industries from the dock workers, trades-
men, professional services and banking. 
 The Ministry of Education and Economic De-
velopment has received strong representation from 
the retail division of the Chamber of Commerce on the 
need for stimulus and extended shopping hours. Pro-
viding extra hours for customers to shop will meet the 
need of tourists who enjoy exploring what Bermuda 
has to offer at their leisure, and will also meet the ex-
pectations of the resident shopper who seeks conven-
ient hours that fit their schedules. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Madam Deputy 
Speaker, liberalisation of the restraints on retailers’ 
ability to run their businesses in a modern, profes-
sional and progressive manner is not a new request. It 
is one that I expect will be met with support from Hon-
ourable Members across the floor of this House. 
 There have been several occasions in recent 
years where, by the negative resolution mechanism, 
shops have been allowed to open on Sundays and 
other public holidays when deemed to be in the na-
tional interests. Madam Deputy Speaker, we are ad-
dressing the national interest right now. Our retailers 
are suffering and the public wants to choose when 
and how they shop.  

This proposed amendment is designed to 
specifically stimulate the retail shopping sector and 
consequently the related sectors as well. It is antici-
pated that the proposed amendment will result in in-
creased demand and sales for our local retail stores. It 
is also anticipated that higher demand will result in 
new full- and part-time jobs in this sector. While it is 
impossible to tell at this point exactly how many jobs 
this will create, there will be a need to cover the addi-
tional hours of operation by hiring more staff. For ex-
ample, according to the Chamber of Commerce, one 
of the leading retail stores hired 21 more Bermudians 
for this holiday season to cover anticipated business 
and the extended opening hours granted in the recent 

exemption order. If this is just what one of the stores 
did, we can anticipate a significant number of new full- 
and part-time Bermudian jobs in this sector. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I should also add 
that this is not just about creating new jobs. It is also 
about protecting the jobs of existing workers. Many of 
Bermuda’s retailers have kept their staff through the 
darkest of months by being creative in offering split-
shift options to cover the store hours and to avoid lay-
offs. These extended hours will help maintain the de-
mand and justification for the staffing levels. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, the preparation of 
the Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013 is the out-
come of an in-depth consultation process that consid-
ered positions of the key stakeholders within the Ber-
mudian economy. Specific considerations have also 
been given to the sentiments expressed by the faith-
based sector, which makes up a considerable per-
centage of our population. We believe the proposal in 
this amendment strikes a good balance between this 
sector and the retail industry.  

The Public Holidays Act 1947 currently dis-
criminates against certain businesses based purely on 
their size. Shops with a retail floor space exceeding 
2,500 square feet are only permitted to open between 
the hours of 1:00 pm and 6:00 pm on public holidays 
(which include Sundays but not Christmas Day and 
Good Friday), while small shops with retail space of 
less than 2,500 square feet can operate at any time 
on a public holiday (including Sundays but not Christ-
mas Day and Good Friday). Madam Deputy Speaker, 
to remove this discrimination the Bill amends section 
11 of the principal Act.  

The proposed amendments will allow all 
shops, irrespective of their size, to conduct business 
on certain public holidays. As per the Act, the sched-
ule of public holidays includes the Sunday in every 
week, New Year’s Day, Good Friday, May 24th, 
Emancipation Day, Somers Day, National Heroes 
Day, Remembrance Day, Labour Day, Christmas Day 
and Boxing Day. 

To be clear, the proposed amendments will al-
low all shops to open as they wish on certain public 
holidays which include Sundays. The hours of opera-
tion will not be restricted. However, shops will not be 
allowed to open on three public holidays and those 
are Christmas Day, Good Friday, and now with the 
proposed amendments, shops will not be allowed to 
open on Easter Sunday. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, in closing, I wish to 
thank the Executive Director of the Bermuda Chamber 
of Commerce and the Chairman of the Retail Division 
for their help in developing these amendments and 
their ongoing efforts to drive business to local retailers 
in an increasingly competitive marketplace. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, once again the 
community has spoken, we have listened and we 
have responded. I move that this Bill be referred to 
Committee. 
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Thank you. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to the Bill, the Public Holidays Amendment Act 
2013? 
 The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of 
Economic and [Social] Development from Devonshire 
North Central, the Honourable G. A. Blakeney. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 Even though common sense is often not so 
common with the Government, as was indicative of 
the concerns raised in the previous Bill relative to the 
selling of alcohol on Sundays, this Bill is a common 
sense Bill, we believe. 
 Of course, the Opposition (when we sat in 
Government) were very sensitive to the challenges, 
particularly in the current economic climate of retailers 
looking to maintain and sustain their business opera-
tion. Hence, we offered various concessions to that 
sector of the economy. 
 This Bill, I think, does provide an opportunity 
not just for those that might be seeking employment, 
given the rash of redundancies that have been ex-
perienced in the recent past, but also for those that 
might look to supplement their regular, gainful em-
ployment with income as a result of being able to ap-
ply for some of the positions that will be made avail-
able as a result of the extended hours. 
 That, on the one hand, is something that I 
believe is commendable. And this piece of legislation 
has also taken into account the sensitivities of certain 
public holidays—three in particular—that traditionally 
are revered and held to be sacrosanct. And so that, 
again, is demonstrating common sense.  

I think also the Honourable Minister, in the 
process of consultative discussion and exploratory 
discussion regarding what was being proposed by the 
particular constituency in the business community was 
a very good way, in holding hands with the stake-
holders, in coming to a consensus and concurring that 
this is something that should be brought forth to this 
Honourable Chamber for consideration and passage. 
 So, with, that we believe that the community, 
as the primary stakeholders will invariably benefit by 
giving them an additional option to shop on a Sunday 
without any restrictions that would be deemed a nui-
sance, such as a time restriction, that has been re-
moved. I think, again, that demonstrates a common 
sense approach. 
 So we do commend and we do support this 
piece of legislation. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Hamilton West, MP Wayne Furbert. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members may not 
know, but I am sure the Minister does, that this started 
under the former Government when we were there. 
We just did not have time to bring it through and— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I do not know what the Hon-
ourable Member is laughing at, because he may not 
know. But the Minister and I have had discussions as 
far as even bringing this through even earlier, and the 
Minister will confirm that if he so desires. 
 So we are glad that it came through because 
we really . . . we . . . (took my thoughts, just went 
there) . . . but I am just saying I am glad the Minister 
has brought this forward. But I would have thought the 
Minister would have to declare his interest when it 
comes to . . . because he is in retail, his company is 
involved in retail. I am sorry; his family is involved in 
retail. And when he talks about those individuals that 
are hired—21 individuals—I believe that that company 
was Gibbons Company. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes, yes, yes. Because at 
the end of the day, they had . . . I have had discus-
sions with them too, so I know exactly who the person 
is you were talking to. 
 So all I am saying is that we are glad that it is 
there because at the end of the day all of us know that 
when we go abroad every one of us is looking for 
some malls, even on Sundays, to go shopping. It al-
lows the cruise ships, if they are here, to be able to 
. . . the shops to be more flexible in opening up their 
hours for our tourists, instead of always coming back 
to us—the House—for certain times that they . . . par-
ticularly on Sundays. They always had to get approval 
from the Ministers to open up. This will allow the mar-
ket to take care of itself and the shops to open up 
when the market demands it. And when it does not 
they, of course, will not open up. 
 But let me . . . I guess, I have some of my own 
concerns. Mr. Speaker, [my concern] is that these 
casual workers, on Sunday in particular, because they 
are mainly casual workers, whether they will hire full 
time for the rest of the six days, I do not know, but 
they will not get the benefits as other workers, such as 
health care, pension, social insurance. So, yes, the 
retail stores are benefitting from those workers. But 
the expense comes down considerably because retail 
stores do not have to pay out those benefits for casual 
workers. So that is the only concern I do have.  
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Yes, they earn the couple of dollars they get. 
That is very [helpful] for those individuals. But maybe 
there is something the Government could look at, 
whether in some small proportion they can help to-
wards something, maybe another Bill that comes for-
ward to help out. Even, at least in a small way, par-
ticularly those members that are not working, particu-
larly when it comes to health. Because as we realise, 
money can go out the door like that when it comes to, 
I guess, retail.  

I forget what the rate is that they pay per hour. 
But I am sure it is not $20.00 an hour, it is probably 
somewhere about . . . I do not know, about $10.00, 
$12.00 an hour, maybe—if that. So all I am asking is 
that . . . we support this, like I said, because it just 
makes common sense, and we ask that the Minister 
at least look at whether there can be some benefits for 
casual workers. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 There are no further speakers. 
 Dr. Gibbons, you have the floor again. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the support from the 
other side of the House. I am glad that this was called 
“common sense” and “practical.” 
 Just to answer the last Honourable Member’s 
questions, I did not think I needed to declare interest. I 
am not involved on a day-to-day basis with Gibbons 
Company. I am not on the Board of Directors. Yes, I 
have a connection through family business, but I must 
confess, I have not spoken to Paula Clarke, who the 
Honourable Member referenced, about this, and I— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: But, Mr. Speaker, I did not 
ever call any names. 
 
The Speaker: [Well]— 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Hansard will confirm that I 
never called any names. 
 
The Speaker: No, you did not call any names. He did 
not mention the name, but— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Well, I think— 
 
The Speaker: He just mentioned the company— 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: —and not the name. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I never called any names. 
 

The Speaker: No, you did not. 
 All right, Honourable Member, thank you. You 
are correct. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: He did call Gibbons 
Company so— 
 
The Speaker: Oh, Gibbons Company. That’s all. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So I am referring to 
Paula Clarke, who is the . . . both the person involved 
as Retail Chairman in the Chamber as well. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: No, I said I had not 
spoken to Paula Clarke about this. 

But what I was going to say was with respect 
to the casual workers. I think my sense is that this 
could be a mix of people who are making a little extra 
money on Sunday, but it is also probably workers who 
are perhaps being taken on as part of the broader 
complement and may work Sunday as opposed to 
another day of the week—it may be Saturday or Mon-
day or Tuesday or whatever. So I think there may be a 
mix there. I do not know what that mix actually is, but I 
am sure it is something that we could ask the Cham-
ber to think about. 
 Anyway, Mr. Speaker, with that I would ask 
that the Bill be committed. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 It has been moved by Dr. Gibbons that the Bill 
be committed. 
 Are there any objections to that? 
 I would like to ask then that the Deputy 
Speaker, please, take the Chair [of Committee]. 
 

House in Committee at 4:52 pm 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled, Public Holidays Amendment 
Act 2013. 
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I would like to move . . . let me see what we 
have got here. I would like to move clauses 1 and 2. 
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The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Please, proceed. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Okay. 
 Madam Chairman, this Bill amends section 11 
of the Public Holidays Act 1947 relating to public holi-
day openings. Currently, the effect of section 11 of the 
Public Holidays Act 1947 is that shops with a retail 
floor space exceeding 2,500 square feet are permitted 
to open between the hours of 1:00 pm to 6:00 pm on 
public holidays (including Sundays) except Christmas 
Day and Good Friday; and smaller shops are permit-
ted to open at any time on public holidays (including 
Sundays) except Christmas Day and Good Friday. 
This Bill seeks to amend section 11 of the Public Holi-
days Act 1947 to allow shops of any size to open at 
any time on public holidays except for Good Friday, 
Easter Sunday and Christmas Day. 

Clause 1 is the citation. 
Clause 2 amends section 11 of the Public 

Holidays Act 1947 by deleting paragraphs (a) and (b) 
and substituting the following wording: “a person who 
operates a shop on any public holiday except Christ-
mas Day, Good Friday and Easter Sunday.” The ef-
fect of this is to allow shops (defined in the Act as in-
cluding “any premises where goods or merchandise 
are offered for sale”) of any size to open at any time 
on public holidays (including Sundays) except Good 
Friday, Easter Sunday and Christmas Day. 

Thank you, Madam Chairman. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you, Minister. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak to clauses 1 and 2? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of [Education and] Economic Development , 
Glenn A. Blakeney. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Madam Chair-
man. 
 We have no objection. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister, please, proceed. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: Clauses? 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Sorry, I beg your 
pardon. I move clauses 1 and 2. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 and 
2 be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 

 No objection. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 and 2 passed.] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And I move the Pre-
amble. 
  
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
[Gavel] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I move that the Bill 
be reported to the House. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House as printed. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: The Public Holidays Amendment Act 
2013 was considered by a Committee of the whole 
House and passed without amendment.] 
 

House resumed at 4:55 pm 
 

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]  
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, the second 
reading [and Committee stage] of the Public Holidays 
Amendment Act 2013 has been approved. 
 We now move to Order No. 11, in the name of 
the Minister of Finance, the Honourable Bob Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 

BILL 
 

SECOND READING 
 

INSURANCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that the Bill entitled the 
Insurance Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013 be now read 
the second time and committed. 
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The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I present to the House a Bill to 
amend the Insurance Act 1978. As Members of the 
House are aware, the Bermuda Monetary Authority 
has been revising the regulatory requirements for all 
classes of insurers. Therefore, the objective of this Bill 
is to continue to ensure that Bermuda’s regulatory 
regime meets international standards. This Bill, enti-
tled the Insurance Amendment (No. 2) Act 2013, ad-
dresses issues which are part of ongoing revisions. 
 Mr. Speaker, in many respects this Bill is a 
housekeeping Bill. The amendments to the Act correct 
an oversight by including reference to Classes C and 
D in their registration section for clarity. Secondly, the 
Bill aligns Class 3 insurers with Class 1 and [Class] 2 
insurers with regard to the application of certain sec-
tions of the Act dealing with financial returns and noti-
fication requirements. These three classes are com-
monly referred to as “captives” by the markets.  

As well, the Bill includes consequential 
amendments to the Insurance Returns and Solvency 
Regulations 1980 and Insurance Accounts Regula-
tions 1980 which detail the annual filings to be submit-
ted by all insurers. 
 Mr. Speaker, I will briefly summarise the 
changes to these regulations. In relation to the Sol-
vency Regulations, firstly, the reporting by the auditor 
is clarified in relation to the Solvency Certificates 
which the company submits. Secondly, there will be 
introduced a new minimum margin of solvency floor 
for the commercial insurance. For the commercial in-
surers licensed to conduct property and casualty 
business, this margin will now be based on their en-
hanced capital requirements and calculated as 25 per 
cent of enhanced capital requirement. For the larger 
long-term life business, this margin will also be simi-
larly based on the eligible capital of the insurer. Such 
requirements are to take full effect by January 2017. 
Finally, there are amendments to align the require-
ments for the actuaries and loss reserve specialists so 
that there is consistency in their reporting of opinions 
to the Authority. 
 Mr. Speaker, with regard to the Insurance Ac-
counts Regulations 1980, there are technical amend-
ments being made to reporting by long-term insurers. 
In order to remain a jurisdiction which is recognised as 
a leading international financial sector, it is necessary 
that the regulatory framework reflects current stan-
dards, and revisions shall be required to the Act and 
these regulations as necessary to accomplish this 
goal. This year much work has been achieved by the 
BMA to enhance their regulatory framework in Ber-
muda for long-term insurers as well as the captive 
sector.  

 Mr. Speaker, the Authority continues to pur-
sue equivalence under the EU Solvency directive. Re-
cently the EU Parliament approved a final technical 
provision, and the Solvency II regime is proposed to 
come into operation in 2016. Bermuda expects that 
equivalence process to be finalised in the near future. 
 I also wish to advise the House that the US 
Authorities have commenced a similar type of as-
sessment of reinsurers from third countries who seek 
relief from US requirements for posting collateral be-
fore carrying on reinsurance business in specific US 
states. The assessment involves an extensive review 
of a third country's regulatory regime. I am happy to 
report that Bermuda is one of four countries to be se-
lected to participate in an expedited review to be rec-
ognised as a conditional qualified jurisdiction. The 
other countries selected for such expedited review are 
the United Kingdom, Switzerland and Germany. This 
assessment is in its final stages and Bermuda's re-
view has gone well. It should be noted that this as-
sessment in undertaken in two stages. The first stage 
is an expedited approval with the condition that there 
will be a full assessment in the next year, which con-
stitutes the second stage.  
 Mr. Speaker, this work has been all-
consuming but it is vital for the jurisdiction's reputation 
and livelihood, and Bermuda continues to demon-
strate that it has the ability to meet international re-
quirements. I would note that the number of registra-
tions this year in the insurance sector has doubled, 
and the total number of insurers registered to date for 
2013 is 71.  
 I would now welcome any comments from 
other Honourable Members. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minis-
ter of Finance.  
 The Chair is going to recognise the Shadow 
Minister of Finance, MP David Burt. 
 MP Burt, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I would like to start by thanking the Minister 
for sharing his brief in advance so that I could review 
the specific things, and I would also like to thank the 
Minister for availing his civil servants because I meet 
with them to discuss the Bills in advance just so I can 
be brief on their contents and hopefully make things 
go here a lot smoother. So I appreciate him extending 
that courtesy. 
 What I would say is that in those discussions I 
have come to understand that a lot of this, as the Min-
ister said, are housekeeping matters which are just 
going to work to keep Bermuda competitive and keep 
up with the pace so, as always, as they did when they 
were in Opposition and we were in Government, or 
the other way around, we will support any move that 
will help and assist Bermuda in this vital field.  
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 The one question that I would have is the Min-
ister did say that the total number of insurers regis-
tered to date for 2013 is 71, and he says that it has 
doubled from last year. I was wondering if he would 
possibly have that breakdown insofar as the classes 
and categories they fit and whether or not there is a 
large number of specialty purpose insurers based on 
our products and Atlas space.   
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Members care to speak? 
 I recognise the Honourable Member from 
Devonshire [North Central], MP Glenn Blakeney. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Just very briefly— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I would like to commend the 
Minister in supporting the Shadow Minister and his 
comments because, of course, international business, 
and particularly the captive insurance and reinsurance 
markets, are the pillars of our economy now that are 
pretty much ensuring a level of stability for our econ-
omy that without which we would be really floating in 
confused seas. So for him to get out front (even given 
the fact that it is a housekeeping matter) to follow 
through in the innovative commitment to asset protec-
tion of high net worth corporations, consisting of For-
tune 1000 corporations around the world, is very 
commendable. 

In the legacy of at least two people that I know 
of that were extremely innovative in their thinking and 
trailblazers on behalf of Bermuda being an overseas 
jurisdiction in asset protection, through captive or self-
insurance models, they being Fred Rice, the late Fred 
Rice, and Robin Spencer-Arscott (is another one that 
comes to mind), who played very pivotal roles in en-
suring that Bermuda did get out ahead of everyone 
else as an offshore jurisdiction with the expertise, the 
infrastructure and all the collateral that is necessary to 
be leaders in the international captive insurance mar-
ket. 

So we do commend the Minister and the 
technical officers for making sure they are out front, 
and congratulate Bermuda on being one of the four 
special jurisdictions that have been given a slight ad-
vantage in making sure our house is in order. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Any other Honourable Member care to speak? 
 I recognise the Minister. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I appreciate comments from the Honourable 
Members. I will commit to get that information to the 
Honourable Member, Mr. Burt. I am sure that special 

purpose insurers are among that number, but I do not 
know how many yet. It may be something we may be 
able to do before we are done. Anyway, as soon as I 
get it, I will let you know. 
 Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
move that the Bill now be committed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.  
 It has been moved by the Minister that the Bill 
be committed.  
 Are there any objections? 
 I would like to ask, then, that the Deputy 
Speaker please take the Chair [of Committee]. 
 

House in Committee at 5:07 pm 
 

COMMITTEE ON BILL 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman] 
 

INSURANCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
The Chairman: Honourable Members we are now in 
Committee of the whole [House] for further considera-
tion of the Bill entitled Insurance Amendment (No. 2) 
Act 2013.  
 I call on the Minister in charge to proceed. 
 Minister, you have the floor. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I would like to move clauses 1 through 7. 
 
The Chairman: The whole thing? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Yes. 
 
The Chairman: Please proceed. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you. 
 Clause 1 provides for the citation for the Bill. 
 Clause 2 amends section 6. Section 6 of the 
Act is amended by adding Class C and [Class] D in-
surers who will now be subject to the obligations of 
the section. This omission was an oversight. 
 Clause 3 amends section 17. Section 17 is 
amended to bring Class 3 insurers under this section 
dealing with keeping of statutory returns to make it 
clear that this class will be subject to the same filing 
requirements as Classes 1 and 2. 
 Clause 4 amends section 18A. [Section] 18A 
is amended to bring Class 3 under the section for fil-
ing statutory returns purposes to make it clear that this 
class will be subject to the same filing requirements as 
Classes 1 and 2.  
 Clause 5 amends section 30J. [Section] 30J is 
amended to bring Class 3 under this section for re-
porting purposes on directors and shareholder control-

 Bermuda House of Assembly 

http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/House_Business/Bills/Insurance%20Amendment%20No.%202%20Bill%202013.pdf
http://www.parliament.bm/uploadedFiles/Content/House_Business/Bills/Insurance%20Amendment%20No.%202%20Bill%202013.pdf


Official Hansard Report 13 December 2013 517 
 
lers to make it clear that this class will be subject to 
the same reporting requirements as Classes 1 and 2. 
 Clause 6. Schedules. Schedules 1 and 2 
amend the Insurance Accounts Regulations 1980 and 
the Insurance Returns and Solvency Regulations 
1980, respectively. The changes to the Accounts 
Regulations are as follows: 
 Schedule 1—these are technical amendments 
to Schedule 1, Form 4, Statutory Balance Sheets 
Long-Term Business, and to Schedule 1, Form 6, 
Statutory Balance Sheet Composite and Special Pur-
pose Insurer regarding reporting by any long-term in-
surer to mirror changes made to the prudential rules. 
As well, Schedule 3 is amended to clarify the instruc-
tions for actuaries.  
 The changes to the Solvency Regulations are 
as follows: 

• Regulation 8A. The requirements for Regula-
tion 8A have been clarified to confirm that 
they also apply to insure Classes 3A, 3B and 
4.  

• Regulation 10. Amendments are proposed to 
regulation 10 to make provisions for a new 
minimum margin of solvency floor for Classes 
4, 3B and 3A insurers at 25 per cent of the 
enhanced capital requirement of the com-
pany.  

• Regulation 12. Amendments to regulation 12 
make provision for a new minimum margin of 
solvency floor for Classes E, D, and C insur-
ers at 25 per cent of the enhanced capital re-
quirement for the company. 

• Regulation 14. Amendments to regulation 14 
reflect the requirements of regulation 8A to 
ensure consistency across the board for the 
manner in which approved actuaries and loss 
reserve specialists submit certificates and 
opinions of an insurer to the authority. 

• Schedule 1. Amendments to Schedule 1 are 
consequential to the minimum margin of sol-
vency floor being introduced for Class 3A, 
Class 3B and Class 4 insurers.  

• Schedule 3. Amendments to Schedule 3 are 
consequential to the minimum margin of sol-
vency floor for Classes C, D and E insurers 
being introduced. 
 

 Clause 7 says when the Act comes into op-
eration, and the Act comes into operation on Janu-
ary 1, 2014. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any Members that would 
like to speak to clauses 1 [through] 6 and Schedules? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Finance, Mr. E. David G. Burt, Pembroke 
West Central. 
 You have the floor. 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Madam 
Chairman, as much as I would like to speak on these 
clauses and drag this out, I do not have anything to 
add except to say that we support the amendments. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Chairman: Thank you. 
 Minister? 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Madam 
Chairman. 
 I move clauses 1 [through] 7, including 
Schedules. 
 
The Chairman: We have to do the Schedules sepa-
rately, so you will move the clauses 1 [through] 6. 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I move the clauses 1 
[through] 7. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1 
[through] 7 be approved. 
 Are there any objections? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 through 7 passed.] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
move Schedules 1 and 3 (I think). Yes, Schedules 1 
and 3. 
 
The Chairman: That is correct. 
 It has been moved that Schedules 1 and 3 be 
approved. 
 Are there any objections to that motion? 
 No objections.  
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
[Motion carried: Schedules 1 and 3 passed.] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
move the Preamble. 
 
The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble 
be approved. 
 Are there any objections? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Chairman, I 
move that the Bill be now passed. 
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The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be 
reported to the House as printed. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Reported to the House. 
 
The Chairman: Are there any objections to that mo-
tion? 
 No objections. 
 Agreed to. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Chairman: The Bill will be reported to the House 
as printed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Insurance Amendment (No. 2) 
Act 2013 was considered by a Committee of the 
whole House and passed without amendment.] 
 
[Pause] 
 

House resumed at 5:14 pm 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE 
 

INSURANCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
The Speaker: Members, the Second Reading [and 
Committee stage] of the Insurance Amendment (No. 
2) Act 2013, in the name of the Minister of Finance, 
has been approved. 

We will now move to Order—as we stated 
earlier today—Order No. 7, which is a motion to be 
moved by Honourable E. T. Richards, notice of which 
was given on the 15th of November, that this Honour-
able House take note of the final report of the Spend-
ing and Government Efficiency Commission.  
 The Chair now will recognise the Minister. 
 Minister Bob Richards, you have the floor. 
 

MOTION 
 

SPENDING AND GOVERNMENT EFFICIENCY 
(SAGE) COMMISSION—FINAL REPORT 

 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I now move that this Honourable House take 
note of the final report of the Spending and Govern-
ment Efficiency (SAGE) Commission.  
 In doing so, Mr. Speaker, the Government has 
promised to engage in a process of consultation with 
various important stakeholders—unions, business and 
the public after the SAGE Commission rendered its 
findings and recommendations. This debate today 
marks the official inauguration of the consultation 
process. After the Christmas holidays, we will con-
tinue this consultation process and thereafter formu-

late and inform the Bermudian public the direction that 
the Government plans to take and our priorities going 
forward. 
 It goes without saying that this Government 
inherited an economy that was in a profound state of 
distress—plummeting consumer and business confi-
dence, rising joblessness and exodus of people to 
other jurisdictions, falling Government revenues, 
steadily rising Government spending, rising Govern-
ment deficits, and ballooning debt. The OBA has em-
barked upon its two-track policy for economic reform 
that was promised before the election. The two tracks 
are: (a) to enact policies to grow the economy and 
(b) to control and reduce Government spending. 
Clearly, SAGE only addresses the second track, but 
we must have no delusions, we cannot merely cut our 
way out of this mess. But we equally must be under 
no illusion that we can merely grow our way without 
spending cuts and better efficiency. We cannot do just 
either. It is imperative that we do both at the same 
time. 
 What if we take the approach often espoused 
by the Opposition and concentrate on growing reve-
nues as opposed to cutting costs? I assume they 
meant by growing revenues they meant without in-
creasing tax rates. Let us examine a few facts. The 
maximum annual Bermuda Government revenue in its 
entire history was $990 million in 2010/11 and that 
was after the ill-fated payroll tax increase that was 
rolled back the next year. A more realistic figure for 
maximum revenues is about $951 million that took 
place in 2008. That is just to get people to have sort of 
a understanding of where we are, relatively speaking.  

This year's budgeted revenues for Govern-
ment are just $871 million. So how long would it real-
istically take to enact policies to, first of all, arrest the 
negative momentum of contraction and, second of all, 
cause the economy to grow to the extent where reve-
nues can reach that $990 million peak? It is anybody's 
guess, but two, three, four years—four years optimis-
tically, four years. Let us use the four-year example. In 
the meantime, if we did nothing about spending 
(which is currently running at $1.1 billion a year) the 
absence of cost-cutting would see a deficit of about 
$300 million each year for four years, increasing the 
debt by an amount of $1.2 billion. You have to add 
that to what we already owe, and we are looking at a 
$3 billion debt in four years. And that is optimistically. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair]  
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
still we would not have balanced the budget if we 
reach the maximum level ever achieved in Govern-
ment revenues. We still would not have balanced the 
budget. So, the Opposition’s approach of concentrat-
ing solely on growing revenues is just not realistic. It is 
a fantasy, And their ideas about growing the econ-
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omy, at the very best, can be regarded as long-term, 
requiring years of incubation, and possibly significant 
sums in terms of capital investment. So we have no 
choice. We have to have the two-track policy. We 
have to grow the economy and reduce Government 
spending at the same time. 
 Now, just a word on growth, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. You cannot grow the economy without in-
creasing the resident population. I heard a number of 
Honourable Members from the other side last week 
say that the way to increase the resident population 
was to, first of all, make sure that every Bermudian 
willing to work was employed, then fill the remaining 
vacancies with foreign workers. That thinking is so 
1960s, and in today's world, dead wrong. In fact, it is 
cart before horse.  

The influx of foreign workers, particularly the 
well-compensated international business types, actu-
ally create jobs for Bermudians. The simple truth is 
that to grow the Bermudian economy, we have to in-
crease the resident population. If we do it biologically 
it will take too long. Therefore, we have to import 
them. For some, this is an inconvenient truth. But 
whether it is convenient or inconvenient, it is the truth 
nevertheless. 

Now that we have the report from the SAGE 
Commission we (“we” meaning the Government, and 
the Bermudian people) are faced, in the first instance, 
with two simple choices: (a) to do something about it; 
and (b) to do nothing about it. Some people have 
been complaining about SAGE recommendations. 
Indeed, the Opposition were against SAGE before it 
was even formed. You may recall, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, we were here to the very wee, small hours 
of the morning. As I recall, it was yours truly standing 
up here answering many questions at five o’clock in 
the morning, and we had a lot of opposition to even 
forming the SAGE Commission. So we know where 
the Opposition is coming from on this. But the OBA 
was elected as an agent of change. Why? Because 
the status quo is utterly unacceptable. 

SAGE has made many recommendations, in 
fact, hundreds of recommendations. There may be 
things and there may be many things not to like about 
the SAGE Commission recommendations. That is the 
nature of change. If solutions were easy, the PLP 
would have implemented them long ago. Change will 
be difficult, trying, and strewn with potholes. Failure to 
have the testicular fortitude to make the difficult deci-
sions has landed us right where we are today—in a 
right mess with our economic future in doubt.  

I recognise that many of the SAGE recom-
mendations will be uncomfortable, strange, difficult to 
execute, and will cause trepidation, particularly among 
the ranks of the Civil Service. So far much of the pub-
lic discourse has been focused on those recommen-
dations that are discomforting and a source of uncer-
tainty and insecurity. Perhaps that is only natural, but 
the situation demands a change in the way that gov-

ernment and government employees conduct their 
business. So, as I said, the basic choice is either to do 
something about it or to do nothing about it, and doing 
nothing about it means to keep on doing what we are 
doing now. That is doing nothing about it. 
 Let us examine the costs of doing nothing. 
Well, some of them are pretty obvious—continuing 
large deficits, ballooning debt, ballooning debt service 
as a percentage of expenditures (which will crowd out 
the fiscal space for spending for the support of the 
Bermudian people), like financial assistance, health 
care, care for the elderly, education and public safety. 
These core requirements of the government could get 
crowded out by debt service. This will be exacerbated 
by a strong likelihood of rising world interest rates. 
The US economy is slowly gathering momentum and 
therefore the era of super low interest rates will come 
to an end, meaning borrowing will become more ex-
pensive and refinancing outstanding debt will become 
more uncertain.  
 When the Premier and I were in London last 
month at the Joint Ministerial Conference, in the ple-
nary session I was able to proudly say that Bermuda 
was financially independent and that we even paid the 
salary of the Governor—and the Governor was 
there— 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The Governor was there 
when I said that. 

And it was met with consternation by the other 
Overseas Territories because I gathered after I said 
that, that a lot of them do not pay for their Governor. 
But we do. 
 As it presently stands, Her Majesty's Govern-
ment has no say in how much we spend or what we 
spend it on or how much we tax or what form of taxa-
tion we choose. If we do nothing, we stand to lose that 
financial independence. If we do not manage this 
situation properly, I guarantee somebody will. And the 
somebody (or some-bodies) will not give two hoots 
about Bermudians and the standard of living we have 
become accustomed to, or our pensions, or the prop-
erty values, or any of that stuff. Under this scenario, 
budget debates in this Honourable House will become 
purely perfunctory as the real decisions will be made, 
not here in these islands, not in this Chamber, but 
somewhere across the seas.  

The Cayman [Islands], BVI [British Virgin Is-
lands] and TCI [Turks and Caicos Islands] have lost 
their financial independence. Granted, their constitu-
tions are different from ours, but not different enough. 
The UK can still pull the chain, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, and call the shots if they feel we have lost 
control. 
 As an Overseas Territory we do not have ac-
cess to the IMF [International Monetary Fund] or the 
World Bank. We do not have access to the IMF be-
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cause we are an Overseas Territory. But even if we 
were independent, we certainly would not have ac-
cess to the World Bank, because our GDP [gross do-
mestic product] per capita is too high. So those folks 
who want to think about independence and that inde-
pendence would solve this problem, it would not. And 
quite frankly the evidence shows that both the IMF 
and the World Bank . . . the side effects from their 
medicine is oftentimes worse than the disease itself.  
 If not Her Majesty's Government, then it could 
be the global credit markets that will be calling the 
shots, the cost of disobedience being the shutting off 
of the credit tap. Credit markets are hyper-aware of 
risks posed by large external debts owed by small 
countries with few, if any, natural resources. And if 
you think I am exaggerating, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
just turn your eyes south to our friends and relatives in 
St. Kitts and Nevis and see the situation that they are 
in. 

The only thing that we have to back our debt 
is our ability to trade favourably with the rest of the 
world while simultaneously managing our own affairs 
responsibly. Continuous government deficits and ris-
ing debt are indicators of poor internal management. 
Therefore, credit markets and rating agencies will 
downgrade our paper, making it more expensive for 
us to borrow, and forcing Bermuda and the Bermuda 
economy into a downward spiral. Higher debt will 
pressurise the Government to raise taxes to fund this 
burden.  

How many people in this Island want to have 
their taxes raised? That is an easy question. Nobody!  

Well, some may ask the question, Well, why 
do we not just tax the rich and the rich exempt com-
panies? They can afford to pay. Madam Deputy 
Speaker, they can also afford to leave. There was a 
time when many Bermudians would scoff at what I 
have just said and call me a scaremonger. 
 
An Hon. Member: Well, you are. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: But with the experience 
of the last five years, everyone within the sound of my 
voice knows deep in their hearts that this risk is real. 
And such a risk affects many Bermudians that these 
rich people—who can leave—employ. Bermudians 
are their landlords. [These rich people] help them pay 
their mortgages; they shop in our shops, and provide 
us with money in a myriad of ways. Quite frankly, the 
departure of some of them in the past five years is 
one of the principal causes of our present problem.  
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, with this back-
ground in mind, I reiterate that the option of doing 
nothing—that is, continuing as we are—is not an ac-
ceptable option. Such a course lacking in testicular 
fortitude would only lead to financial calamity for this 
Island. We must embrace change and make the best 
of it.  

 The SAGE Report is a hefty document con-
taining hundreds of recommendations, and it is not my 
intention to review them in any detail. Matter of fact, I 
am not going to review any of the recommendations 
here in a specific way. However, for convenience, I 
think we can think of them to be grouped in certain 
ways, and I kind of have six groups here: 
 1. Civil Service executive 
 2. Legislature 
 3. Human resources 
 4. Pensions 
 5. Privatisation or outsourcing authority  

6. Everything else 
 
 I am just going to touch on a couple of these 
topics here today. Let us go right to the belly of the 
beast. Let us talk a little bit about privatisation and 
outsourcing. 
 The media has reported a furore from certain 
sectors of our community about privatisation and how 
it is a formula for disaster. But some of the largest 
companies and best-known household name compa-
nies in North America and the UK are indeed formerly 
Government-owned entities. For instance, British Air-
ways, British Telecom, British Petroleum, [and] British 
Aerospace. On the Canadian side, good old Hudson’s 
Bay Company. You know, you would be in Canada 
and you would shop at a place called The Bay. Well, 
The Bay is the Hudson’s Bay Company, a privatised 
company. Petro-Canada and Air Canada—all compa-
nies that once were owned by Government that have 
privatised.  

These are all leading companies that employ 
hundreds of thousands of people in their respective 
countries and globally. Most were money-losing, un-
sustainable, state-owned enterprises before they were 
privatised, which turned them into sustainable, profit-
able companies. So the knee-jerk, hysterical, rhetoric 
coming from certain quarters is overblown and de-
signed only to enflame people's passions instead of 
making reasoned contributions to public debate on the 
subject. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Madam Deputy Speaker, 
SAGE has recommended a large number of activities 
currently provided by government to be privatised. 
What is the overarching rationale for these recom-
mendations? What is it? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: One thing that the SAGE 
Commission really did not . . . they really did not say 
why they made these recommendations. I have to say 
that.  

Now, what is so special about private sector 
that such recommendations should be made? Are 
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members of the private sector (i.e., for-profit organisa-
tions) intrinsically superior to government? Are the 
people who work for or manage private enterprises 
any smarter, better educated, harder working, more 
ambitious, or just plain better than those that work for 
government?  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
  
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I do not think so, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. I do not think so. There is no evi-
dence to show that that is true. There is no evidence. 
None at all. 

So what is the allure, the purported advantage 
that private enterprise has over public organisations?  

When I read this and prepared for this debate, 
I sat down and thought about that for a while. I tried to 
come up with one word that was the essence of this, 
and the one word that I have come up with is “compe-
tition.” In the capitalist system the key ingredient that 
makes the system work, that makes it self-cleansing, 
that makes it constantly seek greater and greater effi-
ciency, that drives innovation, is competition. The fact 
that somebody else can come along and make the 
same thing, or offer the same service, as you do, 
maybe even make it better or offer it at a lower price, 
is what drives private sector organisations to be better 
and better. If not, they will ultimately fail, and many in 
fact do fail. 

Once upon a time, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
in one of the companies that I was involved with, I had 
a one-time partner and he used to like this phrase. He 
used to say, There is nothing like a hanging to focus 
the mind, especially if the hanging is your own. The 
impetus of competition is absent in public sector or-
ganisations. There is no hanging to focus the mind, so 
the natural drive for survival, the drive to improve, to 
be defeated if that drive is absent—it is not there. This 
is not to say that public organisations do not have no-
ble social and humanitarian objectives. They do. And 
the truth is that no one—no one—has been able to 
successfully privatise the entire government. There 
are some services where a profit cannot be made but 
are important and essential services to the commu-
nity.  

But it is the do-or-die element that makes pri-
vate organisations and their management constantly 
searching for ways to improve and to stay one step 
ahead of the competition. Competition forces people 
into thinking about the forces of risk and reward. 

Every entrepreneur knows about risk and re-
ward—every single one of them. Balancing those two 
forces is crucial to a successful business. Both the 
entrepreneurs themselves, as well as their employ-
ees, because private sector employees also take that 
risk and sometimes share in the reward, too. More-
over, government employees know no such risk, nei-
ther do they necessarily get rewarded if their perform-
ance is exemplary. So the system neither rewards 

exceptional performance, nor does it punish poor per-
formance. Moreover, there is no natural cleansing 
process that removes poor performance, so the or-
ganisation slowly drifts towards stagnation.  
 Philosophically, I believe that government and 
private sector organisations employ people to enable 
them to provide a product or service. In other words, 
their objective is to produce the service; the job is a 
by-product of achieving that objective. Now, if you be-
lieve that the government has a duty to employ people 
no matter what the need for the product or service, 
then we have a philosophical divide that cannot be 
bridged. But based on my belief that jobs, unlike 
manna from heaven, are a by-product of a need to 
furnish a product or service, then it is the duty of man-
agement that the organisation to provide it is as effi-
cient as possible. Private enterprise has competition 
to drive that efficiency. Public sector has to invent 
something to drive it. In this case, the invention is 
called a SAGE Commission. 
 Globally, the cold war is over and the principal 
reason why nations of the west won is not because of 
nuclear weapons or political intrigue, but instead be-
cause capitalism enabled ordinary people to act in 
their own economic self-interests, and in doing so they 
created wealth for themselves, their communities and 
their nations. What if we could find a way to unleash 
that wealth-creating power, that efficiency-creating 
power, that power delivered by intelligent balancing of 
risk versus reward? What if we could apply that atti-
tude that only comes from self-interest to some func-
tions currently provided by the government, and 
thereby make those services more user-friendly, inno-
vative, efficient and economical?  
 Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, we can. We 
can do it through a process called mutualisation. What 
is mutualisation? Mutualisation is a process by which 
a service that is currently provided by the public sector 
is spun off into a separate entity. But the staff em-
ployed by the government to provide this service 
move over to the new entity, not only as employees, 
but as shareholders and managers of the new entity. 
Typically, these employees will be provided their 
shares without charge by the government and there 
will also be other private sectors investing alongside it, 
inside the entity.  

Often, but not always, the government will re-
tain some shareholding going forward. Mutualisation 
transforms employees into owners with outstanding 
success in the United Kingdom. If the staff is union-
ised, the staff choose whether or not to keep the 
membership in the union after mutualisation, and 
many have chosen to do so. Mutuals have a five- to 
six-year track record in the UK and there has evolved 
a proven structure and playbook on how to mutual-
ise—what to do, what not to do, what to do to take this 
concept from an idea to success on the ground. 

So if the Government decided to do this . . . 
and I am not saying that we have decided to do this—I 
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am putting this idea out for people to consider. You 
can go on the Internet. And I know my Honourable 
counterpart over there is an Internet hound. He has 
probably got this down already. But if you go on the 
Internet, there is a lot [of information] on the Internet 
about this. A lot of information. But I wanted to put this 
concept out there for people to consider.  

There has been much talk about economic 
empowerment over the years, but mutualisation of 
certain government services has proven itself to be an 
outstanding example of the empowerment of people in 
the UK, and certainly is something to consider here in 
Bermuda.  
 Another group that I would like to consider is 
Civil Service executive and human resources. The 
primary thrust of the SAGE Report deals with various 
aspects of leadership, accountability and perform-
ance. Now, I spent five years, along with my honour-
able colleague, Pat Gordon-Pamplin, in the Public 
Accounts Committee, and we examined and investi-
gated various reports coming from the Auditor Gen-
eral. What was striking was the number of times that 
budgets were overrun and that key rules like financial 
instructions were flat-out violated by senior civil ser-
vants, and there were no repercussions whatsoever. 
We found there was a laissez-faire culture in the Civil 
Service which turned a blind eye to such infractions; a 
culture where budget overruns carried no sanctions.  

I distinctly remember one civil servant who, 
when confronted by the Public Accounts Committee 
for spending overruns, reached inside his satchel and 
pulled out a fat file folder which chronicled budget-
busting practises going back decades, as though this 
was some justification for his failure to act. It was then 
and there that I had an epiphany that if I were ever to 
be part of a Government, we would have to do some-
thing to change that culture. SAGE is the result of that 
epiphany, and SAGE has found exactly what we saw 
as members of the Public Accounts Committee years 
ago. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, corporate culture is 
a very powerful thing. I am going to adapt a famous 
line of the famous poet, Alfred Lord Tennyson, a 
poem that I learned in school called The Brook, to 
say, ministers may come and ministers may go, but 
corporate culture goes on forever. That, indeed, is 
what we are up against—a culture that has outlasted 
countless ministers. But we can no longer afford the 
cost of no accountability, no consequences, no per-
formance—we cannot afford that culture even though 
it is so deeply embedded in Bermuda's Civil Service. 

SAGE looks at this in more than one way. It 
looks at it from the perspective of structure—the struc-
ture of the Civil Service, looking at responsibilities at 
the most senior levels. It also looks at it from the per-
spective of performance appraisals. Now, I have to 
say that SAGE is particularly harsh in its criticism of 
the Civil Service leadership. And I am not talking 
about one person here; but it is particularly harsh on 

the Civil Service leadership. I totally agree with the 
concept that without strong and able leadership, we 
cannot ever see an improvement.  

SAGE, in looking at performance appraisals, 
found that most people were rated satisfactory or bet-
ter. Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is statistically 
virtually impossible. Layer on top of that, the inability 
of the public service to control costs. You have to 
agree with the SAGE Commission that the perform-
ance appraisal system in government must be a joke. 

In the private sector competition combined 
with forces of risk and reward force managers to make 
honest and realistic appraisals of staff performance, 
rather than the socially acceptable fiction prevalent in 
the government. This candid appraisal of employee 
performance, combined with the necessary sanctions 
associated with unsatisfactory performance, is what is 
referred to as natural cleansing. If employees are not 
held accountable for their actions, the whole organisa-
tion suffers. If the organisation is the government, 
then it is taxpayers that suffer. These are some of the 
findings of the SAGE Commission. 
 Similarly, SAGE has targeted the Public Ser-
vice Commission to act more like a board of directors 
and be held responsible for decisions that they make. 
I am not certain that their recommendations actually 
require constitutional amendment or merely a refine-
ment of their functions, but I can tell you this, unless 
full accountability is directed from the top, it will not 
happen. What SAGE is saying is, How can you have 
full accountability in the public service when the top 
board, the Public Service Commission, is not itself 
held accountable to anybody? 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, these are just 
some of the themes that have been examined by the 
SAGE Commission. As I have mentioned at the out-
set, I will not attempt to cover the waterfront. My col-
leagues and Honourable Members, I am sure, will 
have much to say on many other areas. Change is 
always uncomfortable and raises fear of the unknown. 
However, the thing to really fear is the option of doing 
nothing. That option will surely take us down the road 
to financial ruin and Third World status. I do not think 
Bermudians want that. We will consult widely on the 
SAGE Report, then structure priorities and implement 
an implementation plan.  
 I now invite other Honourable Members to 
weigh in on this subject. 
 Thank you very much, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 Are there any Members that would like to 
speak? 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow 
Minister of Finance, Mr. E. D. G. Burt. 
 You have the floor. 
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Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 I must admit that I was not prepared to talk 
this soon . . . if you can give me one second to set up, 
if you do not mind. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Take your time, brother. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: We are taking the opportunity 
to discuss the motion which was moved by the Hon-
ourable Minister, E. T. Richards, notice of which was 
given on the 15th of November. 
 Member, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am ready to go. 
 Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. It is a 
good thing that I came back in after just trying to get a 
quick snack to make sure that I will be able to last 
through the full hour that I intend [to spend] on speak-
ing. 
 I thank the Minister of Finance for his lesson 
in economics, but I do not believe that the people who 
are listening and the people that are interested in what 
has been tabled by us today, or for us today and for 
debate today, which is the recommendation of the 
SAGE Commission—I do not believe they want an 
economic lesson. I do not believe they want to hear 
the Government say that we cannot do nothing.  

What they want to hear from the people who 
have been elected to lead the country is not what they 
will not do, or not to hear them say that we cannot do 
anything, it is [to] hear what they will do. That is the 
key point. And although I thank the Minister for his 
presentation, the Minister did not address anything 
specifically inside his report. He barely touched the 
surface. He barely touched the surface, and I believe 
that is a disservice to the many individuals who want 
to know what is the Government's position on the rec-
ommendations that we have in the SAGE Report. 

Before I get any further, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, we have heard the Minister say that there is 
going to be consultation, but clearly some decisions 
have already been made. We know that decision is 
made. The Premier yesterday said, We know areas 
where we agree with the SAGE Committee and will 
put into place those recommendations. Surely, we 
would have heard that from the Minister of Finance 
today. Surely, it is not unreasonable to expect to hear 
that from the Minister of Finance today.  

However, Madam Deputy Speaker, [we heard] 
nothing. I think that is a shame because I think that 
this allows us an opportunity to debate something that 
members of the public have been debating.  
 Now, the Progressive Labour Party went 
ahead and held town hall meetings across the coun-
try. And in those town hall meetings, our objective was 

to present the facts, not our opinions, to present the 
facts which are stated inside of the SAGE Report and 
to solicit the public's feedback, because we feel it is 
very important to have their feedback before we go 
ahead and we formulate a position to present before 
us today. However, I am responding to nothing. It is 
almost as though I am standing up about to shadow 
box. I have absolutely nothing to respond to because 
the Minister in charge has basically equivocated and 
ignored everything inside and said, We cannot do 
anything but, no, people of Bermuda, I am not going 
to tell you what this Government is prepared to do. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
hear the chirping (and I knew it was going to start). 
But the fact of the matter is, and I can say this with full 
clear conscience, they had their time to speak. They 
had their time to lay out what their plan was, and they 
have chosen not to do it but to give us an economics 
lesson.  

I can say, Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not 
believe that the people who we have in the Gallery 
representing the Bermuda Industrial Union and the 
Bermuda Public Services Union need an economics 
lesson; I believe they want to know what is the Gov-
ernment's plan going forward, and they have not 
heard it. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, let me continue. Let 
me continue because we have heard talk of mutuali-
sation but we did not hear anything about what gov-
ernment departments they feel should be outsourced,  
and where they agree. We did not hear anything 
about the setting up of the commission, when it is go-
ing to set up, whether or not the Minister feels it 
should be set up—none of that. We seem to spend a 
lot of time looking in the rear-view mirror talking about 
the Progressive Labour Party, talking about 14 years, 
talking about how things were. The Minister of Fi-
nance is the Minister of Finance now and the people 
deserve—and this House deserves—to know what is 
their perspective. 
 I will say that we are here and the motion says 
that this Honourable House take note of the final re-
port of the Spending and Government Efficiency 
Commission. I have said a lot about what the Minister 
has not said in this House, but I know what the Minis-
ter has said in other places. One of the things that he 
has said in other places is when the Minister was—I 
think he was giving a briefing on the bond issue that 
happened last week or the week before last . . . He 
was asked as to whether or not the Government had 
the testicular fortitude to implement the recommenda-
tions of the SAGE Commission. And his response—
and I am paraphrasing but I am welcomed to be cor-
rected if I am wrong—his response was, Yes, we have 
no choice.  
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That was his response then, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. So I would have expected that the Minister 
would get up here and tell us the same thing. Go 
through this report and say, You know what, Madam 
Deputy Speaker? This Government supports this. This 
Government agrees with this in the SAGE Commis-
sion. No touch on the recommendations, the hundreds 
of recommendations which we have inside of here.  
 So, that is a disappointment. But let me move 
on, Madam Deputy Speaker, because what I would 
say is when the Premier spoke yesterday and he said 
that there are many things in the SAGE Report the 
Government views and agrees with, the only thing of 
which that he mentioned yesterday was the example 
of the separation between the Cabinet secretary and 
the head of the Civil Service which, if memory serves 
correctly, is not something new, which is something 
done before and I believe that is was most likely con-
solidated to save money. So the one agreement, the 
one thing that he says he agrees with, is something 
that will cost more money and create an additional 
position in Government. That is fine. So, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, we have to once again ask, Where ex-
actly is the Government on this, and why do we hear 
the double-talk? 
 What I will say, getting to the report, is that I 
will commend the persons who worked on the produc-
tion of this report—and some of them I believe are in 
the Gallery today—because the country, without ques-
tion, owes them a debt of gratitude. Whether or not we 
agree with the recommendations, we do not know 
what the Government stance is, but whether or not as 
a member of the public we agree with the recommen-
dations of the SAGE Committee, we believe that 
these people, who gave a lot of their time, insofar as 
putting together this report and putting together a lot 
of information, meeting with people, getting this infor-
mation in, I think it is very good.  

Of course, Madam Deputy Speaker, there are 
OBA people and there are PLP people, most notably 
Dame Jennifer. And the reason why, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, it is kind of hard to argue against efficiency 
is because I believe that efficiency is something that 
we all support. It kind of brings to mind something that 
we will not be discussing, but it kind of brings it to 
mind, Do you favour the introduction of regulated ca-
sino gaming for the purposes of creating new jobs for 
Bermudians and encouraging— 
 
The Deputy Speaker: You know, you know, you can-
not refer to something that has already gone on in the 
House.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Nothing has gone on. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: All right. 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: Hold a second. Hold a second.  
I am saying, Madam Deputy Speaker, is, of 

course people are in favour of hotel development and 
encouraging jobs, in the exact same way that people 
are in favour of efficiency inside of Government. I was 
using it to make a point, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
that, of course, we are in favour of efficiency inside of 
Government. It is something that the Progressive La-
bour Party, when they were in Government, worked 
on, and there were definitely steps of increases in effi-
ciency that took place while the Progressive Labour 
Party was in Government.  

So I think that we are all on that side, and I 
think that is why it was a bipartisan effort. And indi-
viduals who were instrumental in that process were 
part of that and there was a large volume of work 
[done]. I also appreciate them for going through the 
effort to share a lot of the stuff with the public. 

There were things that were made available to 
the public by the SAGE Commission. Some of the 
things I think were scrubbed by the Government. I do 
not know what exactly was red-lined and what they 
felt the public could not see, because there were 
some things that we were supposed to get in a flash 
drive and which were held back because the Govern-
ment did not want them released to the public, some-
thing that is very sad. But at least they tried to get 
some information out to the public, so I think it is a 
good thing.  

One of the things that I would ask, when the 
Minister gets his chance to respond, is if he could 
possibly share with the House and the members of 
the listening audience, what were the things that the 
SAGE Commission wanted to be shared with the pub-
lic, or felt should be shared with the public, that the 
Government felt should not be shared with the public 
and they took out? 
 I also will commend them for having a debate 
with the people at the town hall [meetings], where they 
went out and solicited people's responses. I thought it 
was very well executed. There are certainly some 
challenges the way it is, but it was well-intentioned, so 
I will give them credit for that because they gave their 
time. 
 Though we welcome the report, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker, it is a challenge (I would say) to take it at 
face value. Why do I say that? Because the very day 
that the report was released the former Cabinet secre-
tary came out and criticised some aspects of the re-
port. I am quoting from Bernews and it says, "Mr Scott 
said, the report makes a number of sound and useful 
recommendations, however the overall quality is 'di-
minished in some areas by errors of fact and the reli-
ance on anecdotal stories . . ."  

Now, as I have just finished complimenting 
the SAGE Commission, we have to keep in mind that 
not everything in here is pure fact. Some items are 
anecdotal and some things are wrong. So I think it is 
very important that we keep that in mind.  
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Madam Deputy Speaker, we all remember the 
SAGE awards fiasco which took place wherein indi-
viduals were given awards for submitting false infor-
mation, so that information formed part of the report. 
So it is definitely a challenge to figure out what is cor-
rect and what is incorrect. But I do not in any way, 
shape or form believe that the entire report should be 
discounted. I do believe, however, that we have to be 
careful of those with that situation. 
 Now, getting to the crux of the issue, I also 
believe that the mandate was not correct. Why do I 
say that? We know that the Government set up the 
SAGE Committee and the idea for the SAGE Commit-
tee most likely came from New York which had a simi-
lar thing, which had a SAGE Committee, you know, 
Spending and Government Efficiency, but the chal-
lenge is that SAGE was not charged with balancing 
the budget. They were not charged with balancing the 
budget. Their mandate was to look at the Government 
and find out how we can make it more efficient. That 
is why there are the challenges. You know, when we 
get to the end and we are talking about a glide path, 
four years to balance budget, this is the way it goes, I 
am not sure that was their mandate. And I think that 
the Minister said there was no specific targets which 
were set. So I guess I am challenged by the recom-
mendations which were made in the end insofar as 
the glide path because they did not mention anything 
about revenue.  

Revenue was not in their remit; yet, they as-
sume a certain revenue growth target—which I hope 
will be exceeded—and then they assigned cuts after 
that. So I think that that . . . I am certainly challenged 
there insofar as what does the glide path have to do 
with Government efficiency.  
 But yet I move on because I think that the 
main crux of the issue (and it addresses some of what 
the Minister said) is that SAGE itself is a false prem-
ise. Why do I say that? Because it is almost a view 
[held by] many that the SAGE Commission and its 
structure . . . sorry, the Government and the structure 
of Government is the problem. I do not believe that 
the efficiency of Government and its structure is the 
problem, Madam Deputy Speaker. Our budget trou-
bles that we have are a result of economic troubles. It 
is not the other way around. Government structure 
does not cause economic troubles. Our challenges, 
when it comes to budgets, when it comes to revenue 
and expenditure, are based upon economic troubles. 
It is not the other way around. 

I want to make sure that I emphasise this 
point because I think that in Bermuda our challenge is 
the economy. I do not believe that our challenge is the 
structure of Government. Yes, we need to make sure 
that we make Government more efficient. Yes, we 
have to do that. But the focus should not be solely on 
[this], and this should not be the whole depth of it in-
sofar as increasing efficiency, because I do not be-
lieve that is the problem. I do not believe that if we fix 

the Government, if we balance the budget, by what-
ever cuts, then our economy will be good, because it 
will not be. I think that we must be clear on that as-
pect. This is speaking to spending and Government 
efficiency, but this will not address the problems this 
country has, which is the issue and need for growth.  
 SAGE says that we can fix the deficit by cut-
ting staff, privatising departments, busting unions, 
slashing grants, and all will be well. The promise of 
Bermuda will be restored. That will only cause more 
pain and hurt inside of our community. I will say that I 
can agree with the Minister on one thing. We cannot 
cut our way out of this problem. I can speak from ex-
perience. Do you know how I can speak from experi-
ence? Because the Honourable Minister of Finance is 
very keen to remind me at any point in time that I 
served as the Junior Minister of Finance. Well, yes, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, I served as Junior Minister 
of Finance. And when I came into that office the for-
mer Premier and former Minister of Finance had a 
mandate to attempt to reduce spending by $150 mil-
lion in the first year.  

Can I tell you something, Madam Deputy 
Speaker? I believe that that caused more damage and 
caused more harm than the problems which it solved. 
So I know for a fact that you cannot cut your way out 
of the problem. Economists will tell you that you can-
not cut your way out of the problem. So when we try 
to approach the situation by saying we can cut our 
way out of the problem, history—overseas interna-
tionally, economically, but also right here in Bermuda, 
our recent history—tells us that we cannot cut our way 
from the problem. 

As I said, Madam Deputy Speaker, I return to 
the false premise. The economic weakness which 
created our structural imbalance and our structural 
deficits . . . it is not the size and scope of Government 
that is our problem. To eliminate deficits we have to 
focus not only on efficiency, but we have to put a lot 
more energy into economic growth and revenue 
growth. I will get to some of those things later. I think it 
is important that we remember that so that this report 
should not be viewed as the end all for this debate, 
because you cannot fix our situation by cutting. You 
will only work to damage the families. You will only 
work to damage the economy further. 
 It is interesting . . . and I would just like to re-
flect, because I like to reflect back to campaign ads. 
You know, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am a student of 
politics, and I am actively involved. If I think back to 
the 2012 campaign and I think back to the debate 
which we had in March, we talked about the SAGE 
Committee being the “cuts and pain committee” and 
that is how the Progressive Labour Party referred to it 
in the election campaign. I think that history has 
proven us to be correct, because that is all that we are 
seeing inside of the SAGE Committee report—cuts to 
government services, cuts to government grants, cuts 
to government staff—which will only bring pain, hurt 
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and suffering to our people. And that cannot be the 
answer and the way to go. Nothing in this report will 
bring economic growth. Nothing in this report will raise 
incomes. Nothing in this report will strengthen fami-
lies, and nothing in this report will help our children 
become more educated. That is the fact and that is 
reality. 

What it takes us to now, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, is something that we have recent experience 
with especially. It comes to the issue of broken prom-
ises. We saw the Government turn back on a promise 
earlier today. But we heard nothing from the Minister 
of Finance in regard to what promises the Govern-
ment intends to break because of the SAGE Commis-
sion Report. When we were discussing another de-
bate a few months ago, I remember holding up an ad 
from the One Bermuda Alliance's 2012 election cam-
paign. It was a picture of someone extending their 
hand and it was, you know, You have our word. And it 
says that, We will protect Civil Service jobs. We will 
protect FutureCare benefits. We will protect free 
transportation for seniors. We will protect day care for 
families in need. That is what was said by the One 
Bermuda Alliance during their election campaign.  

Nothing.  
Complete silence from the Government inso-

far as to what happens when promises have to be 
broken. Nothing from . . . the Minister of Finance said 
we cannot do anything, but the Minister of Finance 
never once said we are going to have to break some 
more promises. 

Now, let me be very clear, the track record of 
the One Bermuda Alliance Government . . . the people 
should expect that, of course, there are going to be 
promises. And any ad that was produced in the 2012 
election campaign . . . they might as well use it to heat 
their houses during the Christmas holiday because it 
is completely useless. You might as well burn it up 
because you do not even need to remember it. Be-
cause, as we have seen, they have a history of break-
ing promises, and I think these promises will come 
because we know that free transportation for seniors 
is gone. We saw that go even as much as the Attor-
ney General wanted to argue that you could get it. No. 
We saw that is gone. 

We now have Minister Moniz in charge of 
Health. I do not know how many more reversals we 
will have when health care things are trying to be 
taken from seniors and our people. I do not know if 
those reversals will happen. We see the SAGE Com-
mission has recommended cuts to grants. Do you 
know what cuts to grants are? Cuts to grants are day 
care allowance. Cuts to grants are financial assis-
tance. Cuts to grants are grants to the hospital. Cuts 
to grants are education, scholarships, CedarBridge. 
Those are all the things which they recommended to 
cut. Government says nothing. Complete silence 
about that.  

And the SAGE Commission, in clear black 
and white, is recommending the elimination of Civil 
Service posts. Silence from the Government on this 
issue. Complete silence on what it means to their 
election pledges. We have heard absolutely nothing.  

In my view, that is not acceptable. You cannot 
shirk the responsibilities of Government. You cannot 
shirk the responsibilities of what you are supposed to 
do. If you have decided to commission this report, you 
should either stand by the report or have the courage 
to stand up and say what you agree with and what 
you do not agree with. That is the very least that the 
people who are listening to this debate should expect 
to hear. 
 As I have said before, these cuts will only 
harm our economy. They will dampen demand inside 
of our economy and they will push more people in our 
country into poverty. That is not the way that we need 
to go. Unlike the Government or the Minister, I am 
going to attempt to touch on some of the items which 
were actually raised in the report. I am going to start in 
the first chapter, and I am going to go to Performance. 
 Here is what I will say, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, as I referred to the referendum on Gaming 
Act 2013 and the wording of the question insofar as, 
you know, supporting hotel development and jobs. I 
think that we can all support increased performance 
inside the Civil Service. I think that all of us contribute 
to the running of this country, and I think that all of us 
should want it to run at its most efficient level as it 
can. One of the things, as the Minister said, is that the 
SAGE report dealt a lot with the Civil Service leader-
ship. I think that is interesting, because I was pleased 
to see that the Premier, yesterday, did not take, I 
guess, the bait and take the opportunity to attempt to 
beat up on the civil servants. Because Members on 
this side who have served in Government have 
worked with the Civil Service and there are a lot of 
civil servants that are excellent civil servants—they do 
not show up to work late; they do not leave work early. 
They come to work early; they leave work late. They 
work on the weekends. They spend the extra time. 
They do the extra stuff which is required. They do not 
get overtime but they want to do it to make sure they 
do a good job. Those are the civil servants which we 
have and those are the civil servants of which we 
have exposure to. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But it would be silly to say that 
there are not some that are substandard. But I think it 
is not good that all of our civil servants are painted 
with the brush of the bad because we have a lot of 
civil servants that do very well. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
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Mr. E. David Burt: That much being said, there are a 
few too many civil servants who just get by. And we 
have to be honest with ourselves and we have to real-
ise that this must be a function and a result of leader-
ship that needs to be strengthened at all levels of 
Government.  

I think that the SAGE Commission put that in 
black and white, and I think that is something that we 
can all support because, of course, as I said, we want 
our Government to be better. The recommendations 
that are in here, especially when it comes to talent 
management inside the Civil Service, should be fol-
lowed. And I look forward to [hearing] the Minister at 
some point in time in the future—because we did not 
hear it today—on what he will take up and how he will 
address them. Because we know of a lot of bright in-
dividuals, young individuals, people of my generation 
(although Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not consider 
myself young anymore) who have been in the Civil 
Service for a while. You know, they have gone away, 
gotten their degrees, had experience, et cetera, and 
feel stifled. They feel as though their ideas are not 
met, their ideas are not accepted. That is the truth and 
we have that inside the Civil Service.  

The SAGE Commission has pointed out those 
facts and put them in black and white. I think that we 
can all support that because I think that talent man-
agement is very important. We need to help the high-
flyers to move up the chain. We need to make sure 
that they are the people who become our future lead-
ers, our future permanent secretaries, our future cabi-
net secretaries, and we must continue to foster that 
growth with trading and development and make sure 
we deal with that management issue. 
 The SAGE Commission speaks to whether or 
not permanent secretaries should be on fixed con-
tracts, or whether they should be renewed. I think that 
we can look at that and we can say, Yes, you know 
what? There should be some type of contract. There 
should be some type of management targets that 
people might want to adhere to. I think that one of the 
things that I want to also state, which is something 
that the Progressive Labour Party has advocated in 
the past, [is the idea] of performance-based pay. I 
think that is very important and I think that people—
especially people in leadership and management 
roles—need to be given an incentive to perform and 
deliver results. I think that is something that can apply 
in any place.  

One of the examples that I always like to tell 
some of my constituents when we are talking about 
the Civil Service and how things can be more efficient, 
I just say this, I say, When you are dealing with any 
person, whether it be a civil servant or a non-civil ser-
vant, you have to have an incentive to do more. It is 
the study of almost behavioural economics. You have 
to have the incentive to do more. If I am a person sit-
ting in an office at AIG and my job is to process these 
certain things and somebody comes to me with an 

idea to make it more efficient, if I do not have an in-
centive in any way, shape or form to make it more 
efficient, I am not going to do the work to make it more 
efficient. That is just the reality of what exists inside of 
structures. So I think that it is very important that we 
embrace things which will make the public sector 
more efficient, and also we should look at things inso-
far as performance-based pay. I think that is very im-
portant. 
 There are, however, some things inside of the 
SAGE Commission's recommendations which also 
just seem to increase costs. Yes, they have ventured 
certain things insofar as elimination of some directors 
and consolidation of some departments, but then 
there is also the creation of things such as the minis-
terial private office, for a person who can write 
speeches and manage schedules for the Minister. I 
think that that lends itself to abuse, but it remains to 
be seen on how exactly the Government is going to 
act for that.  

Now, also on the issue of performance, there 
was a call for benefits to be harmonised across un-
ions. This is something that I spoke about a few 
weeks ago, Madam Deputy Speaker, in where the 
Throne Speech of the One Bermuda Alliance this year 
said that they were going to go after police benefits 
and look to harmonise from across the board. What I 
think is true, and I think that all people can under-
stand, is that different unions have different needs. I 
think that although it may sound nice to harmonise the 
benefits across the board, it may not make sense. 
Now, I did not hear anything from the Government 
about that so I cannot comment as to whether I agree 
with their position. What I can say is, we will wait and 
hear what their view is on that. 
 One other thing that was mentioned when we 
were talking about performance, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, was checks and balances. And I would like 
to quote this from the report. It said, "The Public Ac-
counts Committee of the House of Assembly should 
investigate how to prove its effectiveness in scrutinis-
ing public spending rather than focus on political point 
scoring."  
 I will say this, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
agree, because I am the Chairman of the Public Ac-
counts Committee. Although we have not met as 
much as we would have liked this year, I think that it is 
important, and I think that oversight can serve—
oversight from Parliament, especially—to increase the 
functions or to increase the efficiency of government 
departments.  
 If there were regular committees of the 
House, which was mentioned in other places of the 
report, which are assigned to scrutinise certain gov-
ernment departments, and are able to familiarise 
themselves with government departments and are 
able to report back to this House on what they have 
found, I do believe that that can help to promote better 
efficiency and work inside of government, and I think 
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that strengthening our government in that way is 
something that is very good. What I can say is that the 
Public Accounts Committee is not only going to focus 
on expenditure but we are also going to (like the UK 
Public Accounts Committee has done) focus on reve-
nue, because I think that is important. 
 As I said before, Madam Deputy Speaker, I 
appreciate the SAGE Commission for trying to put 
more things in a public domain, and I appreciate them 
publishing the Ministerial Code of Conduct and I ap-
preciate their ideas for increased transparency inside 
the Civil Service—things such as publishing the min-
utes of the Civil Service executive, or publishing min-
isterial directions to quangos. I think that as a people 
we can accept that the more transparent the Govern-
ment is, the better it works, and the more we can test 
to make sure that it is operating in the way that it 
should. So those are things that we support. 
 One thing I can also say is that it mentioned, 
insofar as performance, information technology. Now 
this is something that I have some expertise in, and I 
know it is something that the Minister of Finance has 
expertise in as well. We have made tremendous gains 
in this area over the years. However, the report shows 
that there is much work to be done.  
 One of the challenges that we have is that still 
in government we have a lot of disparate systems. 
Just in the way that we have certain government de-
partments that do not talk to each other, we have a lot 
of government systems that do not talk to each other. 
These are challenges that when I first returned to 
Bermuda and I attended my first IT meeting inside of 
government in 2003—these were things that were 
being discussed in 2003. Some of them have been 
fixed. Others of them are still outstanding, and there is 
a certain reluctance inside—whether it be mainly the 
Civil Service to breakdown those silos and breakdown 
those barriers. Efficiency in a lot of ways, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, requires that those [barriers] be bro-
ken down. So I would hope that we would see some 
movement in that and I would hope that we would see 
more efficiency insofar as systems talking to each 
other, because it is important for someone to have a 
view of what governments are doing.  
 Let me move on to the next item. The next 
item is streamlining. Now remember, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, when I was talking about how the One Ber-
muda Alliance's campaign materials can just be used 
to warm the House because whatever was said on 
those are subject to change at any time, it is almost as 
though the pages on reorganisation from the SAGE 
Committee are almost the same thing. Why do I say 
that? We heard silence from the Minister on the rec-
ommendations of that aspect. It is hard to take the 
Government seriously when they are not even going 
to speak about the painful things. We did not hear 
anything from the Minister (unless it was when I was 
in the kitchen, and, again, I was listening) on how 
does he feel about the reduction of the size of the 

House. I was pleased to see the Premier reduce the 
size of Cabinet—which is something that we have 
been talking about but— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Exactly. 

I would hope that he . . . and I am hoping that 
he will speak. I am hoping he can tell us if after 
April 1st he will be getting rid of the Minister of Tour-
ism, seeing as the de facto Tourism Minister will then 
be in charge of Tourism. We are hoping that he might 
merge the Ministry of Transport into another Ministry, 
which is what the SAGE Commission has said.  

The question is, Will he do those things? Will 
he follow through with the report? I would hope that he 
would speak to what he agrees with and what he dis-
agrees with because yesterday he said, We agree 
with some of the recommendations. I am hoping that 
he can go further than the one recommendation that 
he said. But where do they stand on the reduction of 
the size of the House of Assembly? Where do they 
stand?  

Where do they stand on the reduction insofar 
as Ministries? Where do they stand, Madam Deputy 
Speaker? I think that is something that the public de-
serves to know because when we look at the new or-
ganisational chart it says to reduce government by 20 
departments. Madam Deputy Speaker, 20 depart-
ments? That is a huge number of government jobs 
and it speaks to the structure of government. Yet we 
go back to the promises of saying that we are not go-
ing to get rid of any government jobs. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am quite sure the people at the 
Department of Tourism know what that means, be-
cause they have got rid of them 

Oh, I hear chirping from the other side. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order is? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member 
is misleading the House. We made it clear that no 
staff of the Department of Tourism would lose their 
job, and that will be maintained. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you for the clarification. 
 Member? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Madam Deputy Speaker, to which 
I would say that the Minister also made it quite clear in 
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this House two months ago that the Government was 
going to hold a referendum on gaming. So as much as 
he wants to stand up and say I am misleading the 
House, we understand the history of the One Ber-
muda Alliance, and we understand the history of re-
versals to which they are prone.  

So it is nice of him to get up and say that, but 
the fact is that the SAGE Commission is recommend-
ing a reduction of 20 government departments. So we 
want to know where the Government stands on that. I 
do not believe it is that much of a question to ask. 
Where do you stand on the elimination of the Depart-
ment of the Registry General? Where do you stand on 
that?  

Where do you stand on the recommendations 
from the SAGE Commission insofar as the post of-
fices? Do you believe there should be three post of-
fices? Do you believe that we should stop giving home 
delivery? Do you believe that we should eliminate the 
staff, as the SAGE Commission has called for, that 
are no longer required? Is that what you believe?  

Tell us what you agree with! Tell us what 
more promises you are going to break. I do not be-
lieve that is too much to ask. We see also that the 
SAGE Commission has recommended in clear black 
and white that the Government should get rid of the 
Department of National Drug Control. We saw last 
week, Madam Deputy Speaker, that that is not on the 
cards. So clearly they know what they are going to 
keep and what they are not going to keep. I think that 
at least they should try to level with the House and tell 
us their plans going forward.  
 There is one thing that I thought was very in-
teresting, it was under the Ministry of Justice, and it 
said it supported a recommendation to move the PATI 
[Public Access To Information] to this Ministry, and I 
was like, PATI? Oh my goodness. I forgot what that 
word was. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I think it is the first time that I have 
heard a mention of PATI from this Government—and 
it was not from the Government, it was from the SAGE 
Commission! A year into the Government and not a 
word about PATI.  

I remember we would have day after day on 
the front page of the Royal Gazette a right to know, a 
right to know, a right to know! A year later—nothing. 
But at least the SAGE Commission said it should be 
moved. I wonder where it lies right now. Does it still 
reside in the Cabinet office? Hopefully. Maybe we can 
find out. It was something that I found interesting I 
was like, PATI? Wow, I remember that. I really re-
member that.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 

Mr. E. David Burt: I am going to move on to point 
number eight.  

Madam Deputy Speaker. How much time do I 
have left? 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Now twenty three [minutes]. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Twenty-three? Thank you.  
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: What I will do is . . . on to the next 
chapter, and that is the chapter on measurement and 
metrics.  

Once again, we can support these things that 
are . . . a lot of the recommendations that are here. 
Why do I say that? Because I think that a lot of them 
deal with transparency, as I have said many times 
during my presentation, and I think transparency is 
good. One of the things that the SAGE Commission 
recommended was a national strategic plan, and it is 
a five-year plan. And I said, Oh, boy, I am quite sure 
the Minister of Finance saw that and thought ‘commu-
nism’ and is not going to support it. But I think that it 
is, in the same way insofar as it said a five-year plan, 
one of the things it also said is that it should be pub-
lished.  

I think that is important because one of the 
things that [causes] constant criticism from this side is 
that we do not know what the Government's plan is 
now. If we do not know what the Government's plan is 
now, one would also assume that the public does not 
know what the Government's plan is now. If they were 
to come up with a five-year plan or three- to five-year 
plan, as the SAGE Commission said and published on 
their website, then I think that more people would be 
informed as to what it is that the Government is doing.  

So I would hope that the Premier would speak 
on that when he gets his chance to speak because it 
is certainly something that I support. It says that, you 
know, the items should be measured quarterly and 
published insofar as how they are going about that. I 
think that that would help us in this House do our job, 
help us to make sure that we hold the executives to 
account and the Government of the day to account. If 
they [say], This is our plan, and on a quarterly basis it 
is reporting on the different measures in which they 
are following . . . I think that is important right now, 
Madam Deputy Speaker.  

A lot of the things that speak to increased 
governance and transparency I think are excellent 
ideas, insofar as to how we can improve the function-
ing of our democracy. They also said that strategic 
plans for each Ministry should be published and 
measured, and that is also something that I can sup-
port, and that is something that I look forward to hear-
ing, on how the Government is going to move forward 
on those recommendations. 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



530 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
 One of the other sections in the part about 
measurement was budgetary control. Here is what I 
will say; it would be very hard to make the argument 
that the Government has had an easy time sticking 
with its budget targets. I would say that there have 
been instances when budget targets have not been 
met, and this is something that we have encountered 
in the Public Accounts Committee.  

One of the things that has been identified in 
the SAGE Commission Report, and something that 
we have also come to grips with in the Public Ac-
counts Committee, is that (and I quote) "[Ensure that 
all budgets . . . are realistic . . . ." I wholeheartedly 
support that view, because it is my view that unrealis-
tic budgets undermine the confidence that that the 
people have in their system of governments, and they 
also undermine the confidence that institutions would 
have inside of their system of government. And I do 
not believe that is something that we should promote. 
So I support the work or the recommendations that 
the SAGE Committee has made, and I think that we 
need to recognise that in some places we have fallen 
short of making sure that we adhere to budgetary con-
trols. And some of that is necessity, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I remember in the same example 
(which I said before) about our trying to cut $150,000 
from the budget in one year. And we were unable to 
do it because there [were] demands and we were 
faced with certain demands, and we chose not to. We 
chose not to have people show up at the hospital and 
be denied health care. We said, You know what? We 
need to give the Bermuda Hospitals Board the addi-
tional money which they need.  

So these are the choices which we have to 
make, Mr. Speaker, but I think it is important to realise 
that I think that this is a recommendation that is here. I 
think that we need to make sure that we have more 
realistic budgets. I think that we need to increase our 
budgetary control. The Public Accounts Committee is 
examining things on that, and I appreciate the SAGE 
Commission's recommendations on that.  
 In my 20 minutes left, let me move on to the 
elephant in the room, and that is privatisation and out-
sourcing. Something that I think the Minister did speak 
to for a little bit—except that he called privatisation, 
“mutualisation.” He gave it a new word. Something 
nice; something pretty. Something that sounds better. 
Something that feels better. Something that might 
make people [feel] warm and fuzzy, but let us be clear 
on this, Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: As the Whip said, A rose by any 
other name is still a rose. 

Now, I will get to mutualisation in a bit, Mr. 
Speaker, but allow me to say this. It should come as 
no surprise, Mr. Speaker, and [it is] history, for people 
to know that the Progressive Labour Party was born 
out of the labour union. Just as the move to close 
Lamb Foggo was born out a desire spelled out in the 
BHB's own reports to bust the union and to promote 
the privatisation agenda. Privatisation is a move to roll 
back the rights and benefits that our workers have 
fought for and that they enjoy nowadays. Make clear, 
Mr. Speaker, there should be no doubt that is what 
privatisation is about. Let it be also no doubt, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Pardon me? 
 
The Speaker: I know I did not hear . .  I know I did not 
hear clapping. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, you did not. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I am sorry. 
 
The Speaker: I know I did not hear clapping. But if I 
did hear it, whoever clapped, please, do not do it 
again. Please, do it no more. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I think what I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
is that the Progressive Labour Party will stand side-to-
side with the unions in protecting the dignity of work, 
making sure that we ensure a liveable wage, continu-
ing needed benefits, and never compromising on the 
rights of public workers or those people who deliver 
public services to organise. Because I think that is 
vitally important.  

I can only refer back to statistics that were 
shared with me that saw the rate of wage increases 
based on the CPI. And the only people whose wages 
kept up with the CPI . . . Mr. Speaker, do you know 
who those were? Those were unionised workers. The 
other workers fell behind. That means that their stan-
dard of living went down. And that is not something 
that we want to happen for more people in this coun-
try. 
 When we talk about privatisation outsourcing, 
there is a real fear that the rich get richer. Now let me 
be clear, Mr. Speaker, I am disturbed by the privatisa-
tion agenda and the thought that government assets 
could or should be sold into private hands at a dis-
count so those who can afford to buy them can ex-
pand their business empires. That is the privatisation 
agenda, Mr. Speaker. That is what we are speaking 
of. Those are the things of which are being promoted 
inside of the SAGE Committee's report. That is what 
we are come to face with. And although we heard a lot 
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about mutualisation, we heard nothing about whether 
or not the Government is going to set up a privatisa-
tion outsourcing committee, we heard nothing about 
what departments they will look to examine to priva-
tise. We heard nothing, so I hope with the speakers 
that are set to come that we will hear some of those 
things.  
 Once again, I will go back to history. History is 
a wonderful thing because we will say this, and I will 
quote the Minister of Finance from the Royal Gazette, 
March 3, 2012, he said, and I quote, “We [will] revive 
this economy . . . re-grow Bermuda without looking at 
privatisation." What a difference a year and a half 
makes! Because now we are hearing that we need to 
look at privatisation.  

I will go on to read some more, though. He 
said, and I quote, "Privatisation is not part of our plan. 
We plan to revive this economy . . . without . . . priva-
tisation." Really, Mr. Speaker? I do not believe that is 
the case because, as we have seen, the SAGE 
Commission has brought it up and we have heard that 
the Minister of Finance, when he is dealing with the 
people who are going to buy government bonds, say-
ing, Yes, we must follow the recommendations of the 
SAGE Commission. We have heard a little bit of si-
lence today. We heard some nice words on mutualisa-
tion, but we did not hear what is the Government's 
view is, insofar as privatisation.  

Where do they stand? Who is going to be on 
the privatisation outsourcing committee? When will 
they set it up? These are things of which we need 
know. We have seen before that the One Bermuda 
Alliance has put things in place themselves. We saw it 
with the people who were advising the Minister of Fi-
nance on their debt and the debt management com-
mittee. We have seen that. I think that we must know 
in advance what is the Government's agenda.  
 Let me make this clear: If the Government is 
planning on pursuing an agenda of privatisation in 
direct contradiction to what they said before the gen-
eral election, then I must warn them that it needs to be 
done with a human face. It needs to preserve the jobs 
of our people. It needs to preserve the quality of ser-
vice that is delivered to the community, and it needs to 
respect the rights of workers to be represented by the 
union of their choice. It cannot be an exercise to en-
rich friends and family, and it cannot be an exercise to 
raise the cost of living for the people who live inside of 
this country.  

I think that is a very key point because when 
we hear these wonderful stories about privatising the 
bus service, which is losing $8 million a year . . . what 
private investor is going to buy something that is los-
ing $8 million a year? They are either going to have to 
cut costs by laying off people or they are going to 
have to raise prices. Which one is it? That is what we 
are faced with, Mr. Speaker. Now I can understand, 
because, as I said in the beginning, we cannot do 
nothing. I can agree with the Minister of Finance on 

that. But we have not heard anything of which they 
plan to do. Silence on the recommendations of the 
[SAGE] Commission, so I am going to say that this is 
our view from the Progressive Labour Party side.  
 Let me speak about that very pretty word that 
we were introduced to yesterday, “mutualisation.” Now 
I will tell you this, Mr. Speaker, the Minister is speak-
ing my language. The reason I will say he is speaking 
my language is because I have spoken to people in-
side the unions about this concept before. However, I 
think it is very clear that what the Minister spoke about 
yesterday and what he spoke about earlier today is 
not the true definition of mutualisation. The definition 
of mutualisation is, and I quote, "to set up or organise 
a corporation so that the majority of common stock is 
owned by customers or employees." That means that 
the employees are in control. And that sounds good to 
me. That may sound good to the union, but that is not 
what the Government is proposing, and that is not 
what is taking place in the United Kingdom. 

The example that the Minister gave about 
MyCSP—and thank you for giving [me] kudos be-
cause I did look it up—talking about the privatisation 
of which has happened—or the mutualisation 
(sorry)—which has happened in MyCSP—only 
25 per cent of the shares are owned by the employ-
ees. It is not a majority. Only 25 per cent. And here is 
the other thing, Mr. Speaker. There is not a long his-
tory of success— 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Minister? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I believe that the Honour-
able Member is misleading the House, insofar as his 
definition is concerned. I do not know what his defini-
tion is, but that is certainly not the only definition. 
 
The Speaker: Right, right. Well, that is his definition. 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is why I just want it 
to be clear, that is his definition. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. Right, exactly. All right, thank you. 
 Carry on. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: It is good to see that the Minister 
of Finance is here and awake. I like that. To be clear, 
Mr. Speaker . . . and I want to say this with all hon-
esty. I have a tremendous amount of respect for the 
Minister of Finance. Although we disagree often, I do 
believe that he is a man of integrity and he has the 
best interests of this country at heart. That much I will 
say. I have no issue saying that because I have full 
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respect for the Minister of Finance. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I am not going to extend that to other people on the 
front bench— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I want to be very clear! Don’t get 
too excited over there. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: However, let me say this (getting 
back to where I was). The example that the Minister 
gave was MyCSP and the 25 was only on 25 per cent 
of the employees. The Royal Mail was privatised the 
other day. The employees have shares. The employ-
ees have representation on the board, but no one is 
[saying that] Royal Mail was mutualised. It was priva-
tised, Mr. Speaker! So the definition, the very example 
of things that are said . . . we have to understand that 
mutualisation is privatisation by another name.  

Now, we can put it in nice pretty words, but let 
us not be deceived. What also is, Mr. Speaker, in the-
ory, yes, mutualisation can work, but it does not work 
in all situations. It is something that is reasonably new 
inside the UK context. But mainly it has been limited 
to local services. We are not talking about the national 
bus service or the ferry service. We are talking about 
a lot of local services—delivery of health care, delivery 
of probation services and parole services in local 
communities and kind of the devolution agenda of the 
former Government. But [consider] some of the mutu-
als promoted as a success on the UK Government 
website.  

Do you know how many employees one mu-
tual had? One. There are mutuals with one employee. 
That is the type of thing we are looking at, Mr. 
Speaker. We are not talking about large organisations 
in some cases. We are talking about the examples 
that are on the UK websites–companies of one. So let 
us not get dragged away down this road that mutuali-
sation is the answer, because, although I can support 
the premise of mutualisation in its traditional concept 
insofar as employees have majority control, if we are 
talking about majorities not having the majority con-
trol, then we are talking about privatisation. And I want 
to make that point very clear. 
 Let me move on to the big elephant with my 
nine minutes left—pensions. 
 
The Speaker: [It is] 8:41. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: [It is] 8:41? 

When we talk about pensions, Mr. Speaker, 
we did not hear anything from the Government again. 
Nothing from the Government. Silence. We do not 
know what it is.  

Does the Government say that we should in-
crease the requirement age as the SAGE Commission 

recommends? Does the Minister agree with that? 
Does he think that that is the way to go? Nothing! I do 
believe the CPS should be reformed, Mr. Speaker. I 
think that we know that our public pensions need to be 
reformed. But what does the Government support? 
We have not heard anything.  

If they were elected to provide direction and 
agenda, why is it they are silent on what they agree 
with and what they disagree with? What about the 
PSSF [Public Service Superannuation Fund]? Where 
do they stand? The recommendations that were put 
are hard. Does the Government think that we should 
freeze benefits for current retirees? Do they believe 
that there should be no cost of living increases going 
forward? Is that something that they can support?  

How come we have not heard anything? If 
they say we have to follow through with the recom-
mendations, why have we not heard anything? Does it 
agree with the change in calculation of retirement for 
salaries and does it believe in the raising of the re-
tirement age? Silence from the Government. Com-
plete silence. Nothing on the MMLPF [Ministers and 
Members of the Legislature Pension Fund]. Nothing 
on GEHI [Government Employee Health Insurance]. 
Do they agree with SAGE's recommendations that 
health care benefits for retirees should be cut and re-
tirees should pay 100 per cent of their health care? It 
is a simple yes or no question, Mr. Speaker. I am 
shocked that they did not answer it.  

Hopefully the new Minister of Health might do 
it when he gets up. Or, hopefully, the Premier may do 
it when he gets up, so we can hear where they fall into 
place. I do not believe that silence is acceptable on 
these particular issues, and it would be nice for the 
people to know where the Government stands. 
 Let me move to the last part of the presenta-
tion which is that about the glide path. I want to talk 
about one thing specifically, and that is the thing of 
which SAGE spoke about as the “multiplier.” Now the 
multiplier is consumption inside of the economy which 
goes around the economy and multiplies on its own. 
So I go ahead and buy something from the store, the 
store pays their employees, they go and buy some-
thing, et cetera. It flows around the economy, Mr. 
Speaker, the multiplier. They stated that the multiplier 
they estimated was 28 per cent in Bermuda. So that 
means that every dollar of reduction in Government 
spending means that $1.28 is taken out of the econ-
omy. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That means that if the Government 
spends less, the economy shrinks more than what the 
Government reduced in spending. So that means if 
we reduce our spending, we dampen economic 
growth. The economists can agree. I see . . . well, Pe-
ter Everson was here before. Any economist will 
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agree that that is what you do. That is how Govern-
ment works. 
 In order to meet the SAGE targets—because 
the SAGE said we are going to assume a 3 per cent 
revenue growth—that means that spending would 
have to be reduced by $235 million over four years 
from a spending target this year of $984 [million] to 
$749 million. That means that $300 million will be 
taken out of the economy, and that is just on a yearly 
basis. This compounds over the years. So that means 
that SAGE is recommending that we reduce our ex-
penditure, which is recommending that we weaken 
our economy. That cannot be the way that we want to 
go forward because we are trying to grow and to 
strengthen our economy. 

The last thing I will say on that, Mr. Speaker, 
is . . . do you know what that reduction in spending 
represents if applied across the board? It represents 
1,344 jobs. I do not believe that that is the way to go, 
and on this side we do not believe that is the way to 
go. We will accept that we have to be more efficient. 
We will accept that we have to make tough choices. 
We know that because we made tough choices. The 
challenge, insofar as going forward and in our situa-
tion right now, is that we cannot cut our way out of this 
problem. The road that SAGE is recommending (with 
all due respect to the people on the Committee) is a 
road to economic ruin for this country, and we cannot 
go in that direction because, as I said before, it will 
weaken the rights of workers, it will weaken our econ-
omy, it will weaken our seniors, it will weaken our 
education system, and it is not where we need to go. 
We need to focus on growth, we need to focus on 
revenues, we need to focus on growing this economy 
and making sure that we increase the revenues so the 
cuts need to be less. 

What I will say on that, Mr. Speaker, is . . . 
and this is one place . . . [and] I have told the Minister 
in private that he needs to take a very long hard look 
at ending tax expenditures. What are tax expendi-
tures? Those are target tax breaks given to specific 
sectors. The reason why [they are given] is that it is 
an easy short-term fix. The tax expenditures that are 
in the tax code right now, Mr. Speaker—the PLP put 
them there. I understand. We put them there. But 
what they do is they make the private sector less effi-
cient and less competitive, and we need to be com-
petitive in all places. They are a drain on our economy 
and they are hard to get rid of.  

I am sure that the Minister of Finance has had 
parades in his office already from the Bermuda Hotel 
Association, from the Chamber of Commerce, Oh 
keep this tax break. Oh, keep this. We need this. No. 
We need to focus on revenue. And instead of attempt-
ing to cut back Civil Service salaries, cut back grants, 
cut back financial assistance, cut back on all the 
things of which the vulnerable population of this coun-
try required, we need to look at those tax expenditures 
and say, You know what? These need to end. And I 

will say this: The Minister of Finance will have my 
support. 

What I think it is also key is we cannot leave 
the unions out of the equation. I am happy that the 
Minister has said that he is going to keep up, you 
know, engage with the unions. But the unions want 
productivity as well. The unions do not exist if there 
ceases to be jobs. Everyone wants productivity. Eve-
ryone wants to make sure that we represent the rights 
of workers, but we must do it in a place where we 
have a heart. We must do it in a way in which we look 
out for the vulnerable in our society and we must do it 
in a way that does not make our economic problems 
worse.  

If we follow the recommendations to the letter 
inside of this book, if we follow the recommendations 
to the letter which the Minister of Finance has said we 
have no choice to do, our economy will get worse and 
not better. And that is not the solution for this country. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member Burt. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member from Southampton West Cen-
tral, the Minister for Tourism and Transport, Minister 
Shawn Crockwell. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Although the Honourable Member who just 
took his seat did state on quite a few occasions during 
his presentation— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —and a thorough presen-
tation it was, as we have come to expect from that 
Honourable Member. But he stated in his presentation 
time and time again that there were some recommen-
dations that he agreed with [that were] contained in 
this report. But he was very critical in his concluding 
remarks overall, saying that the result of this report 
would cause “economic ruin,” if I can actually quote 
him. I find the irony striking. I find it striking that that 
Honourable Member who was part of the Administra-
tion— 
 
An Hon. Member: Here we go. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell:—that put us in this 
mess— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: [He was] part of the Ad-
ministration for many years—in fact, at the hub (if I 
could use that word), Mr. Speaker. [He was] at the 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



534 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
hub of the part of Government that got us in this 
mess.  

Not because . . . he is absolutely right. The 
economic challenges that we are confronted with have 
not too much . . . I mean, the overall, the overarching 
issue is not the structure of the Civil Service. It has 
been years of mismanagement of this country's 
budget. That Honourable Member who just pontifi-
cated for an hour served that Administration in very 
crucial positions. So I find the irony striking to now 
come up here and be so critical about the solutions. 
Had the former Administration managed the funds of 
this country prudently, we would have no need for a 
SAGE Report.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: We would have no need 
for a SAGE Report.  

This SAGE Report is an indictment on the 
previous management of this previous Administration. 
I find it ironic to hear the statements of the previous 
Minister. 

But let me just say that we are here debating 
the SAGE Report. We have heard complaints about 
why the Government has not laid out what we are go-
ing to do as it relates to the recommendations. Had 
we come to this House today and said, This is what 
the Government is going to do, and articulated and 
enumerated recommendation after recommendation, 
then we would have been criticised for not having 
broad consultation before coming to these decisions. 
 Today is the start of the conversation, Mr. 
Speaker. We are debating the SAGE Commission 
Report. The Finance Minister has made a pledge that 
he will consult widely. He will consult with the unions 
before we make any major decisions as it relates to 
the Civil Service and other aspects of this document. 
So it is disingenuous to come here and say, Why 
aren’t we hearing about the plethora of recommenda-
tions you are going to implement, because we have 
not had the time to conduct that broad consultation.  

So let us be clear about what we are doing 
today. We are starting the conversation on this issue. 
And, Mr. Speaker, this is a serious challenge that we 
are confronted with. We are talking about the future, 
the economic viability. The economic sustainability of 
the country is hanging in the balance. Hanging in the 
balance!  

I did not hear the Honourable Member talk 
about the charge of year after year when they had 
expenditures far exceeding the revenues during his 
tenure. He did not reference that. That is why we are 
here in this predicament today. 
 
An Hon. Member: No. 
 

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Because of the annual 
deficits that we had to deal with and then this growing 
debt which is now way out of control.  

He was talking about the elephant in the 
room. The elephant in the room is the debt that may 
drown this country if we do not get it under control. 
But yet we want to have a ministerial question on the 
Premier about him raising a concern about if we do 
not do something about this there may be some type 
of intervention. They want to get all upset about that. 
Well, let us look at why we are in this predicament, if 
we do not do something about where we are, and the 
path that we were going. From 2004, every single 
year we saw increases in the expenditure as it related 
to the revenues and around 2007 to 2012 it was ex-
ponentially greater. Exponentially. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, this is the medi-
cine to cure the financial disease we have right now. 
Sometimes when we deal with major illnesses the 
medicine is not nice. Sometimes the side effects when 
you have to take serious hard medicine . . . and I find 
it ironic that the entity that put us in this position, that 
caused the financial disease that we have, is now go-
ing to criticise the side effects of the medicine. I find it 
ironic.  

But we are where we are, and this Govern-
ment was elected to figure a way out of this quagmire 
that we are in. And I am going to tell you right now, 
the Honourable Member who just took his seat said 
that, you know, he recommends after April 1st when 
the Tourism Authority is fully operational that maybe 
the Tourism Minister should be removed from Cabi-
net. Let me make something clear. I am not on this 
side in Cabinet hanging on tight to a Cabinet position. 
Being a Minister of Tourism and Transport, as impor-
tant as it is, Mr. Speaker, and as important as I take it 
. . . this is not my, you know, the dream of my life and 
I have reached the pinnacle of my career. Okay? I 
have a career I can go back to. So I am not going to 
be hanging on and hoping that I do not get cut from 
the Cabinet.  

If the Honourable Premier thinks it is appro-
priate that now the Tourism Authority is working and I 
am no longer needed and we need greater efficiency 
and he comes to me and says, The time is up, I will 
gladly go. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will gladly go, Mr. 
Speaker, because I am not here for me. Let us make 
that clear. I am not here for me.  

Let us make it clear that leaving private prac-
tise to do this job was a sacrifice for me, okay? That I 
have to deal with on a daily basis. When I remember 
what I was earning in private practise . . . I had a good 
practise. I was successful in what I was doing. So do 
not think that when you say, You may not be in Cabi-
net, that I shudder and that I am fearful about being in 
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Cabinet. Maybe those on the other side saw the Cabi-
net as the pinnacle— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell:—and did not want to 
leave Cabinet. That is not my life. That is not my jour-
ney. This is a second . . . I paid to be in Cabinet. So 
those types of threats do not concern me.  

And all this stuff about the “de facto Minister,” 
David Dodwell . . . I am going to deal with that as well, 
because the Honourable Member, Mr. Furbert, likes to 
say it, and now I hear the Honourable Member, Mr. 
Burt . . . the whole point of transferring the manage-
ment of tourism from the department to an authority 
was to transfer responsibility from the Minister. Right 
now the face of the Authority is the Chairman. I am 
not upset about that. You want to call him the “de 
facto Minister”? Fine with me. 

If you read the SAGE Report, you would see 
that there is a statement on page five: “There are a 
number of overarching themes and findings that were 
reflected in the Interim Report. They have been vali-
dated in subsequent analysis, and now drive our final 
recommendations.” One of them is this, Mr. Speaker, 
political interference has been allowed to thwart the 
effective management of the Civil Service. Political 
interference. And so we have made a decision to re-
move that political interference, as it relates to the 
management of tourism, and you think I am going to 
be upset because you are going to refer to the Chair-
man as the “de facto Minister”? Fine with me. That 
was the intention. That was the intention.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: No, I do not like it when 
Honourable Members are trying to hurt and have po-
litical attacks in this House. But it is what it is. This is 
the nature of politics. 

But that was the intention. Right now we are 
going through the process of interviewing the various 
applicants for the CEO, and when that person comes 
on line he will be the one directing tourism. So, you 
know, this Government, yes, we are prepared to do 
what is necessary and this Minister . . . if it is good for 
the country, and if I effectively put myself out of a job, 
then so be it. I have a career I can go back to. 
 We hear about broken promises, and refer-
ence was made to the fact that we promised during 
the campaign that we will provide free transportation 
for seniors. We have had the debate about whether or 
not we meant public transportation or the like. I do not 
want to get into that debate today. Let us focus on 
what we ultimately changed. And that was that seniors 
were granted free licensing by the previous admini-
stration. 
 Now, all we knew, Mr. Speaker, was that the 
seniors no longer had to pay for their licensing fee. 

Well, when we (and I am going to use the term that 
the Honourable Finance Minister coined) looked under 
the hood . . . See, it is one thing when you are in the 
Opposition and you are campaigning, and you do not 
know all the details and all the facts. You can only 
make statements based on what you think you know. 
But you know what? Knowledge, Mr. Speaker, is 
power. 
 So, when I became the Minister of Transport, I 
found out that we were losing $4 million a year. The 
Honourable Member who just took his seat said that 
we need to raise revenue! The issue is about revenue! 
But yet, they made a decision that caused us to lose 
$4 million a year, three years, $12 million gone in 
revenues, Mr. Speaker, since that decision was im-
plemented! 
 And guess what? We also found out that there 
was massive abuse as it related to the larger cars—a 
300 per cent increase in the Class H! We know that 
there was not a 300 per cent increase in Nanas buy-
ing Class H cars, Mr. Speaker! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: So, there was abuse. 
There was massive loss of revenue. This Government 
had to act! And it acted responsibly.  

So now we are going to be criticised for doing 
what is right? It is ironic, and it is ridiculous, Mr. 
Speaker. If doing what is right is unpopular, Mr. 
Speaker, and it means that we do not win the next 
election, guess what? So be it. We were elected to do 
what is right, Mr. Speaker. 
 Now, let me say about the SAGE Report, be-
cause, unfortunately, I was not expecting to spend too 
much time on those issues. But those were issues 
raised by the Honourable Member. But the SAGE was 
an independent body, Mr. Speaker, to provide an un-
biased report. Consequently, there are going to be 
things in this report that all of us, we are going to 
agree to some things; we are going to disagree on 
some things. 
 This side of the aisle is not committed, there is 
no mandate from anybody (from the Premier, the Fi-
nance Minister) which says, You have to agree with 
everything in the SAGE Report. They were commis-
sioned to have a look at certain things as related to 
the Government, to come up with recommendations 
for greater efficiency, and they have done it in an un-
biased way. 
 So, I want to look at a few things that I thought 
were interesting. Some things, philosophically, I may 
not agree with. But I would like to also add my thanks 
and appreciation to those who were involved. There 
were many volunteers, Mr. Speaker, who were in-
volved in this effort. In fact, certain accounting firms 
allowed some of their key staff to be seconded to the 
work of the SAGE Report, and I think that is quite 
laudable. I think that all of those individuals—and we 
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know there were some in the Chamber—deserve 
those thanks and appreciation. 
 I would like to look at the Executive Summary, 
Mr. Speaker. If you look at page 4, I have referenced 
it already. But the reason why we are here and the 
reason why we are in this economic quagmire is be-
cause we had an issue of annual expenditures ex-
ceeding revenues. It started in 2004. Then we see 
significant disparity in 2008, 2009, 2010. That is why 
we are here, Mr. Speaker. I did not hear much about 
that. What was the explanation? Was there an expla-
nation why, year after year after year, the former Gov-
ernment failed to come up with a balanced budget or 
anything close to it? 
 In fact, it is stated on page 4 (with your indul-
gence), “The Sage Commission was established in 
response to the massive public debt accumulated 
from years of sustained deficits.” How are we going to 
deal with the deficits? We cannot just cut our way, as 
the Honourable Finance Minister said. We all agree 
we cannot just cut our way out of this problem. But we 
cannot just expect to grow our way out of it either! Be-
cause the growth is not going to come tomorrow, not 
the type of growth that we need. So there has got to 
be a two-pronged approach. We have got to come up 
with reasonable and intelligent, well-managed, well-
implemented efficiencies. 
 Now, we know that the previous Govern-
ment’s track record on their budgets and their man-
agement of our economy is well documented and is 
questionable. So, where do we go from here? I agree 
that growth is important. We see on page 6 of the Ex-
ecutive Summary, the SAGE Commission recognises 
it as well. The last paragraph on that page says, “Just 
as importantly, any plan for expense reduction must 
be supported by a plan for generating revenue, in-
creasing the Island’s population and, thereby, the 
economy and establishing jobs for Bermudians.” 
 I want to pause there, because the Honour-
able Member who just spoke touched on the wording 
of the question for the referendum. You know, he said, 
Well, who can vote No for job creation and for the de-
velopment of hotels? You know, I looked at that. I 
highlighted it. I underlined it. Because part of my re-
mit, Mr. Speaker (just for the record, so it can be re-
flected in Hansard going forward), [is that] there are 
going to be a lot more things that my Ministry is ex-
pected to achieve. We are going to be implementing 
gaming. That falls under my Ministry. So there is a lot 
of work, Mr. Speaker, that needs to be done. And we 
are going to. We are going to. 
 I am sure everyone knows, and they heard 
the press conference today, we are going to imple-
ment gaming. Because you know why? We need to 
establish jobs for Bermudians, Mr. Speaker! And stop 
playing all these politics. So, you know, we all know 
what the challenges are! We all know we have got to 
come up with solutions. We all agree that gaming will 
help. We know it is not the panacea. And what do we 

get? All we get is all this nonsense and editorials and 
commentary about the question, about the wording of 
the question! And all the question said was, We want 
to grow jobs for Bermudians and hotel development! 
What in the world is wrong with that? 
 But the Opposition says, We agree with that, 
but at every turn . . . Here is a positive question high-
lighting what we believe would be the positive out-
comes of a well-regulated gaming industry. And all we 
got was criticism. And, Mr. Speaker— 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order. 
 The Honourable Member is misleading the 
House with regard to his— 
 
The Speaker: Just say what the— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: —come-talk-to-Jesus type of 
epiphany— 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no. You are not making a 
speech. Just say what the— 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The entire Government 
voted against the very same initiative when the Pro-
gressive Labour Party brought it to this House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, but that is not . . . Okay. All right. 
You made your statement. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, I am not 
even going to go there. 

The former Government had over 22 Mem-
bers. They could have passed whatever they wanted 
to pass. So do not blame this side of the House be-
cause you did not pass your legislation.  

Okay? 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: But this side of the House 
is going to pass our legislation; I will tell you that. 
Okay? I will tell you that. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Now, Mr. Speaker, my 
point is that we heard about generating revenue. We 
heard about job growth and how that is paramount. 
But when this Government says, Let’s move forward 
on a referendum to generate jobs, we got criticism. 
Senator Walter Roban [sic] writing commentary after 
commentary, lack of transparency and not fair and all 
of this nonsense. Playing politics. 
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POINT OF ORDER 
 
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 I think it was an innocent mistake. I do not 
think there is a Senator Walter Roban. I think you 
mean Mr. Robain. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Diallo Robain, yes. Thank 
you. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you for the clarifi-
cation. 
 
The Speaker: Let us stay away from Members who 
are not here, as well, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: In the other place. 
 
The Speaker: In the other place, yes. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Indeed. 
 
The Speaker: Please. Thank you. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: So, Mr. Speaker, we 
support this statement. We recognise that it is ex-
tremely important that we increase the Island’s popu-
lation because we need more foreign capital being 
spent in this economy. We believe that we have got to 
establish jobs. We made a promise of 2,000 jobs. 
That is our focus, 2,000 jobs, Mr. Speaker. 
 So, if I get criticised for breaking a promise as 
it relates to the referendum and that broken promise 
results in more jobs for Bermudians, I will take those 
licks. I will take them! I do not mind taking those licks, 
Mr. Speaker. Because creating jobs is the most impor-
tant thing that we need to do. 
 So, this is the focus. This is what we need to 
do. But, Mr. Speaker, we also have to figure out a way 
how to have a more efficient and more cost-effective 
Government. 
 Mr. Speaker, on page 7 . . . I also think that 
this is also very crucial. Page 7, the first paragraph, 
the SAGE Report said, “we are guided by the belief 
that change must be implemented with ‘a head and a 
heart’. Bermuda’s fragile economy cannot and will not 
sustain massive layoffs or draconian pay cuts.” 

Mr. Speaker, we have to do this with a head 
and a heart. You know, again, it is so convenient that 
the Opposition can now sit back and just talk all about 
the heart. We understand. They want to portray this 
Government as being a Government that has no heart 
because we have got to make these difficult deci-
sions, and in some instances they are not going to be 
pleasant. They are not going to be pleasant, Mr. 
Speaker; that is the reality. We all agree that we can-

not do nothing; but the something that we have to do 
is not going to be nice, Mr. Speaker. 

Yes, we are going to have a head, and we are 
going to have a heart. This side has a heart. We 
struggle with the decisions we have got to make, Mr. 
Speaker. I took a look at the budget in my Ministry 
and tried to figure out how we can cut and try to meet 
the Finance Minister’s percentage, going forward. And 
I looked at it and in some instances realised, you 
know what? We cannot reach that unless we have to 
look at some form of redundancies. That night, Mr. 
Speaker, I could not sleep! Could not sleep! 

And the Opposition will come here and try to 
act like this side has no heart, that we are not grap-
pling with the realities in this country and what we 
have to do and the decisions that we have to make. 
And we are going to come here week in and week out, 
after they caused the problem! And we are going to fix 
it. And they want to portray us time and time again 
that we do not care about the common man. Yet, they 
put the common man in this predicament—the highest 
unemployment we have ever had in our history! And 
we are going to fix it. 

Well, we struggle, Mr. Speaker. We struggle. 
But you know what? We have got to get it done. We 
have to get it done. And we are going to get it done 
with a head and with a heart, Mr. Speaker. 

There is one area of the report that I have a 
philosophical difference with, Mr. Speaker, and I just 
want to touch on it. Because the Honourable Member 
said, Well, where do we stand on the reduction of the 
size of Parliament and the reduction of the size of 
Government? Well, we know already where we stand 
on the reduction on the size of Cabinet: The Govern-
ment has reduced the Cabinet. The Premier already 
said that he will continue to look at further efficiencies. 
As we go along, he will continue to look at how we 
can do things more effectively and more efficiently. 

But, when I had some chats with the Premier, 
I said to him, Well, with all due respect, Mr. Premier, 
the enormity of the problem that we have, in my opin-
ion, requires all hands on deck! All hands on deck! 
When I left private practice, Mr. Speaker, I thought I 
was going to be working less hours. I really did. I am 
getting less pay, so you would think that it would just 
be a natural consequence that I may be working less 
hours. But I work more hours! I went three weeks 
straight, did not have one day off, not one day off for 
three weeks. I was either in conferences or I may 
have been travelling on that particular day. I did not 
have one day off. 

 
An Hon. Member: It comes with the territory. 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: It comes with the territory. 
It comes with the territory. It is hard work. 

Then when you say, Let’s reduce the Cabinet 
from 13 to 8, then you are increasing the workload on 
those Ministers; then, in addition to that, the recom-
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mendation is to cut the salary even further, we have to 
recognise that this is not an easy job. It is not an easy 
job. The expectations are high. People expect you to 
be available when they are available, whether or not 
they see you in the supermarket and they expect you 
to give them 20 minutes of your time. 

So, I think that it is important if we want to 
have quality people . . . and I believe that we have 
quality people. And I believe that everyone in this 
House should be commended for the hard work that 
they do. We are one of the lowest-paid jurisdictions in 
the world, Mr. Speaker! In the world! Members of Par-
liament in this jurisdiction get paid less than anywhere 
else. And time and time again, we seem to be an easy 
target by the community, Well, cut their salary, cut 
their salary. 

Before you know it, Mr. Speaker, there is not 
going to be anyone who is going to want to come up 
here and do this difficult job for the compensation that 
is being offered. That is just a reality. There are other 
jurisdictions that pay their Parliamentarians very well, 
pay their Ministers very well, and you see, you get 
top-quality people from the private sector who may 
have years of experience in terms of being the CEO of 
this corporation or the like. They come into the Gov-
ernment, and you get more efficiency because you 
are attracting a certain calibre. 

So, I have a philosophical difference with that 
approach, and that is fine. But I think that we have to 
be careful by zeroing in on Ministers and Parliamen-
tarians. I do think that we may have more than 
enough Members of Parliament for the size of our 
country. So if we want to look at the amount of con-
stituencies again, I think that is reasonable. You know, 
for a country of our size, we can probably reduce it 
from 36 to 30; I think that was the recommendation. 
We have way too many government departments, 72, 
for the size of the country. Let us figure out a way to 
get that down.  

I applaud the Honourable Finance Minister. 
People want to get up and say, Well, it was a pretty 
word, ‘mutualisation.’ Here is the Finance Minister 
trying to figure out solutions that will have the least 
amount of pain and he gets fluffed off: Oh, it is just a 
nice word. You are trying to use semantics. I said to 
him the other day during a Cabinet meeting . . . I have 
a lot of respect for the Honourable Minister. But I do 
not envy his position. I do not envy . . . Some people 
stop me all the time and say, You have got the tough-
est job, Minister, being the Minister of Tourism. Man, 
that is hard. It has been in decline for 30 years, and, 
you know, tourism is like the hottest political issue in 
the country. And I say, I do not have the toughest job. 
The toughest job is the Minister of Finance. The 
toughest job! So I do not envy what he has to do. 

So, now he comes up with a different ap-
proach that will empower our people. And do we get 
an embrace of that? Do we get the support? No. We 
get this sort of flippant reaction. Well, I support the 

Minister. I say to the Minister, continue to try to find 
ways where the solution can have the least amount of 
adverse impact as possible. We know that the pen-
sion issue is a huge issue. We have seen countries go 
bankrupt over the pension issue! We did not create 
this problem, Mr. Speaker. But we are going to deal 
with it. We are going to deal with it, Mr. Speaker. 

I believe that, as it relates to the Civil Service, 
that we need to demand greater accountability. That, 
again, is one of the major reasons why we decided to 
have that transition from a Department of Tourism to a 
Tourism Authority, so we can have that lack of political 
interference and we can have greater accountability. 
You are not going to have efficiency unless there is 
accountability. 
 
The Speaker: You have a minute left. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: You have got to be kid-
ding me, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: One minute. Yes, that it is. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Oh, my goodness. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, let me say 
very quickly on the Civil Service that the report talks 
about PSs [Permanent Secretaries] and members of 
the Civil Service who perform at a high level. I believe 
I have one of them, Mr. Speaker. And I want to take 
my hat off to my PS, who works tirelessly. I can come 
in on a Sunday, and I find him there time and time 
again. He is a hard worker. He may be soft-spoken, 
but he is a very hard worker. I believe there are many 
of those in the Civil Service. But where we have lack 
of efficiency, we need to fix it.  
 I will end by saying this, Mr. Speaker: Let us 
not forget why the SAGE Commission was empan-
elled. And let us not forget why we have these rec-
ommendations, Mr. Speaker. Let us be sincere in this 
House. Let us work together to come up with the right 
solutions, because this Government did not create the 
problem.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: The Chair now will recognise the Hon-
ourable Member from Pembroke Central. MP Walton 
Brown, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I would like to start out just by 
responding to one of the comments made by my hon-
ourable colleague who just took his seat. I do not 
know if he was being disingenuous, or if he just does 
not get it. But with respect to the referendum question, 
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the rule of thumb is that one always has a very simple 
question which does not have multi-parts to it. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
 Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member may be unintention-
ally misleading the House. We did extensive research 
on that. And that question, compared to the examples 
we have, was very, very fair. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. Thank you, 
Honourable Member. 
 I mean, everybody has their own view about 
what the question should be. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: And I was simply the first in line, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Everybody has their own view. So it 
does not say that the view of the Government is 
wrong, but you have a different view. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you. 
 And, as someone who actually supports hav-
ing gaming, my only point is that it will upset those, 
and did upset those, who are against it. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we are here because we 
face a crisis that is almost of unprecedented propor-
tion. Members of this House will agree on the contrib-
uting factors to that crisis. We will assign different 
weight to the various factors. And that is fair game for 
discussion. But we do have a crisis, and we do have 
to find a way out of this crisis. It is a fiscal crisis. It is a 
crisis of declining revenue. It is a crisis of a weakened 
business community. So we have to find solutions. 
 The Government is correct to try to address a 
way forward. I have no issue with that. I did have an 
issue, Mr. Speaker, with the establishment of SAGE. 
At the time, you will know, I called the establishment 
of SAGE an unwise decision, unwise for two reasons. 
One, there are an abundance of reports already pub-
lished on the Civil Service, on the nature of the chal-
lenges we face. For any number of reasons, Mr. 
Speaker, those reports have not been acted on over 
an extended period of time. SAGE, to its credit, actu-
ally referred to a number of those reports in its find-
ings. So that is one part. 
 The other part, Mr. Speaker, why I opposed 
the establishment of SAGE, is I saw it as a Trojan 
Horse for this Government, a Trojan Horse for the 
Government to be able to introduce the kinds of things 
that it wanted to introduce. The Honourable Finance 
Minister spoke about the testicular fortitude that he 
embraces, or he possesses, in order to make those 
decisions. But, in effect, the Minister is using the Tro-

jan Horse of SAGE to bring forward those recommen-
dations. 
 Now, having said that, Mr. Speaker, we have 
seen SAGE established. And they put in a great deal 
of effort to assess a wide range of issues. I have no 
criticism of the calibre of the men and women who 
contributed to SAGE. They put in many, many hours 
of work. I think one report is [that] something like 
10,000 hours of work went into producing this report. 
And I think we should salute those men and women 
who gave their time and their energy to work on this 
issue. 
 Having said that, Mr. Speaker, the effort of 
SAGE was only half of what was needed. We face a 
challenge of the need to address the deficit in our 
budget, and it is two-pronged. We need to find ways 
to reduce costs, [see] greater efficiency, and at the 
same time generate revenue. The Members on that 
side of the House, Mr. Speaker, like to embrace busi-
ness principles and talk about how we need to make 
certain policy. I cannot think of a single company, Mr. 
Speaker, that would enter into an examination of its 
fiscal challenges by looking at only one side of the 
equation. Any responsible company and responsible 
board would look at both the cuts as well as the addi-
tional sources of revenue. 
 So, SAGE, in a way, was set up to look at 
only half of the problem. So I will speak later on, Mr. 
Speaker, about some suggestions that I have for this 
Government as it relates to the other half that SAGE 
did not look at, the part of revenue generation. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, we all want to see greater 
efficiency in the delivery of Government services. We 
all want to see a collective effort toward that. One of 
the initial findings, one of the major findings in the 
SAGE Report is that we need to address the question 
of leadership. Leadership sets the pace; it sets the 
tenor and the tone for everything else. So, if we get 
the leadership right at the Civil Service level in all re-
spects, then many of the other issues will, in turn, be 
addressed. So I can applaud SAGE for making lead-
ership one of the significant aspects of what they have 
presented for us to consider. That is, I think, one of 
the most important aspects of the SAGE recommen-
dations, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Finance Minis-
ter, while not identifying the Government’s position on 
a wide range of the recommendations (other than a 
Government position with respect to the retention of 
the Department of National Drug Control) spoke about 
the importance of competition. Again, taking one of 
the driving ethos behind private sector enterprise and 
saying, We need to have greater competition and the 
more competition we have, the better off everything 
will be. That is true on one level, Mr. Speaker, but not 
for all aspects of Government. In fact, most aspects of 
Government are not to be found within the domain of 
competition. Governments deliver services that cannot 
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be put out to tender. Some things are not meant to be 
in the domain of competition. 
 On the other hand, Mr. Speaker, it is interest-
ing that we talk about competition in this country, be-
cause we do not have as competitive an environment 
as we should have, which, in turn, would help to drive 
down some of our costs. What are two of our main 
costs, Mr. Speaker? Mortgage financing and insur-
ance. We retain a protected market in both banking 
and insurance. So, if the Government is serious about 
the benefits of competition, why not consider . . . And 
maybe you already are. Why not consider a more 
competitive banking sector? Why not consider a more 
competitive insurance sector? That will help. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Well, BELCO is an even bigger 
issue, right. And I agree with that as well.  

Yes. The Honourable Finance Minister is cor-
rect—also with respect to BELCO. So there are three 
areas where we could have greater competition, 
which will in turn address some of the challenges that 
we face. But we do not have real competition in this 
country. 
 Now, privatisation has been talked about quite 
a bit. It is something that the Government philosophi-
cally embraces, and it is teetering toward identifying a 
firm position on that. Mr. Speaker, one of the most 
important aspects of privatisation, as I see it, is an 
attack on trade unions. Virtually all of the benefits that 
workers enjoy in this country today have been the re-
sult of the collective bargaining process. It has been 
the result of the collective effort of workers, who came 
together to ensure a much better benefit. Even those 
who are not unionised have benefited from the exis-
tence of trade unions in this country. 
 When you talk about privatisation, if you read 
the report of SAGE, they want to see that as some-
thing which will minimise the benefits that workers 
have secured over decades of collective bargaining. 
And that, Mr. Speaker, is a challenge. It is a challenge 
that we see. And it is something that, if the Govern-
ment is serious about consultation, it will engage in 
serious and meaningful dialogue with the trade unions 
and other affected parties. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Government, as I said, is 
moving in the direction of privatisation. But the early 
renderings of privatisation seem troubling for me. We 
saw this year the privatisation of tourism. It was meant 
to be more cost-efficient. But what have we seen, Mr. 
Speaker? We saw the board fees of members on the 
Tourism Board go from $300 a year to $20,000 a year 
for members on the Tourism Authority. That does not 
sound like a cost savings to me. It sounds like a mas-
sive increase in payout. 
 
[Inaudible interjection and laughter]  
  

Mr. Walton Brown: Okay.  
So, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member 

says they have not even started yet. I do not hear 
anyone disagreeing that the members on the Tourism 
Authority are going to be paid $20,000 a year. That 
was the position taken by the chairman. So how is 
that a reflection of cost savings? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, I will speak to you, 
because if I get sidetracked by all of these almost 
nonsensical comments I will lose my time, my 30 min-
utes, very quickly. 
 So, what we see here is not a focus on a 
greater use of public funds. We see a massive trans-
fer of money from the Government sector to the pri-
vate sector. That is what this privatisation means. We 
see an incoming Tourism Authority official who is go-
ing to be paid more than double what the Tourism Di-
rector was earning. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, let me focus on you. 
 We see the same issue arising when it comes 
to the Bermuda Business Development Agency. If that 
post was in the Civil Service, it would be a max out of 
under $200,000. The person they have now gets more 
than double what a Permanent Secretary gets, Mr. 
Speaker! So what is privatisation in the eyes and in 
the minds of this Government? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, privatisation, as 
envisaged by this Government, is not only an attack 
on the union members, it is an attack— 
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: It is a transfer of wealth to the 
private sector, tax money. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Ah, Mr. Speaker. Now I am being 
called a socialist. I do not know what else is going to 
come out of these Members’ mouths. The same guy 
who took out Hershey. I do not know. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I do not know. I do not know. 
 Mr. Speaker, so we need to be careful. We 
need to be careful when we talk about privatisation. 
We need to be careful what we are attempting to do. 
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The Speaker: Okay, Members. Let us settle down. 
Let us let the Honourable Member make his presenta-
tion, please. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Right. 

So, Mr. Speaker, privatisation is a concept, 
and the Honourable Minister likes to give the historical 
and economic theory. It is a concept that came out of 
the right-wing government that took presence in many 
governments around the 1980s—Margaret Thatcher, 
Ronald Reagan, and so forth. Deregulation. Privatisa-
tion. All of the profitable areas were given to the pri-
vate sector so they could, in turn, make more of a 
profit; that which you could not make a profit on, you 
left with the government. How is that benefiting the 
public interest? It is not, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, let me move on. I believe that if there is 
a legitimate argument to be made regarding having a 
greater level of autonomy to make decisions and to 
run a particular sector of government. . . for example, 
one could make that argument for the airport (what is 
it called?), the civil aviation. Privatisation, in my view, 
is not the way to go, Mr. Speaker. I take the example 
from Canada. Canada, recognising there was a need 
to ensure greater efficiency, moved toward the estab-
lishment of Crown corporations. Now, for obvious rea-
sons, Mr. Speaker, the term “Crown corporation” is 
not a term I would want to use to describe. It does not 
suit me at all. It is not a term I would want to use. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is some merit in hav-
ing a company set up where the shareholder is the 
government. You have a team that runs it, the person 
who wants to get an incentive for achieving some 
success, however you measure that success, but the 
profits go back to government. If you really believe 
that something can be run profitably by the private 
sector, let the government be the shareholder. Let the 
government be the beneficiary of the profits that are 
made. That is a responsible measure. And the Cana-
dian Government, last time I checked, had more than 
20 what they call Crown corporations. That is some-
thing I would encourage this Government to consider. 
You say you are going to do a road show and have 
consultation? This is my unsolicited consulting advice. 
Consider that as a way forward to address some of 
those issues. 

Mr. Speaker, the SAGE spoke about some of 
the governance issues and what we need to do. They 
spoke about the need to reduce the size of Parlia-
ment. My colleague, Mr. Crockwell, spoke very elo-
quently on that. I have to say, Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with a lot of what he said with respect to the size of 
Parliament and so forth. What I was a bit surprised at 
from SAGE is that they did not look at the Senate. 

If you really want to save money and you want 
to increase efficiency, then one has to ask the ques-
tion—and this is no slight on anyone, Mr. Speaker; it 
is the structure we are looking at—what is the practi-
cal function of a Senate? What is the practical function 

of a bicameral legislature in this small country? You 
have 11 people, all of whom are appointed, none of 
whom are elected. You have no constituency to re-
spond to. The only purpose is to rubber-stamp legisla-
tion that comes from this House. The eight who are 
appointed have to follow the party line, because if you 
do not, you will be removed. 

I sat there for three years, Mr. Speaker. There 
are many times I looked at legislation and said, Now, 
is this the point where I resign from the Senate? Be-
cause I knew that once I did not support a piece of 
legislation I would be gone, and I had to make a deci-
sion when I would decide to go. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, so the rationale, the 
historic rationale— 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, thank you. 
 The rationale for having the Senate, an upper 
House, is to provide a second, sober look at legisla-
tion prior to its passage. You may get that in some 
jurisdictions. But to get a second, sober look at legis-
lation requires that you have a particular type of per-
son in Parliament, not people who are looking to move 
from the upper House to the lower House. So that is a 
challenge. 
 So, we have to really just pose that question: 
Is there a useful function of the upper House in our 
bicameral legislature? And I do not know what the 
cost savings would be. I am sure our Clerk here can 
give you the cost breakdown for that. But it is some-
thing that should be on the table if we are serious 
about streamlining and efficiency. Because there is no 
real possibility that 95 per cent of legislation would 
ever be seriously contemplated for rejection.  

How do you have, in a democracy, people 
who hold office who are not accountable to the public? 
The essence of democracy is that we represent the 
people. The Senate does not represent the people, as 
does the House of Lords in London. So, we can le-
gitimately consider that, Mr. Speaker. 
 How much time do I have left? 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Walton Brown: Okay, 12 minutes. 
 So, the SAGE did a comparison of Bermuda’s 
Parliamentary sides with other jurisdictions. As a stu-
dent of politics, Mr. Speaker, the basis of doing com-
parative analysis is that you compare apples with ap-
ples. So, they did a chart. And of course, to make the 
point, Bermuda had the highest amount of Parliamen-
tary representation of all the countries they looked at. 
But on what basis do you compare Bermuda with Ja-
maica, or Bermuda with some other place? It was ar-

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



542 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
bitrary. So they wanted to prove their point. You know, 
it is like a third-year university student trying to make 
an argument. You look at everything that supports 
your argument, and you ignore that which contradicts 
your argument. That is what they did. It is just not 
good research. 
 So, the proper comparison, Mr. Speaker, I 
would think, would be other Overseas Territories. You 
do a comparison of the ratio of Parliamentarian to 
population, based on Overseas Territories. Because 
who else are you going to compare us to? If you do 
that comparison, Mr. Speaker, Bermuda is dead cen-
tre in the middle. If you use Jamaica as your compari-
son, then we would have two Members of Parliament, 
based on adhering to the Jamaican population ratio. 
So, I do not understand how they did that. It is not 
good research, not good analysis. I think we should 
just move on from that. 
 Mr. Speaker, on the issue of revenue genera-
tion, the Government has given . . . And the previous 
Government did, too. So when I say the Government, 
I do not start the Government clock on December 18th, 
2012. I say the Government because we need to look 
at totality of Government policy.  

The Government gave a tremendous amount 
of tax concessions to businesses over the years. I 
would like to have seen in the SAGE Report, and I 
would certainly like for the Finance Minister to calcu-
late, what is the total value of those tax concessions? 
Is it $5 million? I know it is not that. It is probably well 
over $100 million. It may be a lot higher. I do not know 
what it is. But we have given tax concessions on so 
many different levels, payroll tax relief, hotel, the lev-
ies, hotel construction relief and so forth. We have 
given out a massive amount of tax concessions. 

At a time when we need funds, why not con-
sider which tax concessions can be revoked as a 
means of generating that much-needed revenue? 
That is what a proper commission setup would have 
done, a commission that looked at the issue of gov-
erning, the issue of cuts, expenditure and revenue. 
But we did not have that. So I would like to know, can 
anyone on that side tell me, what is the total value of 
all these tax concessions that are currently in place? 
How much money is government losing as a result of 
tax concessions? 

Mr. Speaker, one other area that I wanted to 
comment on in respect of revenue generation is that 
we have a policy currently in place that actually gives 
the rich a lower tax rate than lower-income people. 
We actually give wealthy people a lower tax rate. That 
is in the payroll tax. And, yes, it was introduced by the 
PLP Government. 

 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Walton Brown: I do not know why anyone is tak-
ing pleasure in it! Someone is saying, Oh, yeah! This 
is not tit-for-tat political tricks. These are serious is-

sues about financing, about revenue generating and 
trying to get the government back on track. You keep 
saying you do not want to engage in poli-tricks. But 
you hear this little petulant posturing. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, if you earn, if you work in 
this country, you pay a payroll tax. The total sum be-
tween you and your employer is about 14-something 
per cent on your income . . . on your wage and salary, 
not your income, on your wage and salary, because 
other income can come from rent and dividend in-
come. But we have in place a system whereby if your 
tax, if your income, if your wage or salary is above 
$500,000, you only get taxed as if you earned 
$500,000. So you pay 14 per cent on the $500,000. 
So if you, for example, got a windfall of $30 million, 
you are paying tax as if you only got a windfall of 
$500,000. 

That cannot be right. I do not know why it was 
put in place in the first instance. In every other country 
in the world, you have an increase in your tax rate 
when your income goes up. In this country, we have 
reduced the tax rate when your income goes up. How 
can that be sustained? The Honourable “Mr. Hershey” 
asked, Why is that? When the Honourable Member 
gets up, he can explain why that is the case. But it is 
an inappropriate— 

 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, there is nobody 
in here by that name. And Members in this House are 
named by their constituencies. So, Honourable Mem-
ber, if you would please abide by that. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, you are a fount of 
knowledge, and I will abide by your ruling. Yes. So, I 
misspoke. I retract that. 
 But the Honourable Member, my friend—we 
are still friends—when he gets on his feet, he can ex-
plain why that is the case. But I want the public to un-
derstand that there could be no justifiable reason, in a 
climate of economic downturn, of government fiscal 
crisis, to give the wealthy a tax break! So, I would like 
the Minister . . . I hope the Minister . . . the Minister of 
Finance is probably eating his dinner now, Mr. 
Speaker, but I am sure he is listening. The budget is 
coming up next February. I hope that that tax conces-
sion will be abolished. How can you justify a tax con-
cession for those who are least affected by the reces-
sion? 
 So, Mr. Speaker, the SAGE Commission did a 
great deal of work, a great deal of very hard work, 
selfless work. I have a philosophical objection to the 
creation of SAGE. But I do not discount the work of 
the people, the many people, who put in many hours 
of work. That is the Government’s initial attempt at 
addressing the challenges that we face. We have said 
on many occasions that we will work with the Gov-
ernment on issues of mutual interest to benefit this 
country, and we continue to honour that. We will hon-
our that pledge. When we disagree, we will say so. It 
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is not likely that we are going to agree with you on 
everything. We have philosophical differences. But 
when we agree on matters, we will say so. 
 We want this country to turn around. We want 
to see full employment. Our first concern is that the 
2,400 Bermudians who are not working, get work. Our 
first concern is not to say we need to bring in 2,500 
people. It is a bogus argument. It is a bogus argu-
ment. We had a strong economy in 2000. We had a 
very strong economy in 2000. And now we have this 
notion that the ideal workforce has to be 40,000 which 
is what we had at the peak of our economy, not as the 
norm. That was the peak. I understand why there is a 
chorus all singing that song. But it has nothing to do 
with a sound economic plan. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, as I take my seat, I hope 
that we can engage further in this debate in a spirit of 
focusing on what is right for this country. People come 
first. People who live here come first, Mr. Speaker. All 
that we do as the elected officials of the people is put 
programmes, policies and actions in place which fo-
cus on them first. And with that, Mr. Speaker, I will 
take my seat. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [West], MP Jeanne Ather-
den. You have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, as I deal with the discussion that 
we are having today, I want to remind myself and the 
other Members that we are supposed to be discussing 
the SAGE Report. With that, I am trying to focus on 
the fact that this report was put together to enable us 
to look at creating an accountable Government of a 
size that we can afford. It was put together to help 
Bermuda recover itself and get back to a position 
where the Island could regain its competitiveness. 
 So, today, I have tried to look at what is good 
in the report. I have tried to understand some of, if you 
will, the information that has been created, and tried to 
focus on some of the other issues which we still have 
to address. 
 Mr. Speaker, if you start to look at what has 
been listed here, there are some things that, perhaps 
depending on how you look at it, could be deemed as 
criticism, but from my perspective, I view them as find-
ings. Then when I look at the report, I see some rec-
ommendations that I believe are items of hope. 
 
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker, 
in the Chair] 
 
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: So, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I am going to try and just go through some 
of the findings of the report and deal with what I be-
lieve are significant factors. I am going to focus more 
on the item of accountability. 

 The reason I say that is because I have to 
remind myself that this was a report that was de-
signed to increase the efficiency of the government. 
Therefore, I am looking at what recommendations are 
being made, what observations are being made to 
determine, based on my [own] knowledge, information 
that has come to my attention, and information that 
has been produced here, whether they seem to be 
well founded and, as such, whether we should then 
start to look at the recommendations and say, If you 
accept the premise, then you should look at what is 
being put forward as a solution. 
 So, Madam Deputy Speaker, if I look on 
page 5, where there is a concern about overarching 
themes and findings with respect to a lack of effective 
accountable leadership in the Bermuda Civil Service 
and public service . . . Now, I want to state categori-
cally from the beginning, the members who did the 
SAGE Report made it clear that they were not turning 
around and saying that this was something that was, if 
you will, a finding that related to everybody that was in 
the Civil Service. But they did indicate that there were 
some areas and some individuals which did not seem 
to come up to the level that one would want and ex-
pect. And as a consequence of that, they were making 
observations.  

Therefore, I look at that to say, if we realise 
that there are some deficiencies, then we have to talk 
about what we are going to do about it. I have to rec-
ognise that there must have been some recognition 
that there were some deficiencies because, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, I have in front of me a letter, which 
was written to the Civil Service, from the Secretary to 
the Cabinet, on the 31st of July, and it says, “I am 
pleased to attach the performance measurement de-
scriptions that define an enhanced approach to per-
formance measurements in Bermuda’s public sector.”  

Now, to me, that says that someone recog-
nised that there was something that was wrong and 
has put together something which is going to allow 
people to perform better and allow people to come up 
[to] a standard. So, from that perspective, I welcome 
that. But I still think that if you are coming up and you 
are writing this, there had to be a recognition that 
there was a void, and this document is trying to turn 
around and allow people to understand what they had 
to do in terms of their performance and how they op-
erate, to fill that void. 

When I start to look at the observations that 
are here, in terms of the manner in which the  
Civil Service is governed, then I have to recognise 
that, if we do not understand that the devil is going to 
be in the details to make sure that it goes from some-
thing, which is a document of words, to actions, then 
we are not going to have this efficiency that we need 
to have. And when I also look and [notice], in this re-
port (and it is on page 5) that “Political interference 
has been allowed to thwart the effective management 
of the Civil Service,” that causes me some concern.  
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As we know, and I view this . . . to me, regard-
less of the Government of the day, the civil servant is 
supposed to be there to make sure that the country 
operates efficiently, irrespective of the Government of 
the day. So, from my perspective, it is very important 
that they be allowed to do their job and do it well and 
not have any sort of interference. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, when I look at an in-
dication that there is no clear, documented, fully func-
tioning, transparent process to measure efficiencies or 
to achieve accountability, that causes me some con-
cern. It really causes me some concern because there 
is a phrase in this document which resonates to me. It 
says, “Measuring efficiencies alone will never achieve 
accountability.” It says, “Efficiency only matters if 
Government is effectively contributing to the well-
being of the people of Bermuda.” And that is what we 
have to remember. It is the well-being of the people of 
Bermuda which is why we are here, which is why we 
have the Civil Service. Therefore, we have to make 
sure that whatever we can do to help the civil servants 
function better, to allow them to be able to carry out 
their mandate, is what should be happening. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I actually 
looked at some of the issues as it relates to some of 
the factors that, according to this report, were actually 
resulting in individuals not being held accountable for 
poor performance or inappropriate actions. Madam 
Deputy Speaker, one of our Honourable Members, 
who also sits in the Public Accounts Committee, re-
minded us that the Public Accounts Committee has 
been looking recently at the civil servants and has 
been looking at reports from the government Auditor, 
looking at internal control weaknesses. 

He reminded me (because I also sit on that 
committee) that in the course of a conversation and 
asking questions about the civil servants and asking 
questions about people being held accountable, there 
was an indication that persons were held accountable. 
But when I asked the question about how often per-
sons had been disciplined and whether these discipli-
nary procedures were brought to everyone’s attention, 
it did not appear as if that occurred. 

I am sorry, Madam Deputy Speaker. I am a 
firm believer that if people know that you have had 
your knuckles rapped, everybody else gets the mes-
sage and there is a pulling up of the socks, and peo-
ple understand that you mean business. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I know that there is 
a recognition that that should happen, because in the 
same document that I have here it says that the man-
agement approach to performance measurements 
[describes] behaviours, there is a clear indication here 
. .  And, Madam Deputy Speaker, if you will allow me, 
that talks about rewards for good performance, but it 
also says consequences for non-performance. And it 
talks about extension of probationary period, progres-
sive discipline and termination. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, we have to 
understand that we want to reward people for good 
performance. But if people have poor performance, 
they have to be also helped to improve their perform-
ance. And the help is by recognising it and allowing 
them to understand how their standards have to be 
improved. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, if I look at the Public 
Service Commission and the recommendation that is 
here, I am encouraged that there is a recommenda-
tion that the Public Service Commission be empow-
ered to manage the performance and accomplish-
ments of persons holding the offices of the Secretary 
of the Cabinet and the Head of the Civil Service. Be-
cause I believe that in government, as in business, 
right along up to the highest level, everyone should 
have a performance appraisal. Everyone should be 
held accountable to the golden objectives that they 
have to achieve for the organisation, and no one gets 
away with it. At the private sector level, if you do not 
carry out your mandate, the board will be replaced 
and someone else will be here. At our level here, if we 
do not carry out our mandate, similar things will hap-
pen. 

Therefore, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is im-
portant for us to recognise that, as a Government, the 
reason we are here is to talk about the efficiency and 
to talk about what can be done to improve it. 

Now, the Honourable Finance Minister has 
not said to us yet what he is going to work on. But he 
has also indicated to us that he is going to have a 
consultation. The idea is for us to understand all the 
things that he has available to him so that when he 
starts to make those decisions and recommendations, 
we will understand the breadth and depth of the rec-
ommendations themselves. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, if I go forward and I 
look at the SAGE Report, and as I say, I am focusing 
on the Era of Accountability, I have to recognise (and 
this is on page 11) that there is the suggestion of cre-
ating a strategic plan for Government. Also, the indi-
cation (and this is in one of the sections) in terms of 
implementing the outcomes. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I have sat in 
another place before I sat here. One of my real con-
cerns had always been the issue of focusing more on 
input and never focusing on outcomes. We sometimes 
focus on outputs, but never outcomes. Outcomes are 
the results. They are what we are supposed to be do-
ing. They are the programmes that we are supposed 
to put in place. They are the reasons we spend the 
money. 

Therefore, I was very pleased that there is a 
recommendation for outcomes, and also cross-
Ministry and cross-department coordination. Because 
every time you look at something which is being done, 
I have always been concerned that it looks like it is 
being done in a silo. When people understand and 
recognise that some of the things in one area need 
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some input and some coordination from another area, 
and you cannot see this strategic plan put together 
and cannot see these outcomes all coordinated to-
gether, then I have some concerns. Because that is 
the way things are missed. And that is the way we 
spend money on things and we do not produce the 
outcome. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I was intrigued be-
cause two of my honourable colleagues on the other 
side made reference to things that happened in the 
past, and they talked about this report. I was intrigued 
that the Honourable Member Burt indicated that he 
had been involved in this process, so he obviously 
knew about the civil servants and he knew about what 
had happened in the past. But what I found intriguing 
was that he acknowledged that the five-year plans 
had not been created in the past, and, therefore, indi-
cated that quarterly reports being published was an 
excellent idea.  

I agree with that, Madam Deputy Speaker. I 
agree with that because I have always maintained that 
the public needs to know what we are doing on a 
regular basis. The public needs to know when some-
thing happens and something needs to be changed 
because the assumptions have gone contrary to what 
we thought or there has been some change in the cir-
cumstances. Therefore, I found it interesting that, as 
the Junior Minister that has been involved in Finance, 
he did think that that was an excellent idea. But he did 
not acknowledge the fact that it had not happened, 
and why it had not happened.  

The reason I say that is because he then 
talked about budget targets not being met. We know, 
we know that we have had budget targets for three or 
four years which have not been met, with the conse-
quences that we have had budget deficits, and the 
deficits have caused us to have to borrow and to have 
to go out and get more money. 

So, when I heard the Honourable Member in-
dicating that this was something that he thought was 
great, but was not acknowledging the fact that, as [for 
his] part [as] the Junior Minister that was responsible 
for the Government and the budget and getting us 
where we are today, he was not acknowledging that 
the budget overruns were something that they had to 
take ownership for. He indicated to us that, as he said, 
and I wrote it down as he said it, In some places, we 
have fallen short.  

But he also acknowledged that there were 
some things, some decisions that were made. And I 
think he was alluding to perhaps deciding that some of 
what I call the programmes which were designed to 
help some of the vulnerable individuals cost more 
money, or some of the things that were given to peo-
ple in terms of assistance, and I think he mentioned 
about hospitals and those things. He indicated that, by 
doing those things, the Government was not able to 
turn around and balance their budgets, and they had 

deficits. Therefore, they were quite prepared to have 
the deficit. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I cannot go 
around and make a decision as to the prioritisation 
they had. But I do recognise that, as we go forward, 
we cannot keep having deficit spending and not realis-
ing that if we do not start to cut our expense, we are 
never going to get out of this. Now, I know that there 
was some suggestion that, because these were wor-
thy items, that that was okay. But to me, a justification 
for a budget overrun is still a justification. You have to 
turn around. 

It was interesting that the [junior] minister, in 
acknowledging that the former Finance Minister and 
Premier had indicated about $150 million, the cut that 
had to be made, and that it did not happen. And it was 
almost as if there was a justification that it was okay 
that it did not happen because there were some good 
programmes that we had and that we had put in 
place, and therefore the overrun was okay. 

Now, as I look at it, Madam Deputy Speaker, 
we are here to make some tough decisions. And go-
ing forward, we are going to have to make those 
tough decisions. We are going to have to turn around, 
and we are going to . . . Yes, we are going to look at 
revenues. But we have to deal with the things that we 
can control ourselves, first of all. We can control our 
budgets. We can control our expenditures. We are 
going to, obviously, work on the revenues. But the 
most important thing right now is looking at the cost of 
government and how we can make it smaller and 
more efficient. 

The reason I say that is because,  the people 
of Bermuda do not understand that we all pay for gov-
ernment. We all pay for it because we have to pay for 
it through our taxes. We have to pay for it in revenues 
that we generate. I keep thinking that sometimes peo-
ple do not remind themselves that taxes are the inter-
nal revenue. It is the same as government revenue, 
just the opposite side. Therefore, if we want to turn 
around and make sure that our government does not 
have to generate as much revenue, we have to turn 
around and figure out how we are going to reduce our 
expenses. 

So, for me, making sure that budgets are real-
istic is very important. I am sorry, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. It just seemed to me that, in the past, we 
have gotten into a situation where, because people 
believe that you can come back for a supplementary 
and you can turn around and have a budget deficit, 
that it is okay to have the overruns. It is like in your 
own household budget. You pay at some point in time. 
If you do not pay today, you pay tomorrow. Therefore, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, as far as I am concerned, it 
is very important for us to get it right as it relates to 
expenditure. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, there was also an 
indication that some of the Members on the other side 
did not support the SAGE Commission, and they did 
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not support our setting it up because there was a con-
cern, and as I indicated, and I wrote down, that There 
has been an abundance of reports, and any number 
of them previously not acted upon. I think, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, that is an indictment. That is an in-
dictment, the fact that some of the reports . . . I could 
remember back when there was a civil servants’ re-
view and some other reports. If you get a report that 
has got something in it and you do not act upon it, 
then you have wasted your time. You have wasted the 
time of the individuals that put it together. 

So, Madam Deputy Speaker, that is why I am 
pleased that the Minister of Finance has not only 
given the SAGE Commission the short time in which 
to get it put together, now that he has received the 
report, he is getting on with it. He is not going to waste 
our time and the time of the people of Bermuda. He is 
going to say, You did this. You gave it your time. You 
put some very good recommendations in here. I am 
going to look at it, and then I am going to come back 
to the people of Bermuda and tell them what I am go-
ing to do with it. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I did not anticipate 
that the Minister was going to come here and lay eve-
rything out. Because he had said that he was going to 
have consultation. He has indicated that there are 
some interesting things here, but he wants to flesh it 
out more. So, for me, it is looking at the interesting 
things that are here. It is looking at the observations. It 
is understanding the substance behind them, so that if 
we understand that the substance is there, we can 
then get on with dealing with what they say and deal-
ing with how we are going to implement them. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I also want to say 
that if you look at some of the other things that were 
brought . . . I am not going to talk really long, because 
I am hoping that tonight we will not just get on and just 
talk just to turn around and stir it up. I want to say that, 
for me, when the SAGE Commission indicated about 
the Ministry having cross-Ministry objectives and talk-
ing about engaging the citizenry, I felt that that is what 
the people of Bermuda want. The people of Bermuda 
want to know what we are doing. They want us to 
keep them informed. Therefore, to me, that was a very 
good idea. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, if I can go to another 
item that I just wanted to mention. This was relating to 
the key findings. Two of these key findings stood out, 
as far as I am concerned. This was the lack of align-
ment and transparency of outcomes. As I said earlier, 
it is really important that the outcomes are stated, and 
it is very important that on a regular basis we keep the 
people of Bermuda informed. The other thing, as I 
said once again, is the lack of accountability. 

I just want to focus on one aspect of it, and 
this is the underperformance. Because to me, under-
performance does two things. If you have got very 
good individuals that are trying to do a good job and 
trying to do it well, and they see people above them 

almost, if you will, standing in their way, then it is dis-
heartening. Therefore, the opposite side of it, if you 
have people who are underperforming, and they are 
not held accountable and made to either perform at 
their level or to step aside, then it means, from the 
Government’s point of view and the efficiency of the 
civil servants, we are not getting the best of it. 

I remember about two years ago, in a Throne 
Speech which was put out by the then-Government, I 
remember the Premier indicating that he wanted the 
best and brightest (and maybe it is more than two 
years, because we had a female Premier, so it was 
when we had the male Premier) to become members 
of the Civil Service. You know what? At the time that 
was said I had two thoughts. One thought was, I am 
pleased that very good people are going to go to the 
Civil Service because we need some good people in 
the Civil Service. I was a little concerned the opposite 
way, because I said, in the private sectors we need 
some good people there, too. So I did not want all of 
them to go to government, because government can-
not sustain a bigger Civil Service than it needs. 

So, from my perspective, I wanted to believe . 
. . and I must say that when I first came back to Ber-
muda I used to hold out to anybody that I talked to 
that having a change in Government was not going to 
be a problem, because we had a Civil Service that 
knew what it needed to do and it would make sure 
that the goals and what was right for the people of 
Bermuda would continue. Because that, to me, is the 
role, was the role, and should still be the role of the 
Civil Service. 

So, I am disappointed. I want to see our Civil 
Service . . . I want to see them out there doing the 
things which I know they are capable of. I want to see 
a Civil Service that we can be proud of and that the 
individuals in there will be able to stand up, and we 
will say that what they are doing allows Bermuda to be 
efficient, allows the departments to be efficient, and 
we can turn around and get back to what I call that 
“culture.” 

So, for them to talk about lack of performance 
cultures, leaders have allowed a don’t-rock-the-boat 
management employment culture, is disappointing. 
Because, as I say, years ago my feeling . . . I would 
have stood hand on heart and felt, top and bottom, 
that when you joined the Civil Service, you came there 
and you knew that this is what your role is, and there-
fore, I am looking forward to getting back to that type 
of environment. 

I must admit, Madam Deputy Speaker, as I 
say, seeing this document, which talks about perform-
ance management elements, accountability, commu-
nications, professionalism and some of the things that 
have been listed here, I am encouraged, because one 
of the things that is listed here is something that came 
up during the Public Accounts Committee and when 
we were talking to the individuals. There is a sugges-
tion that accountability, owning problems until solved, 
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assuming responsibility for learning and development 
. . . Now, in going through some of the auditor’s re-
port, there were some things that had been out-
standing for a long time. Therefore, it had disturbed 
me at the time that you could have what I call a man-
agement response that had been written in such a 
way as if to say, Well, I am going to put something 
here because that answers the auditor. 

As far as I am concerned, the management 
should never be answering the auditor. They are sup-
posed to be held accountable for something that went 
wrong in their department, some control that fell down. 
And for them it should be getting it in place and mak-
ing sure that the control is put back in and the de-
partment and the standards are back and adhered to. 
Therefore, the mere fact that we have the auditor, in 
her report able to say these things, means that things 
have slipped. 

So, while I turn around and I look at the fact 
that the SAGE Report is highlighting some of these 
things, they are things that we knew. Therefore, this is 
a wake-up call for all of us. This is a wake-up call to 
say, we are reminded of where we are. We are all go-
ing to pull up our socks, because Bermuda needs us 
to pull up our socks, and we are going to go forward 
and come up with some changes in how we operate. 

Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not know 
what we are going to come up with as it relates to the 
structure, and I do not know what we are going to 
come up with as it relates to the size. But I do know 
that as we go forward we have to, obviously, under-
stand the fact that Bermuda needs to have (if you will) 
a Government that is of the size that we can afford. 
Bermuda needs to have a government that can per-
form the things we need. And as we go forward, if we 
are able to turn around and get the type of productivity 
and performance and output that I know we are capa-
ble of, and then we can turn around, and if we can 
tighten up on our expenditure side, we can then start 
looking at our revenues. 

I do not think that anybody believes that the 
Minister of Finance is not also looking at the revenue 
side. I anticipate that we will hear some more things 
from him. But I do realise, and I found it rather inter-
esting. There was an observation that was made by 
the former Junior Minister for finance, which indicated, 
talking about taxes . . . Because we were talking 
about revenues, and he was indicating that some-
times you put cuts, payroll cuts, in and, therefore, you 
put them in and it is hard to get them out, et cetera. 

But I think everybody understands that, some-
times, when these things are put in, they are put in to 
generate revenue. They are put in because an incen-
tive and a cut will allow people to go out and hire more 
people, or to turn around and make their businesses 
more profitable and stay in business and keep jobs. 
So I am not turning around and looking at something 
that says, Just look at that as a be-all that is going to 
turn around and give revenue back, because you 

have to understand why it was put in. So, from my 
perspective, it is about understanding what the Minis-
ter of Finance is trying to do. 

There are just a couple more observations I 
want to make, Madam Deputy Speaker. One of them 
is the fact that we have to recognise that, right now, 
we cannot have that wait-and-see-what-happens atti-
tude that Peter Marshall referred to. Because it is up 
to us to determine that we are going to make the right 
things happen. That is why the Minister of Finance 
has the SAGE Commission. That is why we have the 
report, and that is why we are turning around and try-
ing to deal with doing the right thing. 

But also, Madam Deputy Speaker, I find that 
right now, along in this House, we have been sort of 
batting the ball back and forth. I am hoping that when 
we are finished, we will all get back to the reminder of 
why we started all of this, which was the fact that we 
need to be more efficient, that the way we can be 
more efficient is to have the government more effi-
cient, and therefore, the observations which have 
been put here are to help us do that. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, there are three more 
things that I would just like to talk to. 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Oh, good. Well, then. I do 
not have to have three more things; I can just have 
two. 
 There is just one closing thing that I want to 
say, Madam Deputy Speaker. I am looking forward to 
the consultation that the Government will have. I am 
looking forward to the consultation that the Govern-
ment will have with the trade unions, because I am 
certain that each group will have some insight into the 
areas which the public good will require us to reach 
consensus. In the past, we have achieved successful 
union settlements. I just want to remind all of us here 
that (and I take this quote from Norman Schwarzkopf, 
Jr.), “The truth of the matter is that you always know 
the right thing to do. The hard part is doing it.” 
 So, I hope, Madam Deputy Speaker, that we 
will all be up to the task, because it is not only what 
we do, but it is what we do not do for which we are 
held accountable.  

Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Deputy Leader of 
the Opposition. The Honourable D. P. Lister [sic], you 
have the floor. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Burgess. 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Sorry. Burgess. I am sorry. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That is all right. He is 
not such a bad fellow. 
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 Madam Deputy Speaker, first of all, I would 
like to thank the SAGE Commission members for the 
work that they have done. I think they have done their 
best, even though I have some reservations, some 
questions about their writings and some issues with it, 
and I will get into that later on. 
 Also, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to 
thank the TUC [Trade Union Congress] for, I recall it a 
bold move, when they agreed to a 5 per cent reduc-
tion in pay, with some understandings from the Gov-
ernment that they will talk to BELCO and the grocery 
shops and health insurance to see if we can get some 
reductions. They did not put that in to say, Well, I will 
agree only if you do this here. They could have held 
out, but they did not. They were out front, head-on to 
try to help the situation that we are in, to try to save 
jobs. So, we want to thank the unions, because the 
unions have been the voice of the voiceless and the 
helpless. And they have done a very good job at that. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I can remember a 
former President of the BPSU [Bermuda Public Ser-
vices Union] telling me she worked in a Bermuda-
owned establishment, a pretty large one at that time. 
In those days, [employers] would give you . . . You 
know, say there were five of us working in the de-
partment, [employers] would give you your cheque, 
and you would go cash it. Well, this person was the 
supervisor in that particular establishment. She was 
given a cheque by one of the subordinates to cash it. 
The cheque was more than her cheque. This person 
was the supervisor; the one under her was the subor-
dinate, but she was getting more. I need not go any 
further. We all know the history. We know how that 
happened. 
 Thank God for the unions, because later on 
the unions organised that particular establishment . . .  
and that does not happen anymore in unionised es-
tablishments. It may happen in the private sector, 
where you could be working side by side with some-
body, same qualifications, and doing very well, and 
they could be getting more money than you. It does 
not happen in the union culture, Madam Deputy 
Speaker. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I heard one of the 
Honourable Members on the other side talk about 
pensions. I do not think they said anything wrong. But 
in the SAGE Report it recommends getting rid of peo-
ple at [age] 65. I guess I am using harsh words, but 
letting them go home at 65. But you turn to another 
page they are saying to raise the age. What do you 
want? What do you want? Because I have said in this 
House before, and I will continue to say in not the too-
distant future, we will be asking people 65 to stay on 
because of a shortage of workers. As I have said be-
fore, by the year 2020—that is in only seven years’ 
time—the population over 75 will be double what it is 
today. The younger folks . . . well, not enough babies 
have been made, produced. And we are going to be in 
the situation that we will be. 

 Madam Deputy Speaker, we have heard from 
the other side utterances that the cause of the prob-
lem was us, the Opposition (then-Government) PLP. 
Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, if Bermuda was only 
suffering in this recession, then probably they may 
have some reason to say that. But the whole world, 
just about the whole world, has suffered under reces-
sion. The workers of this country did not cause the 
recession, nor did the PLP cause the recession. I 
want to get that part straight. Global recession—it was 
global.  

And if you have got problems globally, we will 
suffer. We do not have any natural resources to ex-
port. Yes, other countries will rebound quicker than 
us, because we wait on them to come here, via tour-
ism or international business. If they do not come, 
well, our economy does not move as quickly as it 
should. So, we are not the cause of the problem. We 
are not the cause of the situation the way it is today. It 
is worldwide. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, now, in this SAGE 
Report, you know, I have some problems with the 
contest that was held. I think the person got a $10,000 
prize. I find it kind of difficult to understand how some-
body would win that competition when they have vio-
lated some of the general rules. Because, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, I really do not think that report was 
constructed by one person. I think it was a group of 
people within the Civil Service. Because when I look 
at it, they have got information pertaining to the Public 
Transportation Board about how many sick days there 
were. I mean, they have the whole report in there, sick 
days, how many employees, the dollar worth and all 
that. That is a confidential report that not everyone 
could get hold of. How did that person get that report? 
 They had about paying the BELCO bill on 
time. Not any ordinary employee will know that. I 
agree; we should pay the BELCO bill on time, be-
cause even when I was in Public Works, I said we 
should be paying all bills on time. But, hey, it hap-
pened. 
 Then also, in there he said about the rental of 
tents. How would this employee, who works in DCI 
[Department of Communications and Information], 
know about the rental of tents? How would they know 
that, Madam Deputy Speaker? Then, one that really 
baffled me is, it says about union negotiations. The 
hospitality collective bargaining agreement is out of 
date. Why would anything to do with hotels be in the 
SAGE Commission in that essay or that competition? 
Those have nothing to do with it. For them to say the 
hotels collective bargaining agreement is out of date, I 
should remind them that the hotel workers have not 
had an increase in over three years. It is out of date 
when it comes to the wages, yes, and they are the 
lowest paid workers in Bermuda. 
 Then, it goes on (I am not going to say it, but I 
think you can read) where they single out the Veritas 
Place, they say it is a place that we rent for the hierar-
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chy of the police. It says it is owned by a former MP, 
PLP MP. What is the reason for that, when we rent, 
the Government rents numerous buildings owned by 
former MPs, regardless of whether they are UBP, 
OBA or PLP? But to single that out, and then to single 
out the IT contracts that the Transport Control Board 
has, what was the idea? Why single that out? There 
are many contracts that I am sure government has. 
But he singles these out. 
 Then there was another one about the waste 
management. He quotes in there, if you speak to Ms. 
Vanese Flood Gordon, we can save $3 [million] to $4 
million a year on recycling. I was Minister in Public 
Works for five years. I never had a presentation, nor 
did my PS. So if any employer is sitting on this infor-
mation and has not presented it to the Minister at the 
time, then I think it would be irresponsible of them, 
because that is part of the job. As a manager, if you 
are a manager of a department and you see where 
you can save money and you hold it to yourself, then 
why are you there? 
 These are some of the things that that report 
should have been questioning. Should we be award-
ing this to this person? Because a lot of the general 
rules are broken, yes, are violated. Then he says, re-
new leases, and he mentions White’s Island. Well, the 
government has many leases. Why does he pick out 
White’s Island? 
 That is what I have some problems with 
Madam Deputy Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Now, Madam Deputy 
Speaker, on page 5 of the report (I have got it right 
here), it says, if I may read, “The Civil and Public Ser-
vice suffers from a flawed organization structure in 
which the principles of best practice management are 
not enforced and in which a cumbersome, lethargic 
culture is rife.” 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Member. Member. Member, if 
you could just go closer to the microphone. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I am so sorry. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, we do not want to 
do that. 

Then the fourth bullet point says, “Political in-
terference has been allowed to thwart the effective 
management of the Civil Service.” There are numer-
ous writings about political interference, Madam Dep-
uty Speaker. Let me address that. 

If they are talking about political interference, 
yes. I make no apologies for when I was Minister of 
Public Works. I can tell you about five projects that 
were time sensitive. That is where we became in-

volved, because if you got a project and it is not deliv-
ered on time, regardless of whether you know or not 
what is happening, you will be responsible. 

Let me tell you about one. Let me tell you 
about five of them. One was the Cockburn’s [Cut] 
Bridge in Dockyard. Well, I was given a presentation 
by civil servants in Works and Engineering to build a 
bridge in Dockyard so we can get two-way traffic 
across. And I looked at these drawings, and I said, All 
this steel. So, during the course of the meeting, I said, 
What is the budget for this bridge? They told me $8 
million. In my mind, I said, $10 million; it is a govern-
ment project, $10 million. 

I said, We are not going to do it. They got an-
noyed at me. Right? Madam Deputy Speaker, we 
constructed a bridge up there, and it cost under $1 
million. It was not necessary. But sometimes, you get 
these folks come here with these engineering de-
grees, and they want to just decorate their résumé, to 
be able to say, Well, I did this bridge, for their next job 
somewhere else in the world. That is what that was all 
about. It was not a prudent expenditure for the gov-
ernment to build a bridge; when we got the bridge fin-
ished, we got two-way traffic. 

Another was for the Club Med building. I can 
recall the whole five of them very clearly. I called the 
civil servants in who were responsible. I said, I want to 
knock down that hotel this year. It was 2008. They 
said, You can’t knock that hotel down this year. It’s 
going to take all next year. I said, We are. We are go-
ing to do it this year! We are going to do it before Cup 
Match. So I said, What is the funding for it? They said, 
We have got total approved funding of $20 million. I 
said, We are not going to spend $20 million. We 
knocked down that hotel. It was not before Cup 
Match; we did it, I think it was September the 6th or the 
8th, for under $13 million. 

The next two really alarmed me. When we 
were doing the fit-out for Veritas Place . . . well, the 
natural contract papers came to the PS, who pre-
sented it to me. It was to fit out 3,000 square feet. 
They had the drawing, and they had the quote, the 
estimate of costs. They had the estimate of costs of 
$1.2 million. I said to my PS, This is a lot of money for 
3,000 square feet. It was for the police, so I said, 
Maybe the police need some special walls, or what-
ever the case may be. 

So, I called a meeting with the police and the 
Minister at the time. I asked the police commissioner, 
Do you have special walls or anything that is neces-
sary for the office? They said, No, just a regular office. 
I said, Okay, fine. Well, we gave the plans to two con-
tractors. We said we need a price back in five days. 
We got the price back in five days. One price was 
$287,000; the other one was $310,000. almost $1 mil-
lion [less] than what was quoted by civil servants. I 
can understand it being more, but it was almost $1 
million. 
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And the next one is at Fort Knox, where Edu-
cation is now. They brought plans, and their quote 
was $1.8 million. I said, My God, that is a lot of 
money! So I gave the plans to the CEO of BLDC 
[Bermuda Land Development Company]. I said, Get a 
price on these drawings here. It came back $750,000, 
over $1 million [less]. I only got involved in those. You 
ask yourself, What other contracts have gone out 
overpriced? A lot of money, a lot of money wasted, 
right? In fact, it was the finance, right in this building 
right here to be renovated. The plans came for that to 
be renovated, $3-point-something million. I told my 
PS, We are not going to spend that type of money. Let 
me see the plans. And it was a Rolls Royce! I said, 
We start cutting back, and we sent the plans back out 
to tender. We saved $600,000. 

So for people to think that we were irrespon-
sible . . . not so. You total that up, that is almost $17 
million that was saved, if you did not have Ministerial 
interference. So I make no apologies for that. I do not 
know if they are talking about me when they say Min-
isterial interference in here, but if they are, that is fine. 
I make no apologies for it. That is what annoys you, 
because when all these accusations are made, no-
body even asks you about them. They just write. They 
write about you like you do not even exist; you are not 
human. People can make allegations, they can say 
different things. But if they say something, they should 
check it out. They never checked it out. They just put 
it in writing. It is okay. 

So, you see, when they talk about Ministerial 
interference, if they are talking about that, then that is 
fine. But as you know, if you as a manager are going 
before your bosses, and something is not right in your 
department—and I am not saying you, but most peo-
ple—if it is not going right, they will blame their subor-
dinates, because their subordinates are not in that 
meeting, and they can just pass it on to the subordi-
nates. Oh, they are not doing that. Any good manager 
will say, Well, hey, you are in charge. It is your job to 
motivate and get people working! I think this is what 
the SAGE Report is saying about some of the civil 
servants, that there is a lack of leadership in there. 

I agree. We have to do something. As the 
Honourable Finance Minister says, doing nothing is 
not an option. We have to do something. But there are 
other ways. 

Then, in the SAGE Report, on pages 35, 42, it 
says something different. It quotes about the Auditor, 
which is fine. But I find it a little strange they did not go 
back, because they quote back to 1994, 1993, actu-
ally, in the SAGE Report, and even in the 1997/98 
report of the Auditor. If I may read just a small para-
graph, Madam Deputy Speaker, it says, “When the 
Accountant-General assumed office in 1994, she rec-
ognised and reported to the Minister of Finance that 
stamp duty revenues were not being administered and 
collected properly, and that revenue was being lost.” 
So, that was 1994. 

In this report that came out in 1999, it says, if I 
may, “While the Accountant-General collected $10 
million in stamp duties on land and property transfers 
in 1998, a review of the Land Valuation Office’s re-
cords indicated that stamp duties of $16 million should 
have been collected, a shortfall of $6 million (the 1997 
shortfall was almost $10 million).” 

So, that is $16 million. And for the SAGE 
Commission to refer back to . . . and miss this. I think 
it is a little like they were . . . Let me leave that one 
alone. I do not want to offend the Auditor of the day or 
the Accountant General at that time. But it is there. 
And then the Auditor says, Well, I have stopped giving 
my opinions or stopped asking for recommendations 
or giving recommendations to government depart-
ments, because I have no power to implement them. 
But that should not be a reason not to give recom-
mendations. It has got to be there for the record. 

But civil servants tell me that the Auditor, the 
Accountant General in 1994 was the present Auditor. 
So I do not know. It just baffles me how it is two sets 
of rules. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, another thing that 
the SAGE Commission did not pick up, it was in Sep-
tember of 2012, the three additional PSs were hired, 
when we had a surplus as it was. We had PSs really 
who did not have anything to do or were assigned to 
any Ministry, because there was a surplus. Yet, they 
hired three more in September 2012—a waste of 
money. That was under us. You know? And you say, 
Well, what is going on? Why would they do that? 

 
An Hon. Member: You tell us. 
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No.  

The other side is saying, Tell us.  
We had nothing to do with hiring people. It is 

the PSC [Public Service Commission], upon recom-
mendations. I guess it came from the Cabinet Secre-
tary, nothing to do with me. All right? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I am not putting any-
body on the fire. Those are the facts. That is how you 
. . . When applications and recommendations go to 
the PSC, it does not come from a Minister. Simple as 
that. They know that. So I am not putting anybody on 
the fire; that is a fact. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, you know, Govern-
ment House really does not help our employment 
situation in Bermuda. It does not help it. Because it 
was about maybe seven years ago, could have been 
a little longer, when the Chief Justice position was 
available. Justice Norma Wade-Miller was recom-
mended for the job, and the Government of the day 
turned that down and brought somebody in. Right? 

The Bermuda Regiment, first time in its history 
(at least that I know of) that we ever had a command-
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ing officer from overseas. We have people out there 
that can do the job. 

Then this latest fiasco of the DPP [Director of 
Public Prosecution], when a Bermudian was recom-
mended by the PSC for the job— 

 
An Hon. Member: Not PFC. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Not PFC. [It is] Public 
Service Commission, PSC.  
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
An Hon. Member: Special committee.  
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Special committee, 
okay, special committee. Okay. Thank you. Thank 
you, my dear friends. 

Special committee by Government, recom-
mended that this Bermudian and the Government for 
the DPP’s job, the Governor turned it down. I mean, 
this should not be. We are paying his salary. That is 
one saving I think the Government can do, of the day. 
You can say that. Say, Britain, you are going to have 
to pay this, because he has annoyed the Government. 
He has annoyed the people of Bermuda! This is the 
third time this happened. 

What message are we sending to our chil-
dren? What message are we sending? We are edu-
cating our children overseas, and you are telling the 
highest office in Bermuda, telling folks, You are not 
ready. Even after you have got the academic qualifi-
cations and the professional experience, when will 
you be ready? Telling them, Bermudians are not 
ready. It is always, Oh, well, you have got to go an-
other year. You need more training. We are tired of 
that. We are tired of that. People are tired of that. 

So, if any employee is saying, Well, I am go-
ing to take my leave from Government House, I would 
do the same thing. I understand it. This is a bad mes-
sage that Government House is sending to this coun-
try. Honestly, I would hope that this Government 
sends a letter to the FCO [Foreign and Common-
wealth Office], asking for the recall. That is what we 
should be doing, because we have got to fight this 
thing together. There are a lot of things in the SAGE 
Committee. People can get up and say it is the PLP 
that caused this, all they want. Regardless, whatever 
you say, we have got to fight this together. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, what is missing from 
this SAGE Report, in my opinion, is a plan. It would 
seem to me that, just by reading it, we want to correct 
everything in four years. It cannot happen that way. It 
is not going to happen that way. We should have 
maybe a 10- to 15-year plan on our projected reve-
nues, our projected expenses, what we intend to save 
over those, say, 15 years. Then people would know 
that we are going to be out of debt, whether it be 10 

years or 15 years. That is what we want to hear. Then 
we can plan around that. 

But to just throw all these figures out in this 
book, no plan on how long that we are going to be in 
this situation, nothing there . . . We are just to jump on 
a boat, no compass, and we are just riding the rough 
seas and hope we come out of it. That is the way I 
see this report. That is the way I see it. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I think there is much 
money that can be saved. In one of the things in the 
interim report, they said there was . . . First, the 
statement was the government did not know how 
many people they had employed. Well, we all know. 
Anybody with any common sense can look in the 
Budget Book and see that it is 5,000, whatever the 
case may be, depending on the year. They also know, 
included in that number are unfilled posts. 

Now, you have the former chief of the Civil 
Service on that committee, I am sure they could have 
told them that. I do not know if they did. Obviously, 
they did not, because they made the statement. I think 
that was an insult to that person. But in the interim 
report it states that there are 5,048 positions unfilled, 
which equates to $40 million a year. That is $40 mil-
lion. The 5 per cent reduction that the TUC has given 
the government . . . that is $21 million. That is $61 
million.  

There are government bonuses up here. 
Maybe they do not probably call them government 
bonuses, but there is some incentive pay, maybe be-
cause of your length of service; I am not sure. It gets 
paid out each year. We need to stop that. We are in a 
crisis. We have made some savings of the Cabinet 
already; thank the Honourable Premier. We should 
not be paying overtime. 

And the sick leave. Let us take the sick leave. 
That one really annoys me, and it annoys the unions 
when we are paying $10 million a year in sick leave. 
That is $833,000 a month, 42,000 days a year in sick 
leave! You know what that is? Almost 4,000 days, just 
under 4,000 days a month that we have in sick leave. 
Nobody manages it! I guarantee you, if you manage 
this right, you can save $5 million right off the reel. 
Right off the reel! I saw in one report, it was in a 
newspaper, that an unnamed civil servant said there 
was one person, they worked one week a month and 
have been doing it for some time. It does not even 
seem right. But it was printed in the paper. Now, I do 
not believe everything in the paper, but it was printed 
there for those that believe it. 

We can amalgamate the quangos. We can 
have energy savings with LED bulbs. The insurance 
premiums . . . we pay over $8 million a year in insur-
ance premiums. In fact, we asked some questions on 
that earlier this year, and got them. Madam Deputy 
Speaker, I think it was over a four-year period. Over a 
four-year period we had paid just over $32 million in 
premiums. The claims in that period were about $1.5 
million. 
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Now, the reason why I say we can save some 
money off of those premiums is because, if . . . Let me 
wait for you, Madam Deputy Speaker. I do not like 
talking to you if you are not paying attention to me. 

 
The Deputy Speaker: You have my full attention. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, my dear. 
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. (It is just a thing 
of mine.) 
 Now, if a building got damaged in Bermuda, 
one of our government buildings, you know who can 
fix it (because the wage is already budgeted for)? 
Public Works. So all you have got to buy is materials. 
So, out of the hurricanes we have had, I do not think 
we had many buildings that have been damaged se-
verely in Bermuda, government buildings. We can 
save some money there. With just some prudent 
management, we can save some money there. 

The rents paid, the scholarships . . . we have 
said this before. We give millions in scholarships each 
year. Maybe we need to promote the Bermuda Col-
lege. Maybe we say, for example, if we give out (I am 
just using a number) 500 scholarships a year, maybe 
we need to say, if the college can hold, say, 200 of 
those scholarships, you have got to do your two first 
years, get your associate’s degree, at Bermuda Col-
lege. I think we would create a couple of more jobs, 
and we would promote our college. That could save 
us some money, also. Things like that, we can do. 

Then there are some workers . . . I think Mi-
chael Dunkley worker’s . . . he has gone. Some work-
ers—  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Oh, he is there. My 
good friend is there. 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, there is a segment 
of workers that do not pay for health insurance. Now, 
if Government is paying for health insurance for me, 
then they should pay for everybody. I should pay my 
50 per cent just like you have to pay. No worker 
should be treated different. We do have some workers 
in government who do not pay any health insurance. 
We have some workers who have got unlimited sick 
leave. That is not right. I do not blame the unions for 
that, none of them. Then, we have got some workers 
who have got—  
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
  
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, I am not going to 
blame the unions. You want to blame the unions for 
that there? The unions negotiate. In fact, most of it 
was given in arbitration. 
 Then you have got some workers getting what 
they call “living allowance.” All Government workers 
do not get that. I am saying, you give to one, you give 

to all. If you cannot give to all, do not give to any. 
There are some savings there that we should be get-
ting, because you find in the UK, the UK is peeling 
back some of the benefits to the police and other ar-
eas. And that is what should happen. 
 Also, the payroll tax, the exemption that we 
gave, I think that is worth about $30 million a year. If 
you go to your doctor, the doctors will tell you that 
since that has been in people are getting bigger. They 
are heavier. 
 
[Timer beeps] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That is not me, is it?  
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Yes. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I am sorry. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much. There 
was even no wrap-up. 
 Thank you. The Chair recognises the next 
speaker, the Minister of Economic Development [and 
Education], Dr. the Honourable E. G. Gibbons. You 
have the floor. 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam 
Deputy Speaker. I guess, Ask not for whom the bell 
tolls; it tolls for you, right? 
 Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to start 
out by thanking the members of the SAGE Commis-
sion, particularly the Chairman, Brian Duperreault, for 
what has been an incredible amount of work and for a 
report which I think actually gives us a lot to work with, 
going forward. Others have noted the fact that there 
was a lot of donated time. I think some of the account-
ing firms actually did pro bono work on this as well. I 
recall the Chairman, Mr. Duperreault, actually raised a 
fair amount of money. So, at the end of the day, they 
were, in some sense, good to their word. They did not 
spend a lot of money to do what they set out to do, 
which was to examine the operations and structure of 
government with a view to reducing spending and in-
creasing efficiency. 
 In the report, I think the commissioners saw 
their work in terms of “helping Bermuda recover her 
competitiveness and to securing the Island’s well be-
ing for future generations.” I think they have certainly 
made a huge contribution in giving us direction and a 
sense of where we need to go. 
 I think it is important to point out that, as other 
honourable colleagues have said on this side, that 
does not mean that the Government is going to nec-
essarily adopt every recommendation in here or do it 
all at once. I think it is fair to say that it is something 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report 13 December 2013 553 
 
that we will look at. As my honourable colleague, Mr. 
Richards, said at the very beginning, the Government 
has embarked on what I think could best be termed a 
multi-year programme for the recovery, reform and 
renewal of Bermuda. 

He referred to something we have said on this 
side on a number of occasions, which is that we are 
taking what is referred to as a dual-track strategy 
here. One track is clearly to raise revenue, increase 
confidence and create more jobs and inward invest-
ment. But the other track, which is what the SAGE 
Report represents, is also extremely important as well, 
and as they say themselves, that is the efficiency and 
looking at efficiency and spending. As they say them-
selves on page 6 of the report, “Just as importantly, 
any plan for expense reduction must be supported by 
a plan for generating revenue, increasing the Island’s 
population and thereby the economy, and establishing 
jobs for Bermudians.” 

So I think even in the report itself, they have 
recognised very clearly that this is only, as the Fi-
nance Minister has said, only one part of the equation 
going forward. I think that is certainly very much 
where our Government is as well. 
 It is also important to point out, because the 
numbers have been fairly large, according to some 
earlier Members, but what the SAGE Report is actu-
ally recommending, in summary, is on page 6 as well. 
After doing (as they refer to) their six-month review of 
expense reductions, they believe that in order to get 
us back on the right track, some $65 million must be 
saved in the first year, $75 million in the second, $80 
million and $90 million a year by the end of the fourth 
year if Bermuda is to regain its financial footing. 
 Now, clearly, that is simply a recommenda-
tion, and I think the Minister of Finance will have his 
own calculations in terms of what we must do to bring 
the government’s accounts back into some sort of ba-
sically balanced budget situation. We can probably 
perhaps talk a little bit more about that as we get far-
ther into it. 
 But I would like to tackle a couple of other 
questions which have been raised and I think some 
Members on this side have addressed, as well. One of 
the first questions was the one raised by the Shadow 
Finance Minister, which is the question of (and I think 
he had some fun with this), why did the Minister of 
Finance not come with a clear sense of what we will 
do? I think some of my honourable colleagues have 
basically tried to answer this question, and I will, too. 
 That is, for those Members who have read the 
report (and I am assuming most people have had a go 
at it) it is very clear that there are a lot of recommen-
dations here. Some of these recommendations are 
fairly complex, and some of them are going to take a 
little bit of effort to get our arms around. So, if you ac-
tually come, as the Minister of Finance did, and say, 
Look. We are going to work through this with very 
much an approach to consultation, it would be entirely 

inappropriate for him to have come today and say, We 
are going to do this, that and the other; we are not 
going to do this, that and the other, because it would 
pre-empt any kind of consultation, which clearly you 
need to do for something which is as detailed and 
complex as this report is. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: To be perfectly hon-
est, Mr. Speaker, I think the Government itself, while it 
has had some discussions about this, needs to have 
some time to work through some of these very com-
plex issues, because there are difficult decisions that 
need to be made here, and we do not want to do 
those without consultation, consultations with the pub-
lic, as the Minister of Finance has promised, and con-
sultations with other stakeholders as well. That in-
cludes unions, certainly businesses, and others that 
form a part of the fabric of this community. 
 It would be fair to say that there is a very clear 
reason why the Minister did not come today and set 
out a schedule of what would happen and what would 
have happened, because it would have been inappro-
priate in terms of how the Government sees going 
forward, which is very much on a consultative basis 
here. I think, as we get further into the New Year, 
some of these things are going to be addressed in a 
very specific kind of way. The Honourable Member, 
Bob Richards, also spoke about some of the ideas 
that he has, looking at concepts like mutualisation, 
which may be a very important way of looking at some 
ways to reduce the size of Government, a way that 
would actually empower people, as opposed to simply 
throwing a department or a particular area off into the 
private sector. 
 So there is a clear difference between the 
concept of mutualisation and the concept of privatisa-
tion, although I think there was an effort earlier by 
some Members to try and make that clearer. 
 I would like to focus on a couple of points 
here, which I think are important for the public to un-
derstand. That is some of the difference, which has 
become very clear in the course of the debate, be-
tween where the Opposition is and the Government is 
with respect to the SAGE Report. I would like to do 
that, Mr. Speaker, by focusing first of all on this issue 
of debt, because I think it is very central to this, and I 
think Members, if they looked at the report, will see 
that the issue of debt appears very early in the report. 
It is on page 4. There is a graph which shows Public 
Debt (Net of Sinking Fund) as a percentage of gross 
domestic product. 
 The reason it is important to focus on the 
debt, and I think some people will have a sense that 
somehow the debt has now been stopped or is not 
growing . . . But I am sorry to say the debt is still grow-
ing. The fact of the matter is that until the government 
actually gets towards more of a balanced budget 
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situation or can appreciably grow the revenue, the 
debt will continue to grow. I think some people see 
government debt as something that really is kind of 
way out there. It does not affect them. It is measured 
in billions of dollars. It is something where it does not 
sort of really come into their daily lives. 
 But the fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, that 
it does. And just to quote the Honourable Shadow 
Minister of Finance, he said, “There is nothing in this 
report which helps children to be better educated or 
will help families or things of that sort.” But I think the 
concept here which is important is that, when you 
have debt, as we do right now, and the net debt is 
probably something on the order of $1.5 billion, you 
have to pay for that debt. That payment is the interest 
payments that happen on an annual basis. 
 If you go back a few years, basically those 
interest payments were on the order of $10 million to 
$15 million a year. That was roughly something on the 
order of maybe $1.00 or $2.00 for every $100.00 that 
was essentially spent on everything the Government 
spends money on. So, $1.00 to $2.00 out of every 
$100.00 was spent on basically those interest pay-
ments, that servicing of debt. 
 Over the last few years, as that debt has in-
creased, and it has gone up almost exponentially, as 
we will see in those graphs, what has happened is 
those interest payments have gone from $1.00 to 
$2.00 for every $100.00, they are now up to, I think in 
the end of 2012 or March 2012, they are around 
$13.00 for every $100.00. They are now probably up 
on something to the order of $14.00 to $15.00 per 
every $100.00. So, what that means is that education, 
health care, financial assistance, everything else that 
the Government spends money on is now competing 
with that money that is being spent on interest pay-
ments. 
 So, unless you can start to reduce that debt, 
reduce that debt down from the $15 million a year, it 
means that you are going to have more and more 
money spent on interest payments, and less and less 
of that $100.00 spent on education, seniors, health 
care and all the rest of it. So, you have to start to 
tackle that debt in a major sort of way; otherwise, what 
you are going to end up with is a very difficult situa-
tion, and other countries have faced this, where in 
some cases more than half of the country’s expendi-
ture goes to pay for interest, and everything else basi-
cally gets what is left over. 
 So, that is one of the real reasons why this is 
such a critical issue here. And it is a critical issue be-
cause right now, that debt is still growing. Those inter-
est payments will continue to grow. If we are adding, 
as we are now, $300 million a year in deficit, that goes 
straight into debt because we are not paying for that 
out of revenue. We simply have to pay for that out of 
debt. So the debt continues to increase, and that in-
terest payment continues to rise as well. 

So that is why the SAGE Report is so impor-
tant in terms of addressing the expenditure and effi-
ciency so that we can start to get that expenditure 
down, reduce that deficit so we can get back to a 
situation where we have, basically, less deficit and, 
hopefully, a balanced budget. That is why the SAGE 
Commission is recommending these cuts over the 
next four years, to try and bring us back into that bal-
anced budget situation. 

Now, one of the challenges I guess I had with 
the Honourable Member who speaks for Finance on 
that side was that he said (and I quote; I have written 
down what he said) “SAGE itself is a false premise.” 
He said that structure is not the problem (which I un-
derstood him to mean efficiency and spending are not 
the problem); he said, that economic problems, eco-
nomic troubles caused our problems, not the struc-
ture. 

He did not believe that if we fix Government, 
we will fix the problem the country has. What I have 
tried to just show, Mr. Speaker, is clearly there is a 
difference of opinion here. Because unless you fix 
these structural problems, unless you fix the over-
spending that we currently have right now, we are go-
ing to have serious problems not only in the next cou-
ple of years, but as the debt starts to grow and as the 
interest payments start to rise, as my honourable col-
league, Mr. Richards, said, sooner or later—and it is 
probably going to be sooner than later—people who 
have lent us that money are going to start to get very 
worried about our ability to repay it. 

We are now in a spiral going down, because 
every year that debt increases, and every year those 
interest payments increase. At a certain point (and 
that is why the Honourable Member went out to raise 
financing this year) the bond markets are going to 
start to say, Bermuda is starting to look a lot riskier 
than it did a year or two ago. We are going to have to 
charge a higher rate of interest. And that is going to 
exacerbate that problem even further. That $14.00 or 
$15.00 is going to start to rise, not so much on the 
basis also of the deficit, but on the fact that our inter-
est rates, what people charge us for borrowing that 
money, are going to start to go up appreciably as well. 

That is a huge problem, particularly for the 
members of the generation which the Honourable 
Shadow Minister represents. Because, Mr. Speaker, it 
is not so much you and I that are going to have to deal 
with that spiral. It is going to be the next generation 
that is coming up behind us that is going to have a 
huge issue on their hands. Putting aside all the issues 
of the change and the demographic shift and the rest 
of it, what it means is a younger generation is going to 
have huge problems in terms of addressing the inter-
est on that debt, and addressing the other issues that 
come with an increasing senior population, unless we 
start to do something about it right now. 

That is exactly what SAGE is saying, and that 
is exactly why the language in their report, when they 
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use terms like “unsustainable” and the public debt 
“threatens to destabilise the foundation of the coun-
try,” all that is quite true. I think the challenge that we 
have, and this is the contrast I am trying to point out 
here, apparently the Shadow Minister believes that all 
we need to do is grow our way out of this problem. All 
we need to do is increase revenue, and somehow that 
is going to fix the problem. 

The fact of the matter is that that is not what 
this side of the House believes, Mr. Speaker. We un-
derstand that not only do you have to increase reve-
nue . . . and we can talk about some of those pro-
grammes, and we have been talking about some of 
those programmes to increase business confidence, 
to increase the number of companies here, to in-
crease and diversify international business, to in-
crease resort development, increase hotels and, basi-
cally, inward investment. All that is really important. 
But unless you tackle the other side of it, we are going 
to have a very, very serious situation on our hands.  
 I think his perspective is that somehow you 
have got to continue spending money as a Govern-
ment. As he put it, You cannot cut your way out of this 
problem. It is not the size and scope of government 
which is the problem, according to him. In fact, that is 
actually contrary to what SAGE and, I think, the rest of 
us believe. You have to start to address this issue of 
efficiency and spending by government as part of the 
other track here. 
 His perspective—and this is certainly a per-
spective which has been espoused by others—is that 
austerity hurts. His concept is that if you reduce that 
deficit . . . because he said, if you take out that $300 
million which government is currently spending in 
deficit, if you reduce that, it is going to hurt families 
and all the rest of it. But I think the fact of the matter is 
you need to be able to start to cut away at that. The 
Minister of Finance is not suggesting, nor do I suspect 
that he will suggest that we reduce that $300 million 
this year; neither is the SAGE Report. That $300 mil-
lion that we are currently spending—actually about 
$330 million, I think. What they are saying is you have 
got to take it down over a period of time, and you have 
got to start to balance that by increasing your revenue 
as well. 
 But as the Minister of Finance said very 
clearly earlier on, you simply cannot, based on what 
we have seen so far, grow your way out of this prob-
lem by increasing revenue and ignore the expenditure 
side. I think the Honourable Member who speaks for 
Finance made the point, and I wrote it down, that 
SAGE is the road to economic ruin for this country. 
The sad fact of the matter, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
former Government put us on the road to economic 
ruin. And it is this situation which SAGE and this Gov-
ernment are trying to address. But we are not going to 
do it in a dictatorial way. There has to be consultation 
here. We need to find ways to reduce that deficit, try 
to get a handle on that interest and debt, but at the 

same time balance it out by having an increase in 
revenue. 
 But as we have all discovered, and we all 
know, this is not a situation where you can simply 
wave a magic wand. The irony of this, of course, is 
that that $300 million he is talking about taking out 
was roughly equivalent to the $300 million that we lost 
from the spending in this economy by the unemployed 
Bermudians—of which there are about 2,000—and 
the some 3,000 non-Bermudians that left this country 
over the past five years. If you take those salaries and 
you add them all together, that roughly equates to 
some $300 million in spending that this community 
has lost from 2008 to 2012. 
 So, in a funny sort of way, there is a parallel 
there. It is that loss of jobs and that unemployment 
that the Government is seriously trying to tackle right 
now. I am certainly on board with what my honourable 
colleague, Mr. Richards, said. We cannot do that sim-
ply by employing Bermudians. We are going to have 
to increase the number of non-Bermudians in this 
country if we are going to expand the economy; be-
cause that is the way the economic circumstances 
work out. So those are part of the equation that we 
need to look at here, as well. 

Unfortunately, there has been a sense, cer-
tainly in the town meetings that I have heard, that the 
Opposition has talked about that there are other op-
tions. This is on this issue of revenue. The challenge I 
have had, Mr. Speaker, is when I have looked through 
the Progressive Labour Party’s plan from the [Reply to 
the] Throne Speech to actually increase that revenue, 
there is, frankly, not a lot there. 

When you look at issues like developing an 
exclusive zone for seabed mining, agriculture and off-
shore fishing, I think certainly that is something that 
we are looking at. The former Government (before the 
Progressive Labour Party), the United Bermuda Party, 
looked at it. There was a licence that went out to an 
individual to look at the possibility of seabed mining. I 
am not trying to discount it. But I think, as my honour-
able colleague, Mr. Richards, said, these sorts of is-
sues are unlikely to provide the kind of revenue and 
inward financial investment that we are looking for, for 
some years. 

Yes, deep-sea mining is starting in other 
places. It is very much at an early stage. But at this 
point, we do not even know whether there actually is 
anything worth mining off of Bermuda. There is some 
speculation that may be the case. But until you actu-
ally have somebody that is prepared to come in and 
do some of the research, and that means doing the 
soundings and sampling and that sort of thing, you do 
not really have any clear sense that there is anything 
there. 

Yes, the individual that has, basically, the cur-
rent licence from Government suggests that he thinks 
there may be some crusts there. There may be, in 
some of the very deep areas where you have the 
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vents, there may be heavy concentrations of metals. 
But we do not know that for a fact yet, Mr. Speaker, 
and we do not know whether there is sufficient there 
to actually make this worthwhile. 

When you look at some of the other sugges-
tions, in terms of freeing up regulations for greater 
foreign investment and to attract more banks or law 
firms, Mr. Speaker, I think all of these are concepts, 
but they are not going to solve the kind of revenue 
problems that we have right now. Interestingly 
enough, I notice that one of the things that was being 
suggested was an economic free zone. Mr. Speaker, 
you may have heard of Cayman Enterprise City, 
which has been set up in the last couple of years. I 
think a number of years ago, when the base lands 
were coming back into Bermuda’s possession, we 
talked about a business and technology park, and I 
think there is still some basis for that. 

But what is interesting, Mr. Speaker, and we 
have certainly looked at the Cayman Enterprise City, 
when you actually look at the what that is returning to 
government, there was a recent report by CNS [Cay-
man News Service] Business, and it said that over the 
past two years that has actually returned only a little 
under $17,000 to government, because all the money 
was given away in concessions. They were not paying 
any payroll taxes. They were not paying any duties or 
anything of that sort. So, sometimes you have to be 
very careful in terms of how you set these things up. 

I am not saying that Cayman Enterprise City 
was not an interesting idea. I think it is something that 
we will have a look at. But you have got to be very 
careful in terms of having these silver bullets that 
somehow will solve all your problems. I think that is 
something we need to be very conscious of here, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I would like to just touch on a couple of other 
points that I think are interesting in terms of the SAGE 
Report itself. I will speak to an area which I am some-
what familiar with. On page 84, there are some rec-
ommendations. (This is just an example, Mr. Speaker, 
because I do not want to get into a lot of detail here, 
because the Government has not had a chance to 
consider this. But I think it is worth pointing these is-
sues out.) There have been, over the last couple of 
years, a number of recommendations to take the De-
partment of Maritime Administration (the DMA) and 
the Department of Civil Aviation and turn those into a 
quango. I think that is something, certainly, that we 
will look at. 

The challenge the Government has, and the 
Minister of Finance will have when doing that is, if you 
look at Civil Aviation, that is currently generating a 
revenue of something on the order of $24 million to 25 
million. There are about $12 million that are spent on 
it. But it is netting about $25 million. DMA, the De-
partment of Maritime Administration, is currently gen-
erating about $4 million. If you take these out and put 
them into a quango, or indeed if you privatise them, [it 

means] you will lose almost $30 million of revenue 
unless you can take that back. 

So, on the one hand, it makes sense, per-
haps, to look at possibly putting these into a quango. 
On the other hand, what you find is that the money 
that is spent in running those departments is returned 
twofold. For every dollar you put in, you get two back. 
You do not want, particularly in the government's cur-
rent circumstances, to lose that revenue. So, any ef-
fort to try and privatise or quango-ise these has to be 
looked at very carefully, from a revenue perspective 
as well, because you need to get that part up as well, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So, there are a couple of other things I wanted 
just to touch on. I think we talked a little bit about mu-
tualisation. The Minister of Finance, obviously, will be 
talking more about that. I do not think anybody is sug-
gesting that that is going to be a panacea. I believe 
the issue there is there may be areas where providing 
that kind of empowerment and providing certain areas 
of government to be essentially mutualised, where 
you have employee ownership and perhaps invest-
ment by the outside, could make a lot of sense. I hope 
people will not simply write it off and try and character-
ise it as privatisation, and therefore the enemy. I think 
there are a number of things that can be done here. 

But suffice it to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
a lot of work that the SAGE Commission has put to-
gether. There are a lot of recommendations. Those 
need to be pulled together. They need to be looked at 
carefully. And Government needs to do that very 
much in consultation, because there are some hard 
decisions that have to be made, Mr. Speaker. I think I 
will end by saying, unless we start to do that collec-
tively and look at this with an open mind, we are going 
to have very, very serious problems going forward. 
We will be on the road to economic ruin. 

Thank you, sir. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. You 
have the floor. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you once again, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we heard a lot tonight about 
SAGE, some pro, some negative. I think overall, you 
know, this was a good exercise. It gave Government 
and us the chance to look at where we are. We have 
used some independent people who should not have 
had any axe to grind. All of us have an opinion about 
that. But we have used them. They have been willing 
to come forward, and they have produced this report. 
And it gave us great hope for getting back on track. 
 But I would like to warn, though, that this re-
port, if not handled properly, not communicated to the 
public over the next little while, leaves us in a position 
where it could be totally divisive and we could end up 
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in “the public versus the government workers” sce-
nario. There has been a lot of pain in the private sec-
tor; we know that. A lot of people have been laid off. A 
lot of people are working less hours. All of that is go-
ing on. So they know they have felt the pain, and now 
out comes this report, which in my opinion and, I think, 
the opinion of everybody in this House, is damning on 
the overall performance of government workers. The 
report says, as we know, that there are some very 
good Government workers. But as a group, as a col-
lective group, it is not there. 
 And so, you can end up in a position where 
those members of the public who feel that their situa-
tion isn’t fair . . . I have been laid off. I was doing all 
right. I prepared myself. I had a degree. I had training. 
I had all of that. And I am sitting home. Yet, this report 
says, These folks don't do their job, and no one will do 
anything. 
 So, what Government has done, in trying to 
get to the answer and trying to get us to a point where 
we can start from, is they have laid it all out there. 
 Now, the weaknesses within the Civil Service 
have been thoroughly explored and exploited in this 
report. There is no stone left unturned. As I turned the 
pages, I found it hard to find something, when we are 
talking about government performance, that I dis-
agreed with. Those of us who have been here long 
enough could probably find examples to deal with 
every point. I know I certainly can, as I read through 
the report. 
 Now it has to be fixed. The Honourable Mem-
ber, Ms. Atherden, talked about reports sitting on a 
shelf. This one cannot. It simply cannot. It has to be 
addressed. Mr. Speaker, you will recall the battle of 
1989/91 that the Honourable Gerald Simons under-
took. You were involved. I was involved in different 
ways. Gerald Simons set out to fix education. He was 
determined to do the right thing for Bermuda. He ex-
posed it. He put it all out there. The result was, 24 
years later, people are still marching over to the pri-
vate school system, because the beliefs they had 
about the system were gone. All it requires is for a 
politician, a school leader, or somebody to stand up 
and say, Oh, it's all messed up! and the confidence is 
gone, because, Gerald told us there was a problem. 
And he was as sincere and honest and hardworking a 
Minister that I am aware of. He was a good man, try-
ing to do the right thing. And 24 years later, education 
suffers because of what Gerald did when he was try-
ing to do the right thing. 

The potential for that is here. So we have to 
be careful about how we handle this. We want suc-
cess. We want success, meaning the public gets a 
sense after this, six months, a year from now, that 
things are on the right track. So, it means that from 
the top to the bottom, we have got to work together. 

The things that we see in this report, Mr. 
Speaker, did not just happen yesterday. I have been 
around the government for 30 years. You say, Gee, 

well, you've been here a lot longer than me. But I can 
remember in the early 1980s, the government Ac-
countant General's Department had a whole slew of 
accountants from overseas, from the UK, who were 
no better than City and Guilds’ accountants. They had 
no qualifications. (Do you remember? Bob is laughing. 
You remember those days.) 

The Auditor General’s Department . . . when 
Larry Denis took over, he was the only qualified CA 
[chartered accountant] there. There was not another 
CA on the spot. That is what it was like.  

In my capacity at Deloitte’s in the early 1990s, 
government put out some offers to come in and help 
government with certain projects. I got one of my con-
sultants together and we came in. I will not identify the 
department, but we put in a bid. Then it stalled. Noth-
ing was happening. So, finally (I kept asking, [it’s] my 
nature) Geoff Bell took me on the side, and he said, 
Listen, Mr. Lister. Let me explain what is happening. I 
said, What’s happening? He said, The problem isn’t 
everywhere. It’s the heads of this department. They 
won’t adapt. And so we’re going to do nothing be-
cause the head retires in two years’ time. We will wait 
out the two years. 

And what actually happened—true story—the 
head retired. The deputy was a young, bright CA, fe-
male. She took over. And within a year, she had 
solved the whole problem. There was no need for us. 
But no one was prepared to do anything other than let 
the head of the department just go along for two more 
years. 

So, I say all of that to say, it is a culture. You 
talk about a culture in here. It is a culture that has 
been ingrained for many, many years. It did not come 
in the last 14. I do not want anybody to think, Well, it’s 
the PLP. No. It is the Government that we have had 
for a long time. So, turning that around and changing 
it is a huge thing. It is turning the elephant around. It is 
not that easy to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I support a lot of what I read in 
here on the performance side. The new PSC [Public 
Service Commission] is novel! I like it. I like what is 
being put there. I would tweak some of it if . . . Bob, if 
you give me a consultancy, I will work it out for you. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, I have got to make a pitch. 
Why not? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
  
Hon. Terry E. Lister: For a dollar? Yes, I have got to 
make a dollar, yes. Not one. 
 But all seriously, Mr. Speaker, we can tweak 
that new PSC. But the duties that are going to be as-
signed, being responsible for appraisals, for the Cab 
Sec [Cabinet Secretary], and the head of the Civil 
Service? Brilliant! Never done that before. I support 
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putting the Cabinet Secretary and the head of Civil 
Service in place with the duties that have been as-
signed here. 
 Dr. Derrick Binns has taken on the job of his 
life. He has taken on the job of his life! Either he is 
prepared to do it or not do it. That will have to be 
monitored. If he is not going to do the job, then he 
may as well go back and be a PS somewhere. But if 
he is going to stay in that role, he has got to work 
harder than he has ever worked in his life to try and 
get that top layer of the Civil Service, the PSs, to un-
derstand how they impact on this country, and to get 
the directors to understand how they impact on this 
country. It is a big job. 
 Now, I will give you another little piece of ad-
vice. The head of Civil Service is a vacant post right 
now. You can scour up and down the government and 
find the best person you can use, or you can go 
back—and he is going to hate me for calling his 
name—but you can go back, get ahold of Stan Oliver 
and make him come back. Make him come back. Stan 
Oliver did the job brilliantly. He is still around now, 
driving his sports car like he is relaxed. Well, let us put 
him back to work. He has still got it in him. He did a 
brilliant job. You remember that; and no one has done 
it since. I do not know who is in the system who could 
do it. But this is not the time for experimentation. We 
need some real experience, some real good people, 
and let us get on with it. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have to have an effective 
CSE. What the report says . . . What does it stand for, 
for the folks at home? Civil Service Executive. (I am 
getting caught up in all the initials, you know?) The 
Civil Service Executive has an important role to play. 
Over the last few years, it met infrequently. It was re-
sponsible for putting cross-fertilisation of ideas, look-
ing at Cabinet papers that were coming through down 
the line. And the group met and had no minutes. Can 
you believe that? 

When I was a Sunday school superintendent, 
and I had a meeting on my Sunday school teachers, 
we took minutes. We passed them out, and people 
had to follow up [on] things coming out of those min-
utes. So next week, Sunday, I expected to see some 
of those things, from that meeting, in play. And when 
we met again, we pulled out those minutes, and we 
had a little heart-to-heart with those who had not done 
what they were supposed to do. So if my Sunday 
school teachers can follow a set of minutes and work 
to them, why isn’t the CSE working with minutes? 

You see, this is just an indication of how poor 
the situation had become. We have a lot of work to 
do. 

Some of our PSs may feel under threat to 
some degree. I had a colleague once who used to 
say, Nothing motivates people more than fear. I think 
the Honourable Member Richards was getting around 
that a little earlier. Nothing wrong with a little bit of 
fear. The idea of putting the PSs on a three-year con-

tract I think is brilliant. Because if we have a PS who 
comes through young, at 42, and is good, he or she 
gets eight contracts. So what? But if we have some-
one who is there, and at the end of three years, you 
have tried everything and it is not working, then the 
contract is up. We do not get stuck. 

In the report, it talked about Assistant Cabinet 
Secretary. This post appeared about four or five years 
ago. And it was the most amazing thing! Because of-
ten, there were people who, Ministers would say to 
the Premier, No! No! No! No! No! Sorry, Premier! No! 
And so, the Premier would say, Okay, you, you, [and] 
you. And everybody would duck their head. No one 
would say yes. So the next thing you knew, the per-
son was Assistant Cabinet Secretary, and they would 
tell you they had been promoted, because they were 
above the PSs. Scratch my head. Absolutely incredi-
ble. Let us get rid of that. We do not need that. Three-
year contract, and, as I said, fear is a motivator. 

There were times when the government actu-
ally tried to organise proper training and development 
for PSs, and some of them would just push the chair 
back and say, Not I. Don’t need it. I know what I’m 
doing. And all the Ministers are saying, I don’t want 
that one! But they would say, I know what I’m doing! 
That will not happen now if you have a three-year con-
tract. If someone brings you in, gives you an evalua-
tion, fairly, and it is on the down side, you are going to 
say, Where is my training? Because all these prob-
lems are because I have not been properly trained! 
Totally different. And the country will be the benefici-
ary. 

We have to hold the Cabinet Secretary re-
sponsible for the implementation of this report, on the 
personnel side. And I am going to invite the Premier to 
let him know that he is holding his feet to the fire, and 
I am going to tell the Premier that the 35 of us are go-
ing to hold his feet to the fire. Okay? We are going to 
hold his feet to the fire, because if it is not happening, 
the buck has to stop somewhere. 

Now, we will put a lot of it on my cousin, Bob, 
but we will put the rest on the Premier. 
 
The Speaker: The Honourable Member. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The Honourable Member, Bob 
Richards, the Honourable Minister. He is my cousin, 
for real, for real. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: That’s true. 
 Okay, Mr. Speaker. We must have the suc-
cession planning and the talent management search. 
There are so many people in that middle area of gov-
ernment who are bright and capable. Sometimes, they 
get really frustrated because they get passed over, 
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because, you know, no one picked them out. No one 
said, He’s the one, She’s the one. We have had spo-
radic efforts.  
 There was a programme to identify people 
who could come become PSs more than 10 years 
ago, run by the Human Resources Department. There 
were about 15 people in it. Out of that group came PS 
Kevin Monkman. I do not remember anybody else 
coming out of that. There might have been, but I do 
not remember. When I was Education Minister, there 
was a programme put together to identify principals. It 
was run by Vivian Cooper. Now, who better could you 
get? An outstanding educator, then retired, came in 
on a consultancy and did it, did the programme. Only 
one or two came out of that, and the programme fell 
away. 
 If we follow SAGE as it has been set out, we 
will start these things, and we will keep them going. 
That is the key, keeping them going. We cannot just 
start and stop 10 minutes later. The importance of 
good hiring practices . . . Here is a story. I had a direc-
tor who was doing very good work, but he was going 
to move on. And he informed everyone that he was 
leaving in six months’ time. Six months! In the private 
sector, if you said you were leaving in six months’ 
time, somebody would slap you! Six months! You had 
better go today! But six months, okay. 

So, I keep saying to the PS, How are we mak-
ing out? How are we making out? How are we making 
out? Well, you know, that person left and was gone 
two months before an ad got in the newspaper. Can 
you believe it? And you may say, Minister, why did 
you not do it? I cannot run the ad. I cannot run the ad. 
My job was to moan and groan to the PS and say, PS, 
come on. And the PS would say, Oh, Minister, I’m 
working on this! But you know! Well, what do you 
mean, You know? That is the answer. You guys are 
finding out. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me tell you something. I be-
lieve the OBA Government, when they were sitting 
over here watching things that were not going quite 
right, thought, Those guys in the PLP, those Ministers, 
do not know what they are doing. And now they are 
over there learning. They are finding out that it is not 
quite what they thought it was. It is learning how to get 
your PSs and directors and yourself on the same 
page.  
 I heard the Honourable former Minister, Der-
rick Burgess, earlier tonight talking about programmes 
that he ran and how he had to jump in, and it was Min-
isterial interference. Well, you know, Ministers are 
supposed to provide policy, and it stops there. But let 
me assure you. Any Minister who follows that rule will 
have a meeting with the Premier and will become a 
former Minister. That is what will happen, because if 
you take your hands off nothing is going to happen, in 
some cases. 
 I would tell a story about how a school got its 
name, but I am going to pass on that. 

 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, yes. Please pass on that. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: We had a good laugh for that 
reason. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am going to leave that alone, 
Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Pass on that one. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: But it is about— 
 
The Speaker: Well, maybe they should know about it. 
But pass on it. Pass on it. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, no. We are not going to tell 
that story. But it is about how you get things done 
sometimes. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No. No. No. Mr. Speaker and I 
have had a good laugh on that one. 
 Good discipline practices. Oh, my gracious! 
Nothing turns off a good worker [faster] than seeing a 
poor worker go unpunished and enjoying the same 
rewards that they enjoy, whatever those rewards are. I 
had a Ministry once where I called for a file, and they 
said, Well, Minister, I do not think we can find the file 
today. I said, What do you mean? Well, it was a Fri-
day in July, could not find the file. I said, Why not? 
They said, Well, the lady who handles that, her family 
has a tent at County Game, at Eastern Counties, and 
she does the cooking. So she never comes in the day 
before Eastern Counties. 
 But, look. Here is the best part. She did not 
take vacation. She was sick. And she had been sick 
for years on the day before Eastern Counties! And 
nobody ever figured it out. But they could tell me this. 
Nothing was done! Nothing was done. For all I know, 
she might have done it this year at the County 
Games. It is ridiculous. Good discipline is required, 
and it comes from the top down. The CS, Cab Sec, 
the Permanent Secretaries, department heads, it all 
has to work through. We will get the results. 
 One of the things that was mentioned in the 
report was the difficulty of having government senior 
people negotiate with the BPSU [Bermuda Public Ser-
vices Union]. But it is a great difficulty because the 
person is actually negotiating their own wage and their 
own wage package. So it always comes out very at-
tractive. In the report, it is suggested that an external 
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body should do it. I agree with that 100 per cent. Let 
us bring somebody in who can negotiate this thing 
through and come up with a fair package overall. But 
the way it has worked in the past worked against the 
government. It worked for the government workers, 
but worked against the government. So, that has to 
change. 
 Mr. Speaker, the need for a strategic plan is 
mentioned, annual reports, annual budgets, putting all 
of this information up on a website and making it 
available for the public. Let me warn, let me warn, let 
me warn! These sorts of things, when written on a 
piece of paper, make all the sense in the world; [but] 
they are very hard to do. They are extremely hard to 
do consistently. 

I would suggest to the Government that they 
take a look at these sorts of recommendations and 
decide whether they really need to do it in a real for-
malised way, ticking every box, so to speak. Because 
you can end up getting caught up, spending a lot of 
time just trying to do the plan, just trying to report the 
plan, just trying to tidy it up so that it does not look so 
bad, or embellishing it so that it looks even better 
when it goes on the website. And you are spending all 
your time doing that, and you are taking your eye off 
the ball of actually running the Ministry and providing 
service to the people of Bermuda, which is the first 
rule of the Government. 

It has been mentioned earlier, Mr. Speaker, 
that government has just so many giveaways. Free 
this, free that, free the other. When the public look at 
it, they think about the free public buses for school-
children and things like that. What the public does not 
think about is something that the Honourable Wayne 
Furbert brought up today. When we in this House 
passed and agreed to the concession plan for Pink 
Beach Club, I got up and made a lot of noise about it. 
I did a calculation, and what I calculated was the give-
aways came to 80 per cent of the cost of the building. 
Imagine that. 

So, the person . . . I am going to make the 
numbers up. If they were building down there for $100 
million, under the plan they were going to get $80 mil-
lion back. Now, they were not going to get a cheque 
for $80 million on the first day. It was going to come in 
over a five- to ten-year period. So, when that conver-
sation was taking place this morning, I sat in my seat, 
I scratched and I thought, Do I jump up and say some-
thing, you know, harsh to my friend, Minister Crock-
well? I said, No. I’ll probably say something harsh 
about him later in the day, so I’ll pass.  
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: But I talked to him out in the 
kitchen, and he said, Look. We are supposed to be 
friends. Why are you doing this to me? No, Wayne. 
We are still friends. But, you know, it is our work. We 
have got a job to do. 

 But when I looked at this thing having fallen 
apart today, I thought, These guys were going to get 
80 per cent back, and they still weren’t creditworthy 
with the bank. Amazing! Imagine that! They still were 
not creditworthy at the bank! 
 So, you really need to look at all of these 
giveaways and say, what do we really have to do? I 
have heard this Government say, for instance, that the 
SDO [Special Development Order] is gone, and they 
are not going to do SDOs. (Where is the Environment 
Minister now? Oh, yes, I know who it is.) I would invite 
the Environment Minister to stick to that; put his foot 
down. Because what happens is, SDOs were given in 
the past, and there was a [big] race to get them done 
because the project had to get done right away, and 
then nothing happened. When you drive into the city 
along Church Street, the old Canadian Hotel, we did a 
great SDO on that. And we ran at top speed to get it 
done, and there it sits. Nobody has any idea when 
anything is going to happen down there—none. But it 
had an SDO. It did not go through all the works. 
 We have to develop new revenues. At the end 
of the day, after all the attempts to cut and after all the 
attempts to make the performance levels rise, we 
have to have new revenues. We have to draw more 
from the existing stream of revenues. We have to get 
behind Business Bermuda and other organisations 
like that and encourage them . . . Do not give them 
any money. I heard someone say earlier, We’re not 
paying for the CEO. Well, I am glad to hear that, hav-
ing heard how much he is getting paid. But we have to 
encourage them to get out there and do their job. 
 The weakness of the SAGE Report is that it is 
just that—SAGE. It was to do with expenditure. I have 
heard other Members talk about a RAGE report, 
[Revenue And Government Earnings] a revenue-
creation report. That is a report worth commissioning. 
It is worth it to take the bright people out there in busi-
ness and elsewhere who know about revenue 
streams, and get them to produce a report like this. I 
would invite the Minister to consider it. Give them a 
three-month plan. Do not give them six months. They 
do not need six months. Three months—come back. 
Troubleshoot, brainstorm, and drop something down 
in front of the Minister. He can study it, share it with us 
if he chooses to, or keep it in his back pocket so he 
will look like a star when it all comes to fruition. I really 
do not mind my cousin looking good. You know, I 
have always been in favour of my cousins doing well 
up here, had a lot of them up here. He is one of the 
last, so I want him to do well. 
 But he has got to do it. He has got to do 
something that is going to generate revenues, be-
cause we are spending far too much time looking at 
the expenditure side, and it has a negative connota-
tion. If you keep talking about cut, cut, cut, getting rid 
of people, getting rid of departments, what it does, Mr. 
Speaker, it just brings down the national spirit. Every-
one is walking along with their head down. People are 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



Official Hansard Report 13 December 2013 561 
 
not speaking to each other in the street. They barely 
give you a wave and a smile. 
 That is not how we are as Bermudians. We 
walk straight up. We smile. We wave. We shake 
hands. When people come and speak to us in the 
morning to tell us what to do at our desks, we do not 
work until they say, Oh! Good morning! That is how 
we are. But now, people do not want to hear the Good 
morning, because they are weighed down. So we 
have to find a way to bring the revenues back. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the report there is a section 
that talks about streamlining. It says that we should 
reduce the ministries to save some money. This is a 
good idea. We have seen the Premier reduce a cou-
ple of ministries this week. But a couple of things 
come to mind. As you reduce the ministries, you actu-
ally make the remaining ministries much bigger, so it 
puts even more importance on sound management 
skills. Now you have got a bigger thing to manage. If 
you could not manage the smaller ministries, you are 
going to have a harder time managing the bigger min-
istries. 
 I was surprised when I looked at pages 62 
and 63 of the report. Page 62 is the existing ministries 
and how they are set up. Page 63 is the recom-
mended Ministries and how they should be set up. We 
just had a Cabinet shuffle, and nothing that was done 
in the Cabinet shuffle ties in to page 63. I do not un-
derstand that. What good is this report if we are not 
going to bother to do anything that the report says? 
So, when the Honourable David Burt got up and said 
he was disappointed because he did not hear the 
plan, he was right. However, Mrs. Atherden, the Hon-
ourable Member Jeanne Atherden, said, Well, if we 
gave you all of the answers tonight, where is the de-
bate and dialogue? I agree with that. 

But what we should have had, and what I 
would like to have had, would have been for the Minis-
ter and those who spoke behind him to say, These are 
the 10 things that we must do. And we will do these 
10. Then they could have said, These are the 10 
things that we will not do. 

Last week, Friday, we were told that the NDC 
[National Drug Control] will not be dissolved. It will not 
be outsourced. It will remain, and that is why we are 
passing this Bill. Okay, fine. That is the Government’s 
position. We could have had nine more of those, and 
at least people would have walked away from here 
tonight—the Members of Parliament and the listening 
public—having an idea of 10 things Government really 
will do and 10 things that they are not going to do. 
And if the 10 things that they are not going to do were 
things that made people nervous and uncomfortable, 
then they rested a little easier. 

I would like, for instance, to know how the 
Government feels about the post office. The post of-
fice has lost so much money in the last few years. The 
number of pieces of mail being handled is so much 
smaller. And if we get to a point where TELCO, 

BELCO and the banks decide that they are only going 
to deal with you online (i.e., send you a bill online), 
then the post office is almost finished, because those 
are the heaviest bills going out every day. So, either 
we are going to say, Yes, the post office is done, and 
there are going to be three substations. Or we say, 
No. We are going to change the services that are of-
fered in the post office. 

Now, those of you who have been to the UK 
and lived there for awhile know that you can do just 
about anything in the post office there— 
 
The Speaker: You have a minute left, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: A minute? 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Yes. I know you are very good with 
words. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, Mr. Speaker, I am about a 
third of the way through my presentation. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: Well, you have got a minute left. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. Let me just end here. 
Like others, I am concerned about privatisation and 
the outsourcing. But I am prepared to give it a try. 
 Here is what I mean. There is talk about a 
Privatisation and Outsourcing Authority. Let us put the 
authority in place, but make it in-house. Let the Minis-
ter pick some of his people, bring some of the union 
people in. Let us work together in that manner to de-
cide what can be done and how it can be handled, 
and hold hands on it and get it done together. If we do 
something like that, I think the antagonism will go 
away and it will [have] a positive outcome.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair will recognise now the Member 
from St. George’s [West], MP Nandi Outerbridge. You 
have the floor. 
 
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am going to be brief in my 
statements. But what I want to talk about is how the 
SAGE Report affects my generation. Mr. Speaker, I 
first want to reiterate that the SAGE Report was as-
signed to examine the government’s operations and to 
find out how we can cut costs. This was not a commit-
tee that was tasked to generate revenue. We know 
that the SAGE Report is not the magic wand to all our 
problems that this country is facing today. That is why 
we are pushing for things such as gaming. 
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 But Bermuda is now going into, I believe 
page 3 of the SAGE Report says, “[our] fourth straight 
year of decline in its gross domestic product. While 
other countries have begun to rebound from 2008’s 
global downturn . . .” Mr. Speaker, it is time for recov-
ery. This cannot go on. This Government is keen on 
taking measures for a better Bermuda. The Finance 
Minister said, leading up to the election, that he was 
looking underneath the hood. Well, you know what? 
We have looked under the hood, and it is time to start 
tuning that vehicle. 
 I believe that there are some sensible recom-
mendations in the SAGE Report that are worthwhile 
pursuing. I am not saying that everything has to be 
pursued, but there are some that are worthwhile pur-
suing. You know, it was referred to as the Cuts and 
Pains report, I think, by one of the Honourable Mem-
bers earlier. But you know what? At this point, we can 
continue down the road that we are going today. We 
can go ahead and go bankrupt. Or we can simply just 
stop being selfish, and fight for tomorrow’s generation. 
This is the reality of it. 
 If we look at the figures on page 4 of the 
SAGE Report, it shows that from 2005 to date, gov-
ernment has spent more than it has earned. I believe 
our Honourable Member had mentioned earlier that 
the revenue gap increased tremendously from 2005 to 
2013. Mr. Speaker, this has got to stop. 
 So, I commend the Finance Minister and this 
Government for tackling these problems head-on. We 
can no longer have this head-in-the-sand behaviour 
when it comes to our Island. Because what I represent 
is a generation that would inherit these debts. I am a 
mother of a son who will inherit this debt. So, do I wel-
come a report that is going to help Bermuda get back 
to a reality that will not dump today’s excess on tomor-
row’s generation? Yes, I do welcome the report. 

So, I hope that we can all work together and 
move forward in getting some of these recommenda-
tions sorted so that we can get Bermuda back on 
track.  

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Minister for Works and Engineering. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I also intend to be relatively brief 
in my presentation this evening. Because many of the 
ideas that I believe were worthy of exploration have 
actually been explored. And I do not necessarily wish 
to focus on anything that is going to cause redun-
dancy or repetition. 

 But let me just say that I will start off by thank-
ing the SAGE Commission, because that commission 
was created by an Act of this legislature with a spe-
cific function, over a set period of time, and they deliv-
ered. They did ask for an additional two weeks, and 
we came back to amend the legislation to give them 
that two-week time in order that the report that they 
were producing would be a well-done report. 
 I believe that we have the result of the work 
that was put in on behalf of all of the members of the 
SAGE, not just the ones who were initially appointed, 
but also those whom they co-opted to assist in various 
other subcommittees. So, I think that the work that 
they have done was excellent. 
 Mr. Speaker, the disappointment that I have, 
though, is listening to the first speaker on behalf of the 
Opposition, who basically said how disappointed he 
was that we did not come here with this report to say 
what we are going to do and what we are not going to 
do, and the last speaker alluded to that situation as 
well. 
 Well, let me just say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
party, as I have said numerous times before, we re-
spect the supremacy of this Parliament. The SAGE 
Commission was given a job to do, and they did it. 
They were appointed through this Parliamentary proc-
ess, and they report through this Parliamentary proc-
ess. So, in tabling the report that emanated from their 
work, Mr. Speaker, we were committed to putting that 
report on the table, warts and all. 
 Now, what we have seen over the course of 
the last few weeks have been initiatives on behalf of 
the Opposition to say, We are going to educate the 
public respecting the things relating to the SAGE 
Commission, having zero regard or respect for 
whether the Government determined that the contents 
of the report, the recommendations, would be taken 
up—all, none, some, or whatever. But what has hap-
pened, I believe, is there has been a deliberate effort 
to create a frenzy within some of the public meetings 
that have occurred, which does not bode well. 
 Mr. Speaker, when you have 700 or 800 peo-
ple in a department (that I have just inherited) looking 
at you, trying to say, Am I going to be cut? Do I have a 
job? Will I have a paycheque for Christmas? . . . that 
is not the manner in which we want to go about [do-
ing] things. We want to be able to be methodical, to be 
able to have proper and effective public consultation 
so that the ideas that people have, the fears that they 
have, that we can examine, we can massage, we can 
look at them in the context of the recommendations 
and determine the extent to which the recommenda-
tions can be implemented, if at all. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, it would have been irrespon-
sible of us to come here today to say, Here are the 
recommendations, and we are going to do A, B, C, D. 
We are not going to do E, F, G, H. And we have had 
no regard for the value of the unions and the relation-
ship that exists between the unions representing their 
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workers and that relationship with the Government. 
That would have been grossly unfair. 
 So, what we intend to do from this side of the 
aisle, Mr. Speaker, in ensuring that the recommenda-
tions of the SAGE Commission are not just put out to 
the public, but that the information surrounding or un-
derpinning those recommendations are put out to the 
public in a cogent and effective manner, so people 
can fully understand. We do not want people to work 
themselves into a frenzy. We do not want people to 
think, Oh, my god! We are going to be outsourced! 
We are not going to have a job! We’re going to be pri-
vatised. We are going to be all these things.  
 I have had people stop me in the street and 
say that, as a result of some of the meetings that they 
have gone to, that their whole world is going to crum-
ble around them. That is not necessarily the case, Mr. 
Speaker. Because what is happening is that, as op-
posed to a whole lot of cut, cut, cut, cut, there is abso-
lutely nothing wrong with merging departments and 
recognising efficiency. Because that is what happens. 
 You will note that in the report, it mentions 
(and I will find the page in a second, but I just want to 
go through very, very quickly) about the Ministry with 
which I just recently held responsibility, and that was 
the Health Ministry. They spoke to the issues that, in 
fact, some services were being provided at MWI [Mid-
Atlantic Wellness Institute] and the same services 
were being provided at KEMH [King Edward VII Me-
morial Hospital], and did it make sense to have two 
similar services provided in different places, when—
perhaps they are probably less than a mile apart or 
just about a mile apart—they could be consolidated 
into one environment? 
 Those are the sorts of things that make emi-
nent good sense. Because, notwithstanding the fact 
that the Shadow Finance Minister wanted to downplay 
the possible outcome if we do nothing, and if we con-
tinue to go down this road of incredible debt, the idea 
of us having to rely on external agencies . . . The UK, 
irrespective of how they wanted to downplay it and 
talk about the difference in our Constitution and those 
in other jurisdictions, I can tell you that Bermuda, as 
an Overseas Territory, the extent to which we are in 
debt, we form a contingent liability to the UK. You can 
be assured that if they start to feel threatened by that 
level of contingent liability, they are going to want to 
do something about it. 
 We do not want to find ourselves in a situation 
of having to borrow from [certain] types of organisa-
tions, because if our credit rating goes down, the cost 
of our borrowing goes up. And if we find ourselves 
having to rely on various agencies—and I know we do 
not have direct link in—but if we talk in terms of taking 
money from the IMF [International  Monetary Fund] or 
the World Bank, at the extortionist rates that they 
charge other countries . . . I accept the fact that we do 
not have those direct lines and will not be going down 
that path. But if we find that the UK starts to feel un-

comfortable with the manner in which we are operat-
ing, you can be assured that it is not hearsay, or we 
are not scaremongering by saying that we really have 
to make sure that we keep our ducks in a row and that 
we have our house in order. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have to rein in expenditure. I 
spoke to the issue very recently of trying to rein in 
health care costs. That is an issue that the SAGE 
Commission indicated was so great for them to have 
to deal with, and, certainly, in a six-month period of 
time, they could not address that. They wanted a 
separate commission, a separate SAGE-like commis-
sion to examine the issues of health care costs in 
Bermuda, because that could never form the basis of 
this. It is a whole different scenario. 
 But one of the things that they mentioned in 
the report, Mr. Speaker, was the issue of lack of ac-
countability. Lack of accountability, and when you look 
in a health care context, we have two years of un-
audited accounts. Who is held to account for that? 
Absolutely nobody. We cannot continue to go down 
the path of having executives—and that is what our 
senior people are within the Civil Service—having ex-
ecutives in place who do not deliver the level of ser-
vices that the public not only requires, but that the 
public should be demanding. Because that is what we 
are paying for, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, what we see, especially on 
page 25 of the report, in terms of lack of effective per-
formance management systems . . . What you will 
find, Mr. Speaker, is if somebody does not take the 
initiative to have something in place in which people 
are evaluated for the level of work that they are doing 
to enhance their capabilities, by training if it is at all 
possible, or turfing them out if they are useless, then I 
think that we do ourselves and that employee a dis-
service. When people feel as though they are en-
sconced in a position that is non-retractable—There’s 
nothing you can do. I’m here, and I’m here for life. If 
we do not ensure that a level of excellence comes 
with it, then it does a disservice to the entire service. 
 When you have mediocrity and excellence 
holding hands and partnering in the same environ-
ment, and both are treated exactly the same, then 
what is the point of putting out the effort for excel-
lence? That becomes the standard. The mediocrity 
becomes the standard, or somewhere on an average 
in between mediocrity and excellence. So, why do not 
we train those people who have proven to be rela-
tively mediocre, who can pull up their socks, with 
some training, and do better, and then find that, if they 
cannot do it . . . and there are some times we just 
have to admit, Mr. Speaker, there are some people [of 
which our level] of expectations are just too high, the 
Peter Principle.  

When you have that situation, Mr. Speaker, 
we have to acknowledge it. We have to realise it, rec-
ognise it and do something about it. Because you can 
never make a silk purse out of a sow’s ear. That is the 
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one thing that we have to recognise. So we want to 
ensure that within the Civil Service, we have that level 
of excellence. 

I wanted also to speak very briefly (I spoke to 
the Hospitals Board) to the information systems, Mr. 
Speaker. Because the information systems, we have 
varying systems throughout. The systems do not talk 
to one another. And I do not know about you, Mr. 
Speaker, but anytime you sit down and try to just log 
on to the Internet, or to log on to the government’s 
computer systems just for access to your e-mail, it is 
an exercise in patience. Some of the times you would 
sit down, and five minutes later it is still churning, and 
then, finally, you get a screen, and then, finally, you 
open an e-mail, and you are clicking on it, and you 
know—10 minutes, when under normal circum-
stances, within 30 seconds to 45 seconds that these 
sorts of things come up, in the real world. 

So there is a fundamental systemic challenge 
that we have when we do not have those levels of 
excellence, when we have to wait so long in order to 
get things that should be instantaneous. There is a 
problem. And when we have these kinds of problems, 
what is the solution? Fix it! Fix the problem. I think that 
that is critical, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I also just want to very briefly 
speak to consolidation of various challenges that we 
have, because within the Health Department, we have 
got GEHI [Government Employee Health Insurance], 
FutureCare, and HID [Health Insurance Department], 
three insurance plans, affordable insurance plans that 
are run by the government. When you look at the 
costs, the administrative costs, you have got three 
separate things going on. You have got private indus-
try, who can run similar types of programmes.  
  Does it make sense to somehow find a way to 
consolidate either the three within government or even 
maybe to invite the people who are experts in that sort 
of area to be able to consolidate those types of opera-
tions? Somehow that might make some sense. But we 
can do that without people losing jobs in that area be-
cause we can say that within the process people can 
ensure that they are brought along to be able to be 
effective to make sure that the system remains effec-
tive. 
 Mr. Speaker, we have spoken to the number 
of employees. I heard that mentioned a little earlier. It 
was said that nobody knew how many employees the 
government had when we took over the Government. 
And we did not. Because the reality is that, notwith-
standing the number of posts that the Honourable 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition indicated, the num-
ber of posts according to the Budget Book that existed 
. . . and we could look at that number and see how 
many employees we have. But the bottom line is, 
What are the real numbers? Because added to those 
numbers, are some posts which are not filled. And we 
know that. And I think the number was something like 

400-some posts that were unfilled. There were people 
out there who were consultants.  

So when I went into the Ministry I asked for a 
list of consultants. And I was given a list of some 20-
odd consultants who were there, but I had about 10 or 
12 people working in one department that were not on 
the list. And I thought, Well, if these people are not on 
the list, why are they not on the list? They are not on 
the list because they are not consultants, they are 
contractors. So these are the sorts of mechanisms 
that were being used where the government was pay-
ing for these services, and we do not count those 
numbers because we just do not know. So the actual 
working population—not so much the employment of 
the Civil Service, but the working population for which 
the government is paying, which is an entirely different 
issue—is far greater than the number that is shown at 
the back of the Budget Book when you look at the to-
tal [number of] employees altogether. 
 Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I wanted to 
speak to was that of insurance premiums and saving 
money, because I believe that we have an obligation 
to not just look to see how we can save, how we can 
cut things to save money in that respect, but how can 
we make decisions that are appropriate so that we 
have additional money coming into the coffers without 
having to spend extra money. And I speak to the issue 
within my new Ministry of insurance on government 
buildings. I remember about four years ago, sometime 
during the Budget debate, asking the question of the 
then-Minister of Works and Engineering, Why are we 
paying these exorbitant amounts of money for insur-
ance premiums? We ought to have, we ought to in-
crease our self-insured retention and . . . to make sure 
that the premium that we pay, if we increase our re-
tention, the premium that we pay would be much less. 
When I made that recommendation, I remember the 
Minister at the time saying, Wow, that is a great 
idea—that was four years ago. Nothing was done for 
the next three years.  

I can remember this year, as we did the 
Budget Debate in February, the interesting thing was, 
lo and behold, we had that then-Minister (now a 
Shadow Minister) say, We need to increase our self-
insured retention so that we can do something about 
ensuring that our insurance premiums are not as high 
as they are. I am thinking like, Duh! That was a great 
suggestion that came from the Opposition at that time, 
but nothing was done. So now it is coming from the 
Opposition and I believe that this Government will do 
something about it, Mr. Speaker.  

We cannot afford to allow money to haemor-
rhage out the back end and then have people’s jobs 
being threatened. We have to grow the economy, we 
have to find revenue, and we also have to make sure 
that we create the necessary efficiencies. 
 One of the things that . . . I remember my 
grandmother telling a story one time, Mr. Speaker, in 
which . . . and I want to speak to the issue of, if we 
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continue to do the same things the same way we will 
get the same result, and if we expect something dif-
ferent that is called lunacy. But I remember the story 
that my grandmother told of a lady who cut the shank 
off a leg of lamb as she put it in the pan to roast the 
lamb for Sunday dinner. And, Mr. Speaker, she was 
asked by her daughter, Mom, why do you cut the 
shank of the leg of lamb? And she says, I did it be-
cause that is the way my mother did it. So she says, 
Well, we have to ask granny. So she goes to granny 
and granny says, Well, the reason I cut the shank off 
the leg of lamb is because my mother did it and that is 
how you are supposed to roast the lamb. So they 
went to great-granny and great-granny said the rea-
son she cut the shank off the leg of lamb was because 
the pan that she had was too small to fit the whole 
thing in. So there was no justification, but the reason 
was that over time the attitudes became entrenched 
and there was no change to the way things were 
done. 

If we continue to do the things that we are do-
ing, we will continue to go further and further down the 
road of no recovery. Because once you get on that 
slippery slope it is very difficult to climb your way back 
out of the hole of deficits that you have to face. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am not going to speak much 
longer because I think that many of the major points 
that I wanted to mention actually have been done. 
But, again, let me just say that if as a Government we 
are prepared to put this report on the table for scru-
tiny—both within and without of this House of Assem-
bly—to make sure that everybody sees what the Gov-
ernment is facing, warts and all, and together we can 
find the ideal solutions with cooperation from the Op-
position, with determination from the Government to 
be able to put together plans and programmes that 
are efficient, effective, and that do not lead us down 
the road of bankruptcy, then I believe that that is what 
we all want. 

Nobody wants to see this country going to hell 
in a handbasket, Mr. Speaker. And we are going to 
ensure that we put the brakes on. That as we launch 
this ship of ensuring that we go down the proper path 
of fiscal prudence that we will do it, but we will do it in 
collaboration. We are not going to come here and say 
to the unions or to the employees that, you know, This 
is how we are going to do it, like it or lump it.  
This is our way or no way. We have seen some of that 
before and we are not going to go down that path. We 
are going to ensure that we can . . . and I was very 
thrilled this morning, Mr. Speaker, to listen to the news 
report—the leading news. I heard it, I think, the first 
time at the 6:30 news, when I heard members . . . the 
news report said that members of the unions had 
agreed that they are willing to work with Government 
to make some efficiencies within our system. What a 
wonderful idea! And maybe even novel from what we 
have been accustomed to, Mr. Speaker. But I believe 
that it is very necessary that if we are going to hold 

hands and make lemonade out of the lemons that this 
country has found itself in, then I believe that we are 
on the path to a better, more productive, and more 
fiscally prudent society. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
bers. 
 That looks like it concludes the debate on the 
SAGE Commission—the take note motion on the 
SAGE Commission. 
 
[The House took note of the Final Report of the 
Spending and Government Efficiency (SAGE) Com-
mission.] 
 
The Speaker: I will now call (when the Minister is 
ready) for third readings. 
 We have, first of all, the Attorney General. 
You have the floor. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Sorry I am shuffling through my papers, we 
did quite a lot of things today. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that Standing Order 21 
be suspended to enable me to move that the Bill enti-
tled the Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2013 be now 
read the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: All right.  
 Any objections to that? 
 That Bill is passed—the Liquor Licence 
Amendment Act 2013. 
 
[Motion carried: The Liquor Licence Amendment Act 
2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Minister of Health and 
Seniors, Minister Moniz. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move that Standing Order 21 be suspended 
to enable me to move that the Bill entitled the Phar-
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macy and Poisons Amendment Act 2013 be now read 
the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 No. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

PHARMACY AND POISONS AMENDMENT ACT 
2013 

 
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: The Pharmacy and Poisons 
Amendment Act 2013, I move that the Bill now be 
passed. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 There are no objections to that so the Bill is 
passed—the Pharmacy and Poisons Amendment Act 
2013. 
 
[Motion carried: The Pharmacy and Poisons Amend-
ment Act 2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I will recognise the Minister of Finance. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
[Standing Order] 21 be suspended to enable me to 
read the Bill entitled the Insurance Amendment (No. 
2) Act 2013 for the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that? 
 There are none. 
 Minister . . . carry on, Minister. 
  
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

INSURANCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2013 
 
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 Any objections to that? 
 The Bill has passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Insurance Amendment (No. 2) 
Act 2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I recognise the Minister for Education 
and Economic Development. 
 

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I was worried you had forgotten about me. 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no, no, Minister. 
 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: All right. 
 Mr. Speaker, I move that Standing Order 21 
be suspended to enable me to move that the Bill enti-
tled the Public Holidays Amendment Act 2013 be now 
read the third time by its title only. 
 
The Speaker: Are there any objections? 
 No. 
 Carry on, Minister. 
 
[Motion carried: Standing Order 21 suspended.] 
 

THIRD READING 
 

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT ACT 2013 
 
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Public Holidays 
Amendment Act 2013, I move the Bill do now pass. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister. 
 Any objections to that? 
 There are none. 
 The Bill has passed. 
 
[Motion carried: The Public Holidays Amendment Act 
2013 was read a third time and passed.] 
 
The Speaker: I now . . . Premier? 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 I move now that we adjourn until February 14, 
2014 at 10:00 am. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Mem-
ber from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister. 
 

GAMING REFERENDUM 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, if I could put my thoughts in a 
phrase, it would be: What is the promise and what is 
the position? 
 The country is in crisis. Everyone knows that. 
There is nothing new about saying that. And, clearly, 
the people must trust and have faith in their leaders. 
The OBA Government having come into office gets 
immediate support. There is a love affair that takes 
place with the new Government. But what we are see-
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ing is that that good feeling is being thrown away. A 
poll two weeks ago gives an indication of that. 
 Mr. Speaker, when is a promise a promise? In 
the last year what we have seen is a commitment that 
the OBA, if elected, would have a smaller Cabinet. 
When they became Government they had a larger 
Cabinet—the largest Cabinet the Government has 
ever had. 
 
An Hon. Member: No, no, no. 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The largest Cabinet Govern-
ment has ever had, to my knowledge—I will qualify it: 
to my knowledge covering the last 20-odd years. Now 
they have fixed it here recently in time for SAGE. 
 The OBA in elections said, If elected we will 
authorise a study to look at term limits because we 
think, and our supporters think, term limits are drag-
ging the country down. They were elected. There was 
no study; they did not need it. Just get rid of it. These 
things are promises. These are promises. You do not 
just throw your promises away. 
 It was said, If we become the Government we 
will get, we will start to reduce this debt, it is too much 
debt. Instead, before you can say, “jack rabbit,” the 
Minister of Finance came here and sought to get $800 
million, one time—totally opposite to the promise— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Totally opposite to the promise. 
And you see in retrospect we can justify all of our ac-
tions, but a promise was made and we have gone 
contrary to it. 
 Mr. Speaker, for years it was said that there 
were too many consultants. And now we see consult-
ant here, consultant there, consultant everywhere, it 
would appear. We are surprised— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: We are surprised at the size 
and the number of consultants or per functionaries 
around the Premier—only equal to, I guess, Dr. 
Brown. But we said—or the Government said—this 
will not happen. What is with the promise? 
 It was said that, if elected, [they] would create 
2,000 jobs. Yet we have people in tourism not know-
ing what their future is. We have constant reminders 
that all of them will be okay, except that they do not 
believe it. Except that they do not believe it. So what 
has happened to the promise that was made? 
 Mr. Speaker, we were told that there would be 
no job loss for civil servants, they need not worry 
about anything; they will be all right. And tonight as we 
discuss SAGE we talked about the fear and the uncer-
tainty that people feel. What is a promise? What is the 
position? 

 Mr. Speaker, we realise that we remember 
just a few weeks ago when the then-Minister . . . no, 
not the Minister (it should have been the Minister) . . . 
not the Minister, the Hospitals Board announced that 
Lamb Foggo was closing. The Ministers backed them 
and said, Yes, it is going to close. And then after the 
people protested, we were told it will stay open. What 
was the Government’s position? Was it closed? Was it 
opened? Is it open now, what is it?  

What happens to these promises that we think 
we are hearing? 

 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Today, Mr. Speaker, was the 
ultimate. The Progressive Labour Party decided two 
years ago that the best way to deal with this gaming 
issue was to go to referendum. The OBA said that, if 
elected, they would have a referendum. And so we 
have gone along a path for two years of referendum—
the people are going to decide. I have spoken to it 
from that perspective, written an article on it, saying, 
Let’s let the people make the decision. Let’s get the 
NGOs going. Once we pass the measure up here, 
those who want it can speak about why they want it. 
Those who do not want it can speak about why they 
do not want it. And the people will make an informed 
decision—democracy at its very best. And it never 
occurred to me that that referendum would not take 
place.  

Both sides of the House said it would—both 
sides said it would. And we had the Premier, unfortu-
nately, being challenged by the Chamber of Com-
merce and others saying, We all want this! Get rid of 
the referendum, get rid of it. And the Premier came 
out strongly a few weeks ago and said, No, we will 
have a referendum. We will not back down. This is the 
way to go. And then today it is withdrawn. And today it 
is put in the hands of 36 Members of Parliament.  

Well, you know, Mr. Speaker, we went 
through this referendum route in 1994/95— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, no, the preparation—the 
run up, the run up. 

And it was not in the hands of the 36 Mem-
bers of Parliament, just as this is not in the hands of 
the 36 Members of Parliament. The referendum in 
1994/95 was decided by the 11 Members of the Sen-
ate. I was one of them.  

There was a Bill being pushed through that 
made no sense. And everybody up here talked and 
talked and talked. But the power of the vote got the 
Bill through. When it came to Senate, good common 
sense prevailed.  
 When the Government comes back here with 
its Bill, the Bill will pass. The Bill will pass because 
they have 19 votes—it is as simple as that. However, 
we will expect that the Senate will give it a proper 
look. But even there, Mr. Speaker, I have to express 
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my disappointment, personally, and, on behalf of the 
people, their disappointment that this would happen. 
 And I close with: When is a promise a prom-
ise? And when is a position a position? 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber Lister. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East, MP Walter Roban. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Well, well, well. What can I say? A roller 
coaster of 48 hours. What can I say, Mr. Speaker? I 
am not going to say much, but I do have something to 
say. My honourable colleague, Independent Member 
for Sandys, has crystallised a number of issues, Mr. 
Speaker, of which we have seen some interesting 
gymnastics (if I can call it that) by the Government 
over the past 12 months. I am not sure if they are try-
ing to qualify for the Olympics, or for the Common-
wealth Games, or what. I am not sure—gymnastics. 
 I am not going to go back over what my hon-
ourable colleague reiterated, he said it and encapsu-
lated it pretty well. But, Mr. Speaker, what I can say is 
that, to me, this 48 hours encapsulates four things—
fear, chaos, confusion, and mistrust. Those four 
things, because that seems like that is where we have 
gone, Mr. Speaker. 
 Fear! The politics of fear are alive and well. 
The OBA cultivated fear around their election cam-
paign—fear of the future for the voter, fear of what 
might come and that they were going to be the deliv-
erers from the fear. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Deliverers from the fear. And 
that has gone with almost every issue that we have 
seen, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, now it appears 
that the electorate are more fearful than they were on 
December 17th. It does appear they are in fear be-
cause they certainly have not given that group an en-
dorsement, which suggests that they feel comfortable 
if we can follow certain reports that have been given 
about that.  

Today a statement by the Premier reiterates 
the fear. We must fear the recession, we must fear the 
debt, we must fear the government ballooning. Now 
we have got to fear Britain, the same Britain that they 
went over there months ago and signed on the dotted 
line with, on certain agreements. Now we have got to 

fear Britain because Britain might come and take 
something from us, or get involved with us—fear. The 
politics of fear seem to have been a resonating red 
line through the career of the OBA. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Grandiose notions about the 
possibility of what might happen constitutionally. I am 
trying to figure it out, Mr. Speaker. Fear, still fear.  
 The SAGE Commission report was supposed 
to be their example of calm, of clarity. But, no, we see 
it buoyed by fear. What is that? When is the Govern-
ment going to assure, bring calm? Why inject fear into 
this discussion? The Premier himself today, Britain . . . 
we must fear the possibility (and if I can read the 
quote, Mr. Speaker, from the Premier’s statement he 
read here) “If people are to fear anything, they should 
fear more of the same—standing still while our na-
tional position gets to a point where UK intervention 
becomes the possibility.” On what basis does the 
Premier make that claim? Have the British told him 
that they are going to come and take our Treasury? 
This is cultivating fear, Mr. Speaker. 
 Then the confusion. I do not know. I do not 
have much hair, but I suspect many voters are pulling 
out their hair right now. The confusion, Mr. Speaker, 
the confusion from telling us we were doing one thing 
with certain issues, but then we are doing another. 
Promising people consideration but then taking rapid 
action—whether it be with Lamb Foggo, whether it be 
with immigration policy, whether it be with car licens-
ing for seniors, whether it be with health care . . . con-
fusion, Mr. Speaker. You know, if I was not a rea-
sonably knowledgeable person of politics, I would 
have less hair than I have now. And I am sure people 
are now popping pills to take care of the migraines 
that they are getting by what they have seen in the 
past 48 hours, Mr. Speaker. This is ridiculous! 
 And now the question of gaming . . . another 
situation of total confusion. The public does not even 
know what is going to happen with it now. All we know 
is that we are not doing what the Government said 
they were going to do for the past 12 months, and 
prior. That is all we know. We do not know what it is 
going to look like—confusion. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, chaos! A referen-
dum, yes? A referendum, no?  

The OBA promised openness in politics, 
transparency for the voter to be involved with the 
process because they said the previous people were 
not so open, were not so transparent. Mr. Speaker, 
what do we get now? We will do it this way. We might 
do it that way. Yes, we are going to do it (two days 
ago), but now we are doing something else. That is 
chaos—political chaos—Mr. Speaker, around an issue 
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of great national importance. That is why my honour-
able colleague and I had to raise questions of public 
importance today because [of] confusion [over] the 
comments [by] the leadership of the OBA.  

I am not going to speak of their Cabinet shuf-
fle, because I am sure the public will give their as-
sessment on that eventually. It is almost as if, Mr. 
Speaker, we have seen theft—theft by the OBA from 
an aspiration of the public. 
 
An Hon. Member: Wow! 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Theft, Mr. Speaker, from some-
thing that they promised— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —the intention to permanently 
deprive the opportunity for the voters to have a choice 
in a national issue. That is what they have done. They 
have stolen! They have stolen the referendum from 
the voters. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: They have stolen it, Mr. 
Speaker. Told us one thing and this afternoon we 
heard something else. The voters have experienced 
theft. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And so many of their support-
ers out there were committed to the referendum direc-
tion. I wonder what they are saying now. Some of 
them are almost jihadists in their commitment to the 
OBA and the OBA’s statements. But now the OBA 
has totally switched on them, having for 
years(certainly since the OBA was founded and even 
prior morphs) have been committed to this openness 
and this open Government, referenda on everything 
from the colour of their laces to . . . I do not know, 
anything that they can find. But now they have stolen 
a referendum opportunity from the voters.  

Stolen it! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members . . . allow the 
honourable member the opportunity to speak! 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Fear, confusion and chaos—that is what I 
have seen. Mistrust may be the worst thing, Mr. 
Speaker—mistrust. Can the voters trust this Govern-
ment? Can they at this point? What can they trust 
them with? Immigration? With health? Education? 

Scholarships taken away? Health cost increase? 
Change a decision quicker than the eye can blink? 
Denials of statements made prior about same issues? 
Questionable trips with confidential discussions? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Saying to us . . . reporting in 
the media that things were said about Bermuda but 
then not coming back here and telling us. We have to 
pry it out of them like we are squeezing juice out of a 
lime, just to admit that they said something that they 
said quite openly in the international media—not to 
the people of Bermuda. That is the sort of thing that 
we have found.  

Can the Government be trusted, Mr. 
Speaker? Can the voters remain confident in this 
Government, Mr. Speaker? 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, a part of this mistrust thing 
that really causes me to scratch my head, because it 
really is serious, is the statement that I heard from the 
Premier today. Outside of this House at a press con-
ference, certain assertions by the Premier were made. 
And I will not stand from my statement that they have 
kidnapped, stolen, taken the opportunity for the voters 
to have a say in this issue concerning gaming. It has 
been stolen, after making multiple promises to provide 
them with the opportunity. They have piddled a little 
bit here and there, but, fundamentally, if it is in the 
Throne Speech—I think two Throne Speeches—in 
party positions, the people should have some sense 
that . . . and reliance that this is where we are going.  

But it seems like this Government does not 
have any loyalty to such commitments. It is really, 
really mind-boggling. It does cause me to scratch my 
head. I might not have to see my barber next week, 
which I had planned to. 
 Mr. Speaker, in the transcript today that I was 
able to extract from the Statement that the Premier 
made this afternoon, a very curious statement was 
made. And if I can read it, if you will give me permis-
sion. 
 
The Speaker: What are you reading from? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I am reading from a transcript 
of the Statement that the Premier made this after-
noon— 
 
The Speaker: From who? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —at the Cabinet Office in rela-
tion to this change in the issue. 
 
The Speaker: Well, where does the transcript . . . 
where does the transcript come from? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I transcribed it from the 
Bernews website, Mr. Speaker. 
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The Speaker: From Bernews, I see, all right. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Yes, it is taken verbatim from 
the Bernews website— 
 
The Speaker: All right. Carry on, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —this afternoon. 
 And the statement goes as follows, Mr. 
Speaker, “This week, after conversations with mem-
bers of the Opposition, it was made clear to us that 
the referendum process will be undermined . . . .” Op-
position undermining process— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
An Hon. Member: How? How? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: How?  

Who?  
Who spoke to the Premier, Mr. Speaker? The 

Premier should be here to tell us right now who he 
spoke to that is accusing the PLP of such a transgres-
sion. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Supposedly the Premier and 
some of his colleagues must know, and they should 
tell us. And if the Premier is not prepared to retract 
that statement or clarify it— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —it is a blatant fabrication and, 
frankly, it is a lie, Mr. Speaker! It is a lie! 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, take it back. Take 
it back! Take it back immediately. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Mr. Speaker, I retract the word. 
My Honourable Leader who is— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, take back what? 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I have withdrawn the word, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
An Hon. Member: What about the allegation? 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Allegation . . . the word “lie” and the 
allegation about lie. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I have withdrawn the word and 
the allegation as such. 

 
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable 
Member. 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: But I do not find what was said 
truthful— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —because my Honourable 
Leader himself has spoken to this matter publicly and 
made no such statement. Statements have been 
made by my party publicly as to the gravity of the 
statement. I will not say it in this House, it has been 
said publicly. I stand by what has been said by my 
party and my party Leader and my Deputy Leader. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I am not . . . I do not find that 
statement is trustworthy unless the Premier is pre-
pared to come here and tell us who he spoke to— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —and who said such that we 
were going to sabotage their referendum? They need 
to tell us now. Put the names out there. There is no 
Member on this side who has declared to any of us 
that they made such a statement, so I have to say 
what I feel about it. It is a fabrication. And the Premier 
needs to clarify by telling us and the country who he 
spoke to that said such a thing. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Unsubstantiated!  

The claims are unsubstantiated! The claims 
are unsubstantiated and the Premier should now . . . if 
not, Mr. Speaker, I would be left believing basically 
that this has been nothing but 48 hours of fear, chaos, 
confusion and mistrust. And the Premier needs to be 
held accountable for that. We are in serious times and 
we do not need leadership reflecting that sort of tone 
when our country needs strong leadership. 
 Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will recognise the Honourable and 
Learned Member, the Minister for Tourism and Trans-
port, Shawn Crockwell. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, when we began our tenure as 
Government in this House, I do not recall if it was the 
first day of business in this Honourable House, but it 
was certainly early in our tenure when the Opposition 
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Leader came in this House and predicted that the 
OBA Government would be out of office by 14 
months. And I am trying to put this in context, Mr. 
Speaker. Within the first few months, in the first few 
months of our administration, the Opposition Leader 
came here and said one of the most extraordinary 
things I have ever heard. Just started a five-year term 
and the Opposition Leader says, The OBA Govern-
ment is going to be out of office by 14 months. And he 
repeated it week after week, time is running out. And I 
was sitting there saying— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And the Honourable 
Member says, We have got two months left. 

I believe there has been a plan from day one, 
Mr. Speaker. We want to talk about conspiracy theo-
ries? Well, I have got mine, Mr. Speaker. Right? 
There is a plan because why would the Opposition 
Leader come and say, You have 14 months? How? 
How? 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
[Gavel]  
 
The Speaker: Okay, just a minute, Member. Other 
Members may not want to hear you, but I want to hear 
what you are saying. Therefore, Honourable Mem-
bers, I would appreciate it . . . the Speaker needs to 
hear the presentation. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The question is . . . we never believed it. And 
yet we are going to have two months left? And I am 
looking forward to the revisiting of that prediction. It is 
coming soon, because they predicted that the Hon-
ourable Premier was not going to make it past our 
conference. He is still sitting there strong, Mr. 
Speaker. Okay? 
 But there was a plan, So I said, 14 months, 
how? I was perplexed, it made no sense. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: What . . . what . . . how 
can you come and say 14 months. Right?  

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been revised. And 
that is a good move, Honourable Member. You are 
going to do a lot of revisions.  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems like at every op-
portunity, for whatever this Government has done— 
even things that the other side did before—[there are] 
calls for resignations. The Attorney General needs to 
resign. This person needs to resign. Constantly.  

For what? For what?  
So I am saying, well, you know . . . I just saw 

it the other day, you know, they were saying, Well, 

during the cuts, the Tourism Minister should have 
been cut. And this person should have been cut. And I 
am hearing rumours that people on our side are being 
courted to cross the floor. And I said, Okay. Well, the 
Opposition has got a plan. They have had a plan for a 
while. And we hear all the time, we come up here and 
we hear that wonderful word. Someone said about 
that musical word, well, the musical word up in this 
Chamber is “collaboration.” 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I call it how I hear it. Peo-
ple talking about “collaborate.” We have got to col-
laborate. We want to collaborate with the Govern-
ment. We hear it time and time again. And then the 
Opposition Leader goes on ZBM-TV in an interview 
and we heard things like, The OBA are the practitio-
ners of the dark arts. I still do not know what that 
means, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I still do not know what 
that means.  

We heard the Opposition Leader calling us 
evil and vile, and then he wants to say, But let’s col-
laborate. That is the type of political trickery we get 
from that side all the time, all the time. Political trick-
ery. All right? 
 And then they want to talk about broken prom-
ises? Yes, we have broken some promises. That is 
right. And I said earlier, when you do not know what 
the circumstances are, and you are charged to come 
in . . .  you know, talk to a builder, Mr. Speaker, talk to 
an architect that sets out some plans and wants to 
build a structure. But when they . . . especially when it 
is a renovation. Especially when it is a renovation, Mr. 
Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And they tell the owner, 
Well, we want to do this and we want to improve that, 
and we will do this for you and we will install that. And 
then they get into the structure and realise that the 
wiring is messed up. Oh, I am sorry, that is going to 
cost a little bit more. And the plumbing is all messed 
up, Mr. Speaker. Oh, we have got to fix that too. Oh, 
we didn’t realise that this didn’t work either. Well, we 
are going to have to revise the original plans. Mr. 
Speaker, a similar scenario. We were looking outside 
looking in and did not know what was inside this 
house called Government. So yes, we have had to 
make some adjustments, Mr. Speaker, and we make 
no apologies for them because every adjustment we 
have made has been in the best interests of the coun-
try. 
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 Now, let us talk about the referendum issue. 
Let us talk about the issue because the Honourable 
Member that just took his seat was on a roll talking 
about how, you know, promises on this have been 
broken and their side has made public statements, 
and he is so sure about the position of the PLP and 
particularly the Opposition Leader because that is who 
the conversation was with. Let us get that out on the 
table. And you know how I know? I heard it. 
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And you know what else, 
Mr. Speaker? I was not alone. I was with another 
Cabinet Minister in the Premier’s office when that 
conversation took place. And I am going to get to it in 
a minute.  

To the Premier’s credit, to the Premier’s 
credit, when he was taking the call from the Opposi-
tion Leader, the Opposition Leader called the Premier 
whilst we were having a meeting. The Premier said, I 
have to take this call, and he took the call privately on 
his cell phone. And then at some point, he put the call 
on speaker and said, You guys need to hear this. We 
will get to that in a minute, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Let us talk about the ref-
erendum issue. Both parties, Mr. Speaker, prior to the 
election—both parties—promised a referendum on 
this issue. That is indisputable. We know that. We can 
go and look at our party platforms. Now, was the PLP 
committed to the referendum? The Honourable Mem-
ber that just took his seat, who has been a key player 
in the PLP for many years, in the engine room of the 
strategies of the PLP for many years, said that it has 
been the PLP’s position—referendum—let the people 
decide. Okay? 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Well, let us see what the 
Opposition Leader said about the referendum, Mr. 
Speaker. I am going to refer to Hansard, which the 
other side likes to refer to so much. And this is the 
Official Hansard Report, March 2013, volume 1 of 2, 
page 2265, [Debate on the Budget Statement], Mr. 
Speaker. With your indulgence, I would like to read 
the comments made by the Honourable Opposition 
Leader talking about the referendum. He says: 

“Now, the One Bermuda Alliance Government 
indicated that they would take the same path pre-
election. Post-election, I am not sure . . . I heard an 
interview by the Honourable Premier. And it was kind 
of greyish. So I am not sure if he was saying that 

2 Official Hansard Report, 1 March 2013 

gaming is off the table or their intention is to say, For-
get the Referenda. Let’s just make a decision. 
 “Now, I will tell you what. From our side, al-
though we would like something—all moral questions 
to go before a Referenda—if the Government sees it 
is within our national interest to avoid the cost and 
expense and the hassle of a Referenda and you want 
to make a decision—”   
 
Some Hon. Members: Ooh! 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: “Just bring it, man. You 
will have our full support.”  
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Oh, but, Mr. Speaker, no, 
no, no, I do not have to repeat it because it gets bet-
ter. It gets better. 

The Honourable Member went on and said, 
“And the reason why is because when we speak 
about hotel development and tourism, it is our consid-
ered experience that when we have spoken to so 
many developers, one of the key aspects of them de-
termining whether they wanted to invest or not was 
whether or not they would have a gaming licence. 
 “It is absolutely true. That is why I felt that we 
had moved too slow on it, Mr. Speaker, while we were 
Government. Because the developers were saying, 
We want a gaming licence. 
 “And it is not just for adding an amenity to the 
tourism product, but, from a developer’s perspective, it 
is return on investment. We are not sure if our beds 
and our rooms are going to be filled. But we are sure 
that gaming will give us another revenue source that 
can assure that we generate a profit, which all inves-
tors desire. 
 “So I would say again, if you feel in your wis-
dom as a Government to bypass the Referenda and 
just make that tough decision—because it would be 
tough, because you will have some segments of soci-
ety that are going to resist—we understand that. From 
our side, we would encourage the Government to do 
so, proceed.” 
 So it sounded like the Opposition Leader of 
the PLP was not so wedded to a referendum in March 
of 2013. I am not sure if the Honourable Member who 
just took his seat was absent from the House that day, 
but I understand why he is confused. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Point of order. The Honourable 
Member is misleading the House. I was here, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Laughter] 
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Mr. Walter H. Roban: And I certainly heard that 
statement. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar] 
 
The Speaker: Let us not . . . let us not— 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: A nice move— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: The Honourable Member was 
questioning whether I was in attendance, and I just 
wanted to clarify. 
 
The Speaker: Very good move, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Very good move. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Well, Mr. Speaker, if he 
was here, then how can he stand up and say that his 
party has been supporting referendum all along after 
such a strong and definitive statement? But I am go-
ing to tell you. I am going to tell you why— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: The Honourable Member is 
misleading the House. The very last definitive state-
ment of my Leader and party has been in support of 
the referendum. That is what I hold my accountability 
for. And we have been consistent— 
 
The Speaker: All right— 
 
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —in that support. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Carry on please, Minister. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.  
 I do not remember how flip-flop can be consis-
tent, but this, Mr. Speaker . . . and we are going to get 
to the public statement, because that is very impor-
tant. It is very important. 
 The Honourable Member finished by saying, 
“And you have our support. And that is because of the 
national interest of this country.” 
 Now, the Honourable Member is quite right.  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: After I left . . . I will tell 
you I left the Chamber that day and my colleagues will 
tell you I was like, Guys! We have the support of the 
Opposition! I mean, this thing is . . . we are ad idem 
here. The Opposition Leader is on board, did you hear 
that statement? You cannot get more unequivocal 
than that. I was excited. And then a few weeks later, 
Mr. Speaker, I heard on the news the Opposition 
Leader getting up and saying, No, we want a referen-
dum and the people have to decide. Mr. Speaker, that 
is the type of political trickery we have seen from this 
party on this issue. 
 Now, on Wednesday, Mr. Speaker, I was lis-
tening to Sherri J [on the Sherri Simmons Show] and I 
could not believe it when I heard . . . I am not going to 
call his name, [but] she had a guest who is a well-
known PLP supporter and he said, I am not happy 
with the referendum question. And you can . . . it was 
Wednesday, so you can go get it. Wednesday after-
noon, go get the tape! It was . . . she said . . . he said, 
I am not happy with the referendum question and all 
of my PLP friends are not happy, and you know what? 
Many of them support gaming, but they are going to 
send the Government a message and vote “no.” 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I said, Wow! Wow! On 
the radio! I said, Okay. I did not think too much about 
it. I actually was going to Cabinet to meet with . . . 
well, to the Cabinet building to meet with the Premier. 
When I got there I told him. I said, I just heard this on 
the radio and it concerns me. It sounds like a cam-
paign is being developed to vote “no” or boycott the 
referendum because they do not like the wording of 
the question.  

Well, I believe, at that point, the Honourable 
Premier texted the Opposition Leader to say we 
needed to talk. The Opposition Leader called back. I 
was there. When the phone went on speaker the Op-
position Leader said this . . . he said to the Premier . . 
. he was telling the Premier (and I am not going to say 
some of the other things that he said, which I cannot 
say in this House. Okay?) . . . but he said to the Pre-
mier, If you don’t change the wording of the referen-
dum question then our people are going to vote 
against it.  

I am going to say it again. If you don’t change 
the wording of the referendum question, then our 
people are going to vote against it.  

And we looked at each other and said, Wow! 
Wow! 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Is this what . . . yes, the 
Honourable Independent Member talked about 1995. 
Yes! The Honourable Shadow Finance Minister talked 
about how he is a student of history. Oh, yes! Yes, we 
know what happened in 1995, and that referendum, 
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Mr. Speaker, and the Premier had to make a decision. 
The Premier had to stand up and say what is in (as 
the Opposition Leader said) the national interest and 
the Premier said we cannot take this risk because if 
the Opposition is going to continue to play party politi-
cal tricks with these types of important issues, then 
jobs for Bermudians are too important. Development 
in this country is too important. And the Premier stood 
up and said, I am going to lead. I may take some licks, 
but I am going to lead. And, Mr. Speaker, that is what 
he did.  

We do not apologise for it. If we have to re-tell 
the story, we will re-tell the story. The Honourable 
Member who just took his seat was not privy to the 
conversation and is out of line. I heard it and the At-
torney General was in the office with me. The Opposi-
tion Leader said it, and I believe that a campaign was 
being mounted because is it just coincidence (and I do 
not believe in coincidences) that I heard it on the radio 
and within an hour I hear it coming from the Opposi-
tion Leader? 
 Now, this Government is not going to walk 
into some political trap by the Opposition to the detri-
ment of the people. We are not going to do it, Mr. 
Speaker. We will bring it to this House. We will consult 
with the country. We will do our due diligence. We will 
go on the street. We will explain what we are doing. 
We will get their consultation, but we are not going to 
let the Opposition . . . we will not let the Opposition 
undermine or sabotage the progress, because that is 
how desperate they are to get back into Government. 
That is the 14 months, Mr. Speaker, that is the 14 
months. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Hon-
ourable Member Crockwell. 
 The Chair now will recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke [South East], MP Rolfe 
Commissiong. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, Thank you. 
 Mr. Speaker, the Opposition has been tarred 
and feathered here tonight based upon spurious 
charges.  
 Mr. Speaker, we all know that the pledge that 
the Government made was not to the Opposition. The 
pledge to hold the referendum that the Government 
made was to the Bermudian people. And they have 
betrayed that trust. And therefore, it demonstrated a 
lack of integrity. Notwithstanding all of the allegations 
that have been made here about what was said to 
who and what and when. That is where this meets the 
road.  

The tire meets the road from the fact that the 
pledge they made was to the Bermudian people. And 

contrary to the allegations made by the Honourable 
and Learned Member that his Leader has shown great 
leadership, he has not, by any standard. He has waf-
fled. He has taken decisions in one way at this time 
and then moved in another at the other [time]. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the error that 
was made by the Government, again, which they tried 
to avoid taking responsibility for, was with the wording 
of this Bill. I will take the liberty of reading it again. 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, read it again. 
 
An Hon. Member: That is your opinion. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: “Do you favour the intro-
duction of regulated casino gaming for the purposes 
of creating new jobs for Bermudians and encouraging 
hotel development?” 
 Many Bermudians viewed that as being ethi-
cally questionable. Many Bermudians, and not just 
PLP supporters. 
 They speak about a campaign. Mr. Speaker? 
How politically naïve can they be? On this side of the 
aisle there are those who are in favour, those who are 
against, and those who are undecided. Certainly, that 
same division must exist in the country at large. A 
campaign is expected when one is going out for a ref-
erendum. Should the fact not exist that you will find 
those who will want to be in favour, those who will or-
ganise against, and those who perhaps will look to 
abstain? Should that be a surprise on an issue as in-
tensely political and as intensely of such import for the 
country as this? Why would they be shocked? 
 Mr. Speaker, we looked to see Bermuda’s 
economy rebounding. We looked to see jobs being 
provided for our people. Certainly, as we move into 
the holiday season there will be many Bermudians 
who will not be able to enjoy it as they have in years 
past because of growing unemployment, because of 
underemployment, because of reduction in wages, 
many people will be living with scarcity in Bermuda 
during this coming holiday season. But that does not 
mean that the Government, in an effort to try to allevi-
ate the suffering of our people, must indulge in ques-
tionable tactics and must exhibit the worst form of po-
litical desperation, as we saw with the crass attempt in 
respect to this referendum Bill.  

And this is from someone who put his opinion 
right on the line here and said that I am not opposed 
to gaming for Bermuda. As the Learned Minister 
knows, I expressed my support for this initiative and 
have for some time. And there are many people, as 
was alluded, who were in favour of this, in favour of 
gaming for Bermuda, who were deeply insulted by the 
wording here. And, yes, who were then thinking of not 
voting in favour of this referendum. That is true. 
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[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: But they can blame . . . no, 
no, no, I did not say it was an some organised . . . 
some organised group— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, speak . . . speak 
to the Speaker, please. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I did not say it was any or-
ganised group, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Stay on your . . . right. Stay, stay fo-
cused. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I said that there are Ber-
mudians out there, some of whom came to me and 
said, Look, I am in favour of gaming for Bermuda, but 
I am really deeply insulted by what they tried to do 
here. In terms of they felt it was to some degree a 
manipulation. And I could see what they meant. It was 
unnecessary. They did not do themselves any favour 
nor advance the cause for which some of them (be-
cause they are divided over there as well) appear to 
be in favour of. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of the Nelson 
Mandela Memorial that took place earlier in the week. 
 Mr. Speaker, you will remember there was 
some talk about the sign language interpreter, a man 
by the name of Mr. Jantjie. And in a radio interview, I 
quote from the Royal Gazette, December 13th, 
[Mr.] Jantjie said he was happy with his performance 
at the Memorial. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: “Absolutely, absolutely,” he 
said. “‘I think that I’ve been a champion of sign lan-
guage,’ he told Johannesburg Talk Radio 702.  

“When contacted by Reuters he said [Jantjie] 
he could not understand why people were complain-
ing now rather than during other performances. ‘I am 
not a failure. I deliver.’”  

Certainly, that reminds me of what we are 
seeing from the Government right now on this issue. I 
don’t know why people are complaining—we deliver! 
Well, if they delivered something, it was terribly flawed 
and they are not prepared to take the consequences. 
Certainly, now, they have run to a position that they 
have been trying to avoid, at least some of them—
particularly the leadership—for the last few months, 
which was not to have referendum. We know that in 
August the public record confirms via a Government 
spokesperson that they were committed to the refer-
endum process. This was after there were inklings 
coming from the Government that there was a strong 
lobby in favour of not proceeding with the referendum.  

Am I to think now, Mr. Speaker, that all this 
talk is just a convenient pretext, [a] pretext to get from 
under their responsibility to the Bermudian people and 
conducting the referendum as they had promised? 
Not us, but the Bermudian people! Maybe this ex-
plains the declining poll numbers that we are seeing 
as the credibility gap widens. Lord knows, despite 
what the Honourable Learned Member may have said 
about our Leader, the public has heard those same 
comments, but yet the gap has widened.  

Explain that! 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Explain that. It is a question 
of leadership, and Bermudians are not buying it. 
 Let me just close here on a brighter note. 
 Mr. Speaker, as you know we move to the 
holidays here and I just want to wish Members on 
both sides all the best over the holiday and make this 
a festive season, spending time with their families and 
bonding with those whom they love. And I just, again, 
hope that we can all enjoy this holiday season and 
make the best out of all of this, but not only Members 
in this Chamber but Bermudians at large. 
 Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that we 
have a special family—husband and wife—in the Gal-
lery. A lady by the name of Joanne Ball[-Burgess] and 
her husband, Quincy Burgess. You might remember 
that the attacks in a Kenyan mall, Westgate Mall, 
there was a Bermudian who was present there. Well, 
she is in the Gallery now, Ms. Joanne Ball[-Burgess]. 
And she and her husband are here. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: And it is just funny, Mem-
bers and colleagues. I was watching . . . I was getting 
a little bored last night, and I was watching Fresh TV 
and I happened— 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I was just saying I was 
watching Fresh TV and when I turned the channel 
there she was on Fresh TV, in a video. As you know, 
she is a media and personality over in Kenya and she 
and her husband have lived there for some time.  

It is also interesting that we were discussing 
SAGE earlier because her husband was a long-time 
employee of Agriculture and Fisheries. So, again, we 
would like to note that they are here and that they are 
back here safe and that Ms. Ball[-Burgess]—we wish 
you all the best in your career moving forward. 
 So again, Members, again, enjoy the holiday. 
And, Mr. Speaker, thank you for this opportunity. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
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 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Junior Minister, Sylvan Richards. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I rise to my feet this evening 
after listening to comments coming from the other side 
of the red carpet here. I have to just comment on the 
three words that were uttered by the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke East: fear, chaos, and confu-
sion. 
 Mr. Speaker, I am very familiar with those 
three words and the emotions that they elicit, because 
prior to the 2012 election, I, and many other Bermudi-
ans, were fearful—fearful of the direction that our 
country was being taken in by the Government of the 
day. There was chaos in the streets—shootings and 
running gun battles and murders. It was chaotic. And 
people felt unsure. There was a lack of confidence 
even in our own personal safety and security. And 
there was confusion. Confusion with the electorate on 
how they should we vote. Should we re-elect the 
Government or should we take our chances with this 
new fledgling party, the One Bermuda Alliance?  
 Mr. Speaker, I believe the main reason that 
we are sitting here on this side of the aisle today is 
because Bermudians made a brave decision to fire 
the Government of the day and to give the One Ber-
muda Alliance an opportunity to get things back on 
track. And we knew that the job was going to be diffi-
cult, Mr. Speaker. We knew that we would have to 
make some very, very difficult decisions. And, yes, 
break some promises. And we make no apologies for 
that because leaders lead. 
 Now, let us switch to this referendum issue. I 
moved back to Bermuda full time in 1993, and I re-
member that the next year there was talk of an inde-
pendence referendum. And in August of 1995, I hap-
pened to be standing on Horseshoe Bay Beach talk-
ing to my late cousin, Maury Brown, (some may re-
member that honourable gentleman). He was on the 
beach with his cousin (whose last name also happens 
to be Brown) who eventually became Premier of this 
country. And the talked turned to independence—the 
pros and cons, what it would mean for Bermuda and 
how we, as individuals, were going to vote.  

Now, I made it very clear that I was going to 
vote for independence. And I just assumed that those 
two gentlemen would also feel the same way that I 
did. But, to my shock, they told me that although they 
were in favour of independence, they were not going 
to vote for it because they did not want the Premier of 
the country at that time to get the credit for it. And I 
thought that was kind of odd. I was not into politics, 
but that was the stance that they took. I never forgot 
that because if the PLP at that time and the honour-
able late, great Freddie Wade had not instructed his 
green army to abstain, perhaps, just perhaps, we 

would be flying the Bermuda flag and singing the 
Bermuda national anthem. But that did not happen. 
 So, fast forward. Here we are 2013, and we 
made a campaign promise to have a referendum on 
gaming. And, to be honest, I was sitting on the fence 
about having a referendum because we were elected 
to lead. But we made a decision that we were going to 
stay with the referendum. But I started to see some 
similar things happening on the ground in terms of this 
referendum. And the last two days just confirmed in 
my mind that there has been an orchestrated cam-
paign to scupper this referendum.  

It became very apparent to me and to my col-
leagues. And over the last few months I have been 
approached by a lot of Bermudians who said, You 
know, why are you doing a referendum? We elected 
you to lead. Just make the decision. We need to cre-
ate jobs. We need to create hotel investment—let’s 
get something going. So when the decision was made 
yesterday that we were going to put it to a vote, I was 
personally happy. And in my opinion the OBA has 
grown a spine, and I am very pleased. This is the right 
decision and we will have gaming. 

I think the biggest fear of the Opposition is 
that the OBA will be successful. They do not want us 
to be successful. I really believe that, Mr. Speaker. 
Why? Because if we are successful, then it will make 
their lives that much more difficult. We will lead and 
we will continue to make the difficult decisions, Mr. 
Speaker.  

This is not the last difficult decision that we 
are going to have to make, but I do believe that the 
majority of Bermudians are behind us. So we will take 
the flak, we will take the rhetoric, we will take the criti-
cism, but we are going to continue to lead. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 

[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
Deputy Leader. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the fiasco that apparently hap-
pened today could have been solved months ago in 
March. In fact, it was in March, as was read by the 
Honourable and Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell . . . 
and the Leader of our party gave the okay as was 
read, and we were okay with that. But the problem is 
that I do not think the OBA were very confident in do-
ing at that time what they are going to do now, be-
cause if they were confident, then they would not have 
tabled that Bill on gaming the other day to have a ref-
erendum. So this puts confusion in the minds of peo-
ple because you are chopping and changing. You are 
chopping and changing and we do not operate like 
that, not from this part of— 
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[Laughter] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They laugh because 
they feel that chopping and changing is the way to go. 
I understand it. I understand it. I understand it. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, we are not chopping 
and changing. The chopping and changing is with the 
Government. And I repeat, again, when we gave the 
okay in March and at— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No. He never denied it 
in March. What was read from the Hansard . . . we are 
not backing down from that. We did not back down 
from that. 

It was what the Government brought a couple 
of weeks ago [when they] tabled a Bill to say we are 
going to have a referendum. That is where the prob-
lem is, you know. Because, let me say this, Mr. 
Speaker: You know, personally, I agree with not even 
having the referendum. Do you know the reason why, 
Mr. Speaker? We are trying to save some money. We 
are trying to save some money. Right? And that is all 
that had to happen, you know, is just come out and 
say the truth—the facts— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —because we . . . I am 
going to tell you right now. Why spend? I would imag-
ine it would cost $300,000, 400,000— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —$500,000 to have a 
referendum. I have always been a proponent of gam-
ing. I make no apologies for that. I am okay with that. 
And so to waste money . . . I hate to do that. Why 
should we waste it? Right? 
 
An Hon. Member: Thanks for your support. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: It is not a matter of 
thanks for your support. It is [that] we have got to be 
consistent when we come to this House. 
 
An Hon. Member: And keep our word. 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And keep our word. And 
because we should not be confusing the people.  

There is enough confusion that has gone on 
already, Mr. Speaker. We do not need any more. But 
the thing is where we are, we are. And I do not think it 
makes much sense in trying to stir up mud. Right? Let 

us do what we have to do. They are the Government. 
They have the numbers, so they can almost do what 
they want to do, but you are accountable to the people 
of this country. Your record will be judged based on 
what you have done. 

And the thing is, Mr. Speaker, I am hoping this 
is successful. It is really not whether the OBA does it 
right, in doing this here, and we get some success. If 
the success comes for Bermuda, that is where we are 
at, [that is what we want]. We have got to get some 
jobs for our people— 
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear! 
 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And we know that if an 
investor goes to the bank to get money or goes to 
whomever to get money to build a hotel, the chances 
of getting it are better with gaming in the business 
plan. We know that. It is no secret.  

It is clear, it is common sense. So, Mr. 
Speaker, to try to . . . because what you are going to 
get in this fiasco, you are going to get, He said this, I 
said that . . . you are not going to solve anything. All 
you are going to do is spread confusion to the people 
that we represent. Right? 

Under the Constitution the Government has a 
right to do what they are doing. Right or wrong, they 
have a right to do that. And we need to get on with the 
course of business. And they have to accept that what 
they have done has created some uncertainty with the 
people in Bermuda. It is uncertainty as far as the way 
you are doing things. One day you say you are going 
to have a referendum, the next minute you say you 
are not going to have it—that is the uncertainty. Not 
the results of whether it is going to be passed or not, it 
is the uncertainty. And that is what we have to . . .  

You know, people are listening to us. We are 
supposed to be the leaders of this country and we 
must act that way, even though we do not do it all the 
time. But at least let us try and do it 99 per cent of the 
time. That is what we have to do. 

 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR THE NEEDY 

 
Mr. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And, Mr. Speaker, on 
another note, Christmas is coming. My concern here 
is financial assistance for the needy. I have had peo-
ple come to me and say they have applied for finan-
cial assistance because they have been made redun-
dant and they are told they do not qualify because 
they have some savings to send their children away to 
school. Now we all, we all try to save to send our chil-
dren away to school. Right? And people start at a very 
early age. So what they are saying (at least it is what 
is reported to me), You have got to get rid of that 
money. You have got to use that up before I give you 
some financial assistance.  

So what that does, if they do that, is that it 
puts the chance of going to school for those children 
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at risk. If they do not have the money, they do not go. 
We do not want to do that. We are trying to get our 
children off to school to get the qualifications. Some-
thing has to be worked out, and I am hoping the Hon-
ourable Wayne Scott, who messed up the door of the 
Dame Lois Browne-Evans building, I am hoping that 
he would look at this and make some adjustments to 
the policy.  

Now, I do know people can say all sorts of 
things—this is for that or this is for that—and not be 
so. But if I have got some monies for my daughter or 
my son to go away to school, somehow the system 
has got to be worked out, Okay, if that is for the 
schooling, put it under my care, the care of the Gov-
ernment, that that money is used for that. So that par-
ent can qualify for financial assistance and those chil-
dren can go to school. 

 And so I am hoping that something would 
happen there because what we do not want to see at 
any time, and particularly at Christmas time, is families 
without the traditional Christmas feast. I mean you can 
get all the gifts in the world but you cannot afford to 
have a feast like we all should, or like to, have. Then 
we have got some problems. So I am hoping that Min-
ister Scott will look at that and look at it quickly, be-
cause Christmas is (I’m going to say) just next week 
because time is going so quick, it is going to be next 
week. 

So, Mr. Speaker, with those words I take my 
seat. 

Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable 
Member. 
 It is time to break, you know. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
The Speaker: But the Chair will recognise the Hon-
ourable Member from Pembroke Central, MP Walton 
Brown. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, the work of this Parliament has 
no time constraint attached to it. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, as long as the 
time you use is used in the appropriate . . . and in a 
manner that is going to be worthy of all of us to listen 
to, then you can continue. 
 

GAMING REFERENDUM 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: I always endeavour to do so. 
 Mr. Speaker, when my honourable colleague, 
Mr. Roban, was giving his comments and he referred 
to the referendum being stolen from the people, there 
were a number of cat calls from the other side refer-

ring to the fact that the PLP Government knew a lot 
about theft. 
 Now, the inference is that stealing was an 
inherent part or large part of the PLP Government. If 
this Government has been in power for one year, if 
they have evidence of theft, then you should act ac-
cordingly. If you do not, you need to cease and desist 
[making] those comments. 
 Secondly, Mr. Speaker, the issue of the refer-
endum has been mired in controversy. My friend the 
Honourable Member Richards referred to the 1995 
referendum and the PLP call for a boycott, which is 
true. An unfortunate truth, I will say. But what needs to 
be understood is that we got to where we were in 
1995 because of a lack of collaboration. The Govern-
ment of the day brought forth a referendum Bill which 
was problematic in its design because it allowed for a 
minority veto, so it was not really a democratic vote. 
And I personally went to the Premier at the time—
former Premier John Swan—and for the group I rep-
resented, I pleaded with the Premier to sit down and 
talk to the Leader of the Opposition so that an appro-
priate compromise could be reached. This was 
against the backdrop, Mr. Speaker, of Nelson Man-
dela and [F. W.] de Klerk—people who sat on polar 
opposites of the divide—coming together for the future 
of their country.  

So we thought the Leader of the UBP, and the 
Leader of the PLP, both supporting independence, 
why could they not sit down together and collaborate 
on a way forward? The Premier said to me, My hands 
are tied. He could do nothing to offer an olive branch 
to the PLP. So there was a stalemate at that point and 
we had the outcome that we did (a very unfortunate 
outcome) because look where we are in 2013—one of 
the richest countries in the world living as a Colonial 
Territory. It is an embarrassment. But I do not want to 
digress. 
 And so we come full circle to this referendum. 
And my colleague, the Honourable Minister Crockwell, 
quite rightly pointed to the comments made by our 
Leader on this side, Marc Bean, I believe it was in 
May or June . . . March. What I found interesting is 
that in the first Throne Speech this year, when our 
Leader spoke in the Reply, he said, We are prepared 
to work with the Government for a way forward with 
regard to deciding on gaming, that we did not have an 
inherent attachment or commitment to a referendum. 
So we were prepared to work. So what I do not un-
derstand is why is it that between February and De-
cember . . . unless I am not privy to all information— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Okay, then . . . and I am happy to 
acknowledge that. 

That is why I am here raising the issue. Why 
were there not multiparty discussions about a way 
forward? Because the reality is that there is over-
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whelming consensus in this Parliament for gaming. So 
we have to just decide what is the appropriate me-
dium and the appropriate way forward.  

I can accept . . . I am sure we can accept not 
having a referendum. But the Government made a 
commitment to a referendum, and made so repeat-
edly. So the way forward is to really believe in . . . my 
colleague, the Honourable Member Crockwell, says, 
Collaboration is like a dance. Well, some of us really 
believe that is how we should conduct ourselves. That 
we might be sitting in this bipartisan or polling-site dis-
cussion and format, but there are some issues that we 
can work on together because there is consensus on 
this issue to a very large extent. There are some who 
will oppose it. But we never had that discussion, at 
least not from a party standpoint. So I would like to 
see if we can find a way to move forward in that re-
spect. 
 Mr. Speaker, the final point I will make is that 
the Honourable Premier (and I am sure this is inadver-
tent) actually misled the House today on this matter. I 
am hoping that the Premier is going to at least offer an 
apology to this House. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Mr. Walton Brown: Yes, Premier. 

Because when we had the referendum Bill on 
the Order Paper for today. The Premier asked this 
House to carry it over, as if it would be discussed at a 
future date, when the Premier knew full well he was 
going to have a press conference and call for the leg-
islation as opposed to the referendum. So that is, in 
my view, misleading the House and misleading you, 
Mr. Speaker, because the view was that it would be 
carried over for another day.  

So I am just asking the Premier to do the 
honourable thing and apologise to this House for that 
misleading statement. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair now recognises the Honourable 
and Learned Member the Attorney General. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: You know, Mr. Speaker, eve-
rybody kind of knows . . . I have said it before, I am a 
little bit of a Shakespeare buff. And one of my favour-
ite plays is Richard III. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, yes. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And Richard III was a 
nasty— 
 
The Speaker: Oh, yes. 
 

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —vicious, bitter, angry little 
man. And in the opening soliloquy of that play he 
says: 
  

“Plots have I laid, inductions dangerous, 
By drunken prophecies, libels and dreams, 
To set my brother . . .  
In deadly hate the one against the other:” 

 
And every time I think of that speech I think of 

this Opposition—to set my brothers one against the 
other, by drunken prophecies, libels and dreams. And 
the spin, the spin is dizzying. And I know I said it ear-
lier today, I know they are angry. I know they are an-
gry that they lost. And when my honourable and 
learned friend, Mr. Crockwell, said today, he is taking 
a hit on sitting on this side, and I am not getting to the 
fact that I am taking a hit when it costs me to be the 
Attorney General, but it strikes me that perhaps for 
Members on the opposite side this was the best job 
they ever had—best job they ever had.  

And for some reason they are angry, they are 
vexed—I get that—because you are not sitting over 
here anymore living, perhaps, what you considered to 
be the high life. I do not consider it that way. It is a lot 
of work, and you have to hear continuously the spin— 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —on everything that gets 
said. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Point of order. The Member 
is [imputing] improper motives. 
 
The Speaker: Just a minute, just a minute. Please sit 
down. He has a time, you know. 
 Honourable Member? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Imputing improper motives] 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the Honour-
able Member is [imputing] improper motives. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Yes, okay.  
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: And I think he should re-
tract those statements, to tell you the truth. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 

Carry on and, please, do not refer negatively 
to the Honourable Members in terms of their job situa-
tion— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well, Mr. Speaker, he is quite 
right. 
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The Speaker: Yes, please— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am [imputing] improper mo-
tives so I do not want to withdraw— 
 
The Speaker: —please, do not— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —I really am, so— 
 
The Speaker: —please, please, do not. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I mean, I only have to go . . . 
I am a man of evidence and I only go by the things 
that I hear. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: If . . . if . . . just before you— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So when I heard . . . I under-
stand. Let’s go with the facts. I will go with the facts. 
 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER 
 

HOUSE VISITOR 
 
The Speaker: And just before you go on, I just for a 
minute . . . just so that we . . . hopefully the House will 
settle down once I say this. I just want to recognise a 
former Member of Parliament sitting in the Gallery, 
former MP, Darius Tucker. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Yes, carry on. 
 
[Debate continuing] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I see he is sitting on the right 
side now— 
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I know he was confused for a 
while, but he is back where he belongs, so it is good 
to see him here. It is nice to see him here. 
 Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
The Speaker: Carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you should know 
that if you are sitting in the Gallery, you do not speak 

otherwise you go out. And I do not laugh about that. 
You do not speak when you are in there. 
 Carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, so these things 
are not easy. And people probably . . . they are not 
aware, we all talk, we even have friendships between 
these sides of the House, individually. But, boy, when 
the collective of that group gets together they become, 
for me, like the original PLP Member, Richard III. The 
collective is all about let us spin it on drunken prophe-
cies, libels, and dreams to set it however we can. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, when I hear . . . and I am 
coming to the facts. When I am looking at this thing on 
a referendum, this back and forwards, this conversa-
tion going on, we have heard what the Honourable 
Opposition Leader said when he stood and spoke in 
this House. He made the statement any number of 
times and said—from our side we would like—you will 
have our full support—bring it, bring it, bring it! Well, 
we are bringing it. It is our considered experience—
from our side—we would encourage the Government 
to do so—you have our support. And then later, later 
on when he was pressed on it, he came here and said 
he was speaking for himself—I am speaking my 
view—because we all know what happened.  

He went back to his caucus and got caned 
because they had not made a decision yet on what 
they were going to do. But he is— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is what happened. 
 But he is the Leader. And since that time . . . 
and the Honourable Member Brown made a state-
ment we all know to be the truth about people on that 
side that support it. And that is why confusion has 
reigned, confusion has reigned, they have been con-
fused, you could see it.  

Sometimes they are driving in . . . in Vermont, 
where I spend some time, every now and then at night 
a deer will jump out in front of your car and you see it 
in the headlights! And today I saw it— 
 
[Laughter]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It was a PLP deer in the 
headlights of the car. It was the Opposition Leader in 
the headlights of the car. Our view—we will support 
it—we will do this, we will do that. And then huddling 
somewhere saying, Well, shall we? Shouldn’t we? 
Should we? Is it in the best interests of Bermuda? 
Yes, but if it is in the best interests of Bermuda that 
means it makes the OBA look good, we can’t do that! 
And what wins out?  

What wins out? Bermuda or PLP?  
What wins out? Bermuda? Or do I get my 

cushy job back because we derail the Government in 
what they are trying to do? If we support this . . . if we 
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support this, these guys are going to make something 
happen— 
 
An Hon. Member: We don’t want that. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: If we support this, they might 
actually get jobs on the go. If we support this, they are 
going to get hotels coming here, we know that is hap-
pening. If we support this, the economy will improve 
(very quickly probably) and, Oh, Lord, they might get 
another term. They will look good. The things that the 
Finance Minister said about 2,000 jobs—the prophecy 
will come to light . . . because they are that bright. 
They might be deer in the headlights of the car, but 
they know full well what the Honourable Member 
Brown said, and that is why they get confused. 

That is why the Honourable Leader of the Op-
position has been confused in his statements, be-
cause he knows in his  that it is a good thing for Ber-
muda. He knew in his gut, We have got to do some-
thing, our people are hurting. But, oh, Lord, we don’t 
want it to be the OBA. We don’t want it to be the OBA 
that gets us to the Promised Land.  

And the sickening thing is—and I believe this . 
. . the dilemma for that Opposition has been: Are we 
prepared to derail the country and not support some-
thing positive so that we can reclaim the Promised 
Land for us and be the Government again? And you 
can see the confusion with that deer in the head-
lights—the green deer—right there, eyes blazing. 
Which [way] should we go? Country? Or party and 
Government? 
 So the other day when I was struggling with 
this dilemma on promises . . . you want to talk about 
promises? Oy, the words “we had to deceive you” 
echo in my head all the time. But that is another time. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: We want to talk about prom-
ises, Mr. Speaker. We want to talk about promises. I 
had to look at that and say, All right, we said . . . It 
was not my personal decision but, hey, I am going to 
say “our decision” you know? Our decision was in the 
balance, we will have a referendum. Backwards and 
forwards people coming along, [saying], 
Don’t have a referendum. Let’s get on with it, we need 
to do this. Jobs, jobs, jobs. Have a referendum. Well, 
we said it—we didn’t. Difficult. Difficult. What is the 
right thing to do?  
 Suddenly, then people start queuing up. You 
know, it is like coming into Government—you thought 
you were getting one thing and, boy (as the Honour-
able Finance Minister is fond of saying), When you 
looked under the hood, you sure got something else. 
When I looked under the hood in the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Chambers I was like, Wow! A lot of evidence 
and things to try and find and sift through here. A lot of 

work to be done that I did not realise on coming in, 
[that] there was that much to get through. 
 So it is fine to project and say leading up to it, 
Well, you want to do this. You want to look at it this 
way, here is your plan. And then you get there and 
you realise how dire! And then you have to say to 
yourself, What is the bigger, more fundamental thing 
to do? And the answer is, fix the country. And the an-
swer is, create jobs. And the answer is, do all you can 
to make things better. 

And then when you start to realise that in the 
balance that that position on casino gaming actually is 
the crux of bringing in investors . . . because, as a 
matter of fact, they are. I was there years ago when 
that party rejected it with their own Leader, when he 
brought it. And at the time I was involved in personal 
business for investors trying to see if they would come 
to Bermuda, and they would not come because they 
did not have the option of gaming. And to this day, 
you will not find a major investor prepared to invest in 
this country unless they have that option. And it has 
become more and more apparent, Mr. Speaker, that 
that is the case. And everybody knows when they look 
at it, that that is going on, and they know it too. 

So you are stuck between this dilemma of will 
we do this referendum . . . $500,000, you know, a lot 
of money, a lot of time, a lot of energy. The polls seem 
to support that we would have won. Everybody is say-
ing do it anyway. You are right down to the wire, we 
are losing time every day—we are losing time on what 
we could do, we are losing time on creating jobs—but 
no, we are going to do it. And then . . . then it be-
comes the issue of, We don’t like your question. We 
don’t like your question. We want a different question. 
We want a different question. That is just how it 
sounds.— 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: They are like petulant, kind of 
. . . we don’t like your question. And to my mind . . . 
look, I was involved in that question. It was an honest 
question, to let the people of this country know trans-
parently. Why are we doing this? We are doing it for 
you! We are doing it to create jobs. We see this as the 
way that it needs to go.  

The fact of the matter is you do not have them 
. . . this is why we are doing it—not for self-
aggrandisement, not for enrichment for anybody, but 
to get investors here to create those jobs. And that is 
why that question was asked honestly. 

So when I sat in my Honourable Premier’s of-
fice and that phone got clicked on and he looked 
stunned—a bit like a deer in the headlights (and I un-
derstood why)—and I heard the Honourable Opposi-
tion Leader saying, If you don’t change the wording of 
the referendum question, then our people are going to 
vote against it. “Plots have I laid, inductions danger-
ous, By drunken prophecies, libels and dreams”—that 
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rang in my head from Richard III when he said it. That 
rang in my head—“Plots have I laid . . .” And it struck 
me, there it is right there, right there—prepared to un-
dermine the whole thing. 

Then on the Sherri [Simmons] Show you 
could see the plot building. You could see and hear 
the plot building. We are not going to support the 
question because we are going to derail you because 
that is a bigger interest for us. And I realised then, Mr. 
Speaker (and I advised and supported my Premier’s 
decision on it), we cannot do this because we cannot 
run the risk of that Opposition—of that Opposition—
being more interested in themselves and what they 
want to accomplish as a party, and being the Gov-
ernment, than what we need to accomplish for the 
people of this country! It was 1995 all over. We want 
it. We want it, but we do not want you to do it. We do 
not want you to do it because it will make you look so 
good and you will stay in power.  

And it shocked me that their Leader was pre-
pared to say that, We are going to set a course 
against you. We are going to set a course— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —against the interests of this 
country— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —in order to do what we 
want to do. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, be seated. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is mis-
leading the House. He has stated for a fact in record 
what our Leader has said, that is what he has entered 
into the books, our Leader is not here to defend him-
self. 
 
The Speaker: Right. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But also, Mr. Speaker, he said that 
our Leader said that we are going to set a course 
against [them]. That is not what our Leader said and 
he should stick to the facts which have already been 
introduced for the record. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 All right— 

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I have made the quote. I 
have made the quote. And with respect to what I was 
saying . . . the quote is right there. I will read it again. 
Here is the quote: If you don’t change the wording of 
the referendum— 
 
The Speaker: Where is that coming from? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: This is what the Opposition 
Leader said to— 
 
The Speaker: Where is . . . is . . . is . . . 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I was there. I was witness to 
it. I am telling you what was said. 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Written down by me, by me (I 
make a lot of notes), Mr. Speaker, as everybody 
knows. It was written down by me, recorded by me, 
recorded by my friend. 
 
The Speaker: Well, actually, you have said it. The 
Opposition Leader is not here to defend it, so you 
have said it. You have made the point, so carry on. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I know, but the second point 
to my honourable friend’s point, the point I am making 
is that was my view of it. That is how I interpreted it. I 
could not . . . could not in good conscience then say 
we can run the risk.  

And, in a sense, you know, it is like that movie 
Master and Commander when he sits down and he 
has to say, you know, I have to choose between the 
lesser of two weevils. And that is it (the lesser of two 
evils) because you said, Oh, yeah, we are going to do 
a referendum. Or, the jobs and the suffering that we 
need to fix in this country. And it suddenly struck me, 
Mark, it doesn’t look like you can safely have both— 
 
An Hon. Member: Marc? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am talking about myself. 

—you can safely have both. That is what I had 
to say. On the basis of that and the build-up and the 
history of it and what the Honourable Opposition 
Leader said in this House (which has been quoted), it 
suddenly struck me, We can’t safely have both here.  

And if somehow they manage to see that plot 
through to fruition and to derail that referendum to 
their own ends, I knew we were in trouble. I knew we 
did not have the fighting chance that we need to have. 
I knew we did not have— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: You know, I hear “paranoia.”  

Too right!  
Was I paranoid that my people were going to 

suffer? Was I paranoid that I could not deliver for the 
people? Was that paranoia created out of what I 
heard said, out of the conduct of the Opposition? Yes, 
it was. 

And at that point I knew that I had to pick—for 
me—and advise on what is the best choice for this 
country. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And the best choice was to 
go with at least giving us the chance, safe in the 
knowledge that the Opposition were not going to col-
laborate, were not going to join with us in doing the 
right thing for the country—We are going to sabotage 
it. We are going to criticise the question. And ulti-
mately, as the Opposition Leader said, are going to 
get the people—their people—to vote against it. The 
risk was too great. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The risk was too great! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: What is your point of order? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is again 
misleading the House. 
 He has stated what the Opposition Leader 
said. The Opposition Leader did not say he was going 
to get his people to vote against it, and he needs to 
retract that and make sure he sticks to what he re-
corded. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, the . . . the . . . it 
was recorded. I think the Honourable Member Crock-
well read,— 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That’s right. I said “get.” 
 
The Speaker: —so if you can . . . you know, that was 
not the exact words, right? 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That our people— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, so you need to get it correct. 
 

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: He is the Leader. I am as-
suming— 
 
The Speaker: No, but it is important that you— 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: No, I agree. It is a quote.— 
 
The Speaker: You need to get it right. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The Honourable Member is 
right. You know? I am assuming that there is actually 
a leader over there. I know they have got leadership 
issues. But I have to assume that he is the leader and 
that he has some say. Like I assume when he said, 
We are going to do this and We’ll do that, when he 
made his speech in March, I assumed he was the 
leader then. When he spoke the other day— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, you know the 
Honourable Member, Marc Bean, is the Leader. 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: You know that. 
 
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is right. Exactly.  

So one has to assume the leader has some 
influence. That is why I am saying that I took it seri-
ously, Mr. Speaker. I took that threat very seriously. 
And I have to say, I had to advise the Honourable 
Premier that I felt the only way now, the only choice 
that has been handed to us is we cannot run the risk 
of not being able to create jobs and development by 
going down that road. And that is how it came about. 
And that is the truth. And that is the way it went. And 
that, in my mind, has to be in the best interests of this 
country. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 The Chair will now recognise the Honourable 
Member from Pembroke . . . 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: West Central. 
 
The Speaker: West Central. Pembroke West Central. 
 It is getting late. 
 MP David Burt, you have the floor. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Someone told me that there might 
be an after-party, so— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. So make your speech to the point, 
sharp and . . . yes. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I will do my best, Mr. Speaker. I 
cannot promise because I do believe that I may go my 
full 20 minutes. 
 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



584 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is fine. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: And I am sorry to say that, be-
cause I would like something. 
 But here is what I will say, Mr. Speaker. I am 
going to start my presentation tonight on this Motion to 
Adjourn, and the last time that we are going to meet in 
the year 2013, with a quote. And the quote is as fol-
lows, Mr. Speaker (and if you will allow me to read the 
quote, then I will say where the quote came from). 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no. Tell me where it is coming 
from first. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: All right. It is coming from a Mr. 
Quinton Edness. 
 
The Speaker: Okay. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: And let me read to you what Quin-
ton Edness said today. He said “You have just— 
 
The Speaker: Where did you read it? He said it 
where? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: This was on Facebook. 
 
The Speaker: Oh, okay. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: He said, “You have just destroyed 
the last of your credibility and deprived the people 
from having a fair say on a major issue that will greatly 
impact their lives. You have proven yourselves to be a 
weak Government without principle. By taking the 
matter to the Legislature you know that gaming will be 
supported because the Opposition said they will sup-
port it, thereby depriving those who do not support 
gaming their right to have a vote. Very dishonest.”  
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I will go back to the quote 
which the Minister of Tourism and the Attorney Gen-
eral said that my Leader said (my Leader is not here 
to defend himself). But I am going to assume that 
these Honourable Members are, in fact, saying what 
they heard. And they said, If you don’t change the 
wording of the referendum question, our people are 
going to vote against it. 
 Okay now, Mr. Speaker, now let me go back 
to the beginning. I do not believe that there is anyone 
in this House that will believe that when he said, Our 
people will vote against it, he was talking about Quin-
ton Edness. I do not believe so. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I have heard a whole lot of 
looking backwards. I have heard a whole lot from the 
Government benches about how they are going to 
deflect from the fact that they—the One Bermuda Alli-
ance Government—mislead the people of Bermuda. 
And you know what is funny? They actually get up 
and they brag about it, Mr. Speaker. They are proud.  

They are almost banging their chests and say-
ing, You know what? Yes! Do you know what they call 
breaking promises, Mr. Speaker? Making tough deci-
sions. I said it earlier in another debate, Mr. Speaker, 
when the next election comes around, they do not 
even need to bother putting in platforms, because we 
will not be able to believe a word which is inside of 
those platforms. Because the promises which they 
make, they seem to break them just as quickly, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, other Members have 
stated that earlier today—in complete disrespect to 
this House and also, Mr. Speaker, in my belief, to 
yourself and the Whip—[they] were told that we would 
debate the referendum Bill. Members prepared to de-
bate the referendum Bill. We were given information in 
collaboration and then, all of a sudden, Mr. Speaker, 
we find out that it is carried over. But that is the ex-
cuse that is given. But they had no intention of dis-
cussing it at all. So why on earth would the Whip—the 
Government Whip—give our Whip false information?  

How does that speak towards an air of col-
laboration inside of this House, Mr. Speaker? That is 
disrespectful. But right after that, Mr. Speaker, the 
Premier went to Cabinet Office and made the biggest 
about face that one could imagine. And he announced 
that he would not allow the people to have a vote on 
gaming, and he is going to bring it into this House so 
his Members can vote forward with it and he can 
move whatever gaming agenda he decides to come 
up with. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to quote (if I 
could) one more time what the Premier said. The 
Premier said, “This week, after conversations with 
members”—plural, not member—“of the Opposition, it 
was made clear to us that the referendum process will 
be undermined if we don’t meet demands to change 
the wording of the question.”  

Now, I am going to stop right there, Mr. 
Speaker, because I promise you that there is not a 
single person in this country that believes that Stuart 
Hayward is a Member of the Progressive Labour 
Party. 
 
An Hon. Member: Whoa! 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: However, Stuart Hayward was 
saying they should change the question.  

There are many people that are OBA Mem-
bers that said that they should change the question. 
So to say that it was we who were the impetus behind 
changing the question is disingenuous at best, and 
dishonest at worst, Mr. Speaker. 

But let me continue, because we go on and it 
says “Earlier this year the Opposition Leader said he 
and his colleagues would support gaming if the Gov-
ernment brought the matter to the House without ref-
erendum.” We have heard them read that in the Han-
sard. Mr. Speaker, we have heard [quotes from] the 
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Official Hansard Report of March 1st. But on March 1st, 
Mr. Speaker, in that statement our Leader also said 
that it is the PLP’s belief that all moral questions go 
before a referendum, which was said at the same 
point in time.  

And, Mr. Speaker, you know what is also in-
teresting? Not more than two weeks after our Leader 
made that statement, he came to you and the Clerk to 
table a referendum Bill so that we could move this 
process forward. And it was not allowed because it 
would be considered spending money. So to say that 
we are all over the place on this issue, you can make 
an argument, possibly. But here is what I would say, 
Mr. Speaker. We have been consistent in our platform 
insofar as putting forward a referenda. The inconsis-
tency, Mr. Speaker, is coming from the Government 
benches. 

But let me continue. The Premier then goes 
on to say, “His party’s ‘support’ for gaming at the time, 
and in other statements, simply does not square with 
the threat this week to undermine the referendum ex-
ercise.” My goodness. We have been pushing for a 
referenda. We tabled a referenda last year when we 
were the Government. We tried to table one before. 
We have pressed the Premier for it numerous times. 
We have pressed the Government. We have asked 
the status. We have put it forward, and members of 
the public have accused our Leader of pushing per-
sonal interests. Yet, our Leader is the one that is go-
ing to attempt to undermine a gaming referendum? 
Mr. Speaker, something is not adding up. 

Now, let me go forward, Mr. Speaker. The 
next paragraph says, “It is clear to us that the Opposi-
tion’s political ambitions have moved ahead of the 
people’s business, and that the threat to disrupt the 
referendum, such as a boycott, is real.” Now, I know 
for a fact that my Leader did not mention anything 
about a boycott. I know that the Premier called me on 
Tuesday to talk to me and I did not say anything about 
a boycott. I know that the Attorney General called an-
other Member on this side to talk to him, and I know 
that he did not mention anything about a boycott. So 
where did this threat of a boycott come from?  

Oh, let me hear—somebody on a talk show 
said it! That is the PLP. That is what it is. It is the PLP 
who is going to boycott the election. So let us concoct 
this story that the PLP are coming to boycott the elec-
tion, and let us get in front of the people of Bermuda, 
Mr. Speaker, and say that. It was no one in the PLP 
that said they were going to boycott an election, be-
cause we have been pushing forward for this referen-
dum, Mr. Speaker. So it is dishonest to say that to the 
people of Bermuda. 

But let me continue, because we are not 
done. “As the Government of Bermuda, we will not 
stand for it. We will not play politics with people’s jobs. 
We will not play politics with opportunities to help 
people pay their bills and put food on the table. This 

matter is too important for political games.” That is 
what the Premier said today.  

Mr. Speaker, I could not agree more. This 
matter is far too important for political games. But the 
political games that were played today, Mr. Speaker, 
were not played from this side of the House. They 
were played squarely from the Government benches. 
And it is shameful—their behaviour. And it is shameful 
to the people of this country that they will be told one 
thing by their Government one week and get the exact 
opposite and fed a story that does not even add up.  

And let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, why it does 
not add up. It does not add up because it cannot be 
true. Because I do not believe that the Government 
made this decision, or should I say, the “Jetgate 
Three.” Because we heard the Premier, we heard the 
Attorney General, and we heard the Minister of Tour-
ism were in the room having this meeting, having this 
phone call. I do not believe that the “Jetgate Three” 
made that decision after talking to the Leader of the 
Opposition. That decision was made before, Mr. 
Speaker. That decision was not made after, it was 
made before. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 The Honourable Member is misleading the 
House. He is wrong. 
 
The Speaker: All right. So you made the decision— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: He is wrong. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. 

Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 

[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, let me continue, be-
cause I will get there. The Honourable . . . the person 
who got up has not said why I am wrong. He just said 
I am wrong. But I will go ahead and I will lay out my 
facts and I will say my thing. 
 Because here we go, Mr. Speaker, the One 
Bermuda Alliance has been wanting to bypass the 
referendum process for quite some time. This was not 
an idea that all of a sudden just came up on Wednes-
day night after a call with the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. And every Member on that side knows what I am 
speaking is the fact. This is not something that all of a 
sudden came to the fore on Wednesday night. They 
had been toying with this idea for some time.  

So this whole thing about, Oh, we have to 
change our mind because we spoke to Marc Bean 
and we heard someone on Sherri J and we think there 
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is going to be a boycott . . . it is foolishness, Mr. 
Speaker, it is complete foolishness. 
 But you know what happened, Mr. Speaker? 
Because the Tourism Minister came up with quite a 
story . . . and he is quite a storyteller. But you know 
what it is, Mr. Speaker? Do you know what I believe? I 
believe the “Jetgate Three” said, You know what? I 
think we have our outs. I think that we have the way to 
get what we wanted to do in the first place and to not 
have a gaming referenda and here is what we are go-
ing to do. We are going to dig into the box of old UBP 
tricks and pull out the one that we know our support-
ers will rally behind us and say.  

Do you know what that is, Mr. Speaker? The 
PLP made me do it. 
 
[Laughter and crosstalk] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That is the one thing.  

So all their supporters who are complaining 
about the question on their Facebook site and all the 
blogs, all the people who do not support the Progres-
sive Labour Party, who say that the question is 
loaded, the question is unfair, all of a sudden were 
like, How are we going to get past this? The PLP 
made me do it.  

So setting up the Progressive Labour Party as 
the fall guy, Mr. Speaker, is the perfect bait-and-
switch. It is like building the wonderful straw man in 
the corner and saying, That is them. That is one you 
need to be upset about. Get upset at them, they are 
the ones who are trying to derail this country. They 
are the ones who are trying to damage their own self-
interests. They are the ones that don’t want you work-
ing. It is the PLP’s fault. 
 Mr. Speaker, it is complete and absolute rub-
bish. And nothing makes the One Bermuda Alliance or 
the United Bermuda Party’s core constituency more 
blind to their faults and what they have done except 
for a wonderful PLP blame fest. And that is what we 
have here, Mr. Speaker, and that is what we have 
heard. 
 But, Mr. Speaker, this is the same party that 
none of their Members have gotten up and defended 
their decision or even attempted to explain why they 
could rationalise changing directly their word to the 
people of this country—which they have said numer-
ous times in the media, in the written word, and to this 
Parliament—that [they] are going to bring a referen-
dum Bill. And, Mr. Speaker, they do not even have to 
go that far because they tabled it. So we know what 
their intention was. 
 However, Mr. Speaker, let us go on. This is 
the same party that ran a lengthy campaign to de-
mand a referendum on this very issue. The same one. 
One of the things that they said during their election 
was that they wanted to make democracy more par-
ticipatory. They wanted to extend referendums and 
have recalls. Well, Mr. Speaker, here is what I would 

say. If they were true to their word about recalling 
Members of Parliament for not doing their jobs, well, 
Mr. Speaker, come February, I would expect to have 
19 recalls across this country, because they have 
turned their backs on the people of this country, and 
they have told them something that they did not intend 
to do. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, I can go on. I can go on 
with more quotes, Mr. Speaker, because we know that 
there are . . . not everyone on their front bench sup-
ports this move. We know that is the case. We know 
that the One Bermuda Alliance is at war with them-
selves. So as much . . . as much— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. Point of order. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member 
is misleading. If the Honourable Member knows, why 
doesn’t he quote his source?  
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member 
is misleading the House. He is completely and totally 
wrong. Okay? 
 
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you. 
 Honourable Member— 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: He thinks he knows eve-
rything, but he does not. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I will continue. I will 
continue. 
 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: And here is the thing, Mr. 
Speaker, you see that you are starting to hit when 
they start getting up and making noise. 
 
[Inaudible interjections and laughter] 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: You know when you are getting 
close because they are starting to make noise. They 
can say that they are completely unified on this issue, 
Mr. Speaker— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
The Speaker: All right, Members.  

Members! 
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[Gavel]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: But we have heard even in this 
Parliament that that is not the case. 
 But now, Mr. Speaker, let us get back to the 
point. And the point is that the facts do not support the 
OBA’s contention. The argument falls apart, Mr. 
Speaker, when they are saying that it was us who 
caused it.  

What they had, Mr. Speaker, was criticism 
from places that they did not expect it to come from. 
They thought that they would have polled this ques-
tion and after they had their consultants write it up, 
after they travelled from here, there and everywhere 
examining referenda, hiring consultants to write it, 
even hiring someone to design a wonderful big banner 
to put behind their press conference today—“Jobs for 
Bermudians” . . . in the time of SAGE, Let’s put up a 
big banner so that we can reinforce our message that 
we are the party of jobs and the PLP doesn’t want you 
to work. Then, Mr. Speaker, this is what we get.  

Now here is what I will say, Mr. Speaker. They 
come and blame it back on us—the PLP. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, you know what I said earlier? I said that the 
One Bermuda Alliance has been planning on bypass-
ing this referendum for quite some time. And do you 
know why, Mr. Speaker? It does not make sense to 
hear that this idea all of a sudden happened on 
Wednesday after a call with the Opposition Leader, 
because I met the Premier of the country on Tuesday. 
I had a call on my phone at 5:07 pm from a number 
that I did not recognise. And I was shocked when I 
picked up the phone and it was the Premier.  

And the Premier said, We need to talk. So I 
went down to the Premier’s office and we had a con-
versation. 
 
An Hon. Member: Did you tape it? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: No, I did not tape the conversa-
tion. 

And you know what the Premier said to me 
during that meeting? The Premier said to me . . . tried 
to solicit my support for abandoning the referendum 
and bringing legislation. 
 
An Hon. Member: What? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: That is the discussion that he had 
with me. And that, Mr. Speaker, was on Tuesday—on 
Tuesday! So I find it really hard to believe— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: There was no petitioning 
him at all! At all! 
 
The Speaker: All right. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Very misleading— 
 
The Speaker: Thank you— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: —at best. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Premier. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I did not say there 
was petitioning. But if the Honourable Premier would 
like to stand up and make a point of order that we did 
not meet and we did not discuss not having a referen-
dum, I would allow him to get up on a point of order. 
Okay? 
 So now, Mr. Speaker, that was on Tuesday. I 
was not the only person that got a call from one of the 
“Jetgate Three” on Tuesday. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, there are . . . if 
you are speaking about Honourable Members on the 
other side— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: —say who you are . . . you know, I 
have let you get away with it— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you. I was— 
 
The Speaker: —probably too many times. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you. I was not the only per-
son— 
 
The Speaker: No, no, no, the “Jetgate Three” I am 
talking about. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Do you understand? 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Understood. Understood, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I was not the only person to get a call from a 
Member of Cabinet that night. Another one of our 
Members got a call from a Member of Cabinet that 
night soliciting the exact same thing—what would be 
the temperature for us agreeing to hold hands with the 
One Bermuda Alliance and bypass a referendum 
process. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, that was on Tuesday. So 
this is before the whole story happened. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, the response from me was the same as the 
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response that I have given, and it was the same as 
the response from the Leader. And it says . . . and its 
position of which we took, that we on this side of the 
House would not go back on our word to the voters 
and abandon the referendum process. We made a 
pledge— 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, Point of clari-
fication. 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: On this call and meeting— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: I do not yield. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Premier, he does not want 
to yield for a clarification. 
 He just has a minute left. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you. 
 
The Speaker: One minute, 52 left, so Honourable 
Premier, you will have a chance. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: So, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, 
this happened on Tuesday. Now we hear the story on 
Wednesday.  

We also know that the Honourable Premier 
canvassed our Leader and asked him to come to cau-
cus to solicit our support in September for not having 
a referendum. That happened in September. And our 
caucus met and we said, No, we have made a pact 
with the people of Bermuda—we made a promise and 
we are going to stick to the promise which we made. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, that . . . that is why— 
 
The Speaker: You have one minute left. 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you. 

And that is why, Mr. Speaker, I say that I find 
it with great pain that the Honourable Premier would 
get up today in front of the people of Bermuda and 
blame us for his decision to go ahead and scrap the 
referendum.  

 
[Inaudible interjections]  
 
Mr. E. David Burt: He tried . . . they tried, the Hon-
ourable Member, the Honourable Cabinet tried to get 
us to go along with their plan, their tough decision, 
and we said, No, and held fast to the position which 
the voters elected us to—to hold a referendum—Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Now, Mr. Speaker, this was a decision they 
made a long time ago, and to blame the PLP is a 
complete fabrication. And that is exactly—exactly—
what happened on this situation, Mr. Speaker. And I 
am happy to stand here today to make sure that the 

record is clear that we on this side of the House are 
standing by our principles and the pledge that we 
made to the electorate. And the One Bermuda Alli-
ance has to answer for why they are going back on 
their promises. Look in the mirror and do not point 
over here. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: The Chair recognises the Deputy Pre-
mier, [Deputy] Premier Dunkley. 
 You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, one thing is very clear. And I will 
use one of the words that the Member who just sat 
down used. One thing that is very clear to me today is 
that the Opposition is so frustrated because they got 
outmanoeuvred. They got outmanoeuvred. 
 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Checkmate. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Outmanoeuvred. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And, as my colleague, 
Minister Crockwell, says, they got checkmated. And 
now I have spent a very enjoyable couple of hours in 
the Motion to Adjourn listening to comments from the 
other side, but the fact of the matter is, they got out-
manoeuvred. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, you know, we always knew 
that gaming was going to be one of those contentious 
issues, where you have people on both sides of the 
fence for or against gaming. And so, you know, we 
certainly, Mr. Speaker, are disappointed to read some 
of the comments on the blogs. Certainly from former 
Honourable Member Quinton Edness of this Chamber 
in regard to what he had to say about our position.  

But, you know, Mr. Speaker, Quinton Edness, 
I consider a good friend of mine. And I will always re-
spect his opinion. But it is very clear that the former 
Member of this House, Quinton Edness, was against 
gaming from the start. So I would not be surprised to 
see those types of comments, because people who 
are against gaming are not going to get their opportu-
nity to cast a vote. 
 This Government very clearly believes that 
the majority of people want gaming, and we will move 
forward on it. And there are a couple of reasons why I 
will move forward on it. I will put it in four categories, 
Mr. Speaker—four categories—because I have heard 
all of this debate back and forth tonight. And it has 
been very interesting where my colleagues have set 
the record straight. 
 But let me deal with these four categories—
direct inward investment of capital. Capital does not 
wait. Capital does not wait. I remember my first year in 
this House, in 1997, sitting over in the back corner 
where Honourable Member Glen Smith sits. And right 
in front of me was the former Member Maxwell Bur-
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gess. And we were having one of these debates, 
again, about capital coming into Bermuda.  

At that time the fastest man in the world was 
Carl Lewis. And Maxwell Burgess got up here and he 
drew an analogy between capital and how fast Carl 
Lewis can run. And he was right. Capital will move 
quickly to the nearest source where they can find that 
opportunity. And we need to make sure that we get 
that capital coming into Bermuda, because it is clear, 
as the Finance Minister has said over and over and 
over and over again, we face a critical situation. And 
whether Honourable Members on the other side of the 
House want to believe it or not, we do not have time to 
wait any more and listen to that verbiage. We have to 
act. We have to act! We need that direct inward in-
vestment of capital because Honourable Members 
talk about breathing life into tourism—that is the sec-
ond thing I want to say. 
 We have got to breathe life back into tourism. 
We have had an opportunity now . . . in four days’ 
time it will be one year on the job. We are well-
equipped to understand these challenges and make 
decisions and move forward. And under the good 
stewardship of the Tourism Minister, the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Crockwell, we are going to move forward 
and we are going to breathe life back into tourism. 
 And the third thing I want to say about that is, 
jobs. Jobs! Everyone in this House has got a job, don’t 
we? And you know, Mr. Speaker, while that is nice, 
we do not feel the pain of the unemployed. We do not 
feel the pain. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And you know, the Hon-
ourable Member, Mr. Furbert likes to call people’s 
names when he is standing on his feet. I am going to 
call his name tonight. I am going to call his name to-
night because the Honourable Member wants to talk 
[claptrap] across the House all the time. And he says, 
I don’t feel the pain. I do not feel the pain of not having 
a job because I have got a job. I have got a very im-
portant job. But I feel the hurt of my brothers and sis-
ters. I feel the hurt!  
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: He says I do not feel the 
hurt. How can you not feel the hurt, Mr. Speaker? 
When every day we walk down the street and the 
most common thing is when a member of our com-
munity—our brothers and sisters—walks up to us and 
says, I need a job. And the man has the audacity to 
say I do not feel the pain and the hurt? I am sorry for 
the emotion, Mr. Speaker, but we feel that pain.  

I take strong offense to that, Mr. Furbert. 
 
An Hon. Member: All of us. 
 

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And I hope you wise up 
and see it.  

That is why we want to create jobs. And that 
is why we are working to create those jobs. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I have got 
you in my full focus. 
 
The Speaker: All right, go ahead. 
 
[Laughter and inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Now, Mr. Speaker, on 
Wednesday the Honourable Member, Mr. Furbert, 
talked about jobs when we were talking about the 
leases to the Corporation of Hamilton. I am not going 
to reflect on that debate. But the Honourable Member 
talked about those leases and he talked about the 
hotel and he talked about his statements, about how 
he wanted to create 600 jobs. And all of a sudden in 
March or in April, with those glorified, I guess, pontifi-
cations of statements, nothing happened for the next 
seven or eight months. And then we had an election. 
He talked about jobs—nothing happened. Well, there 
is a difference. That is why we have this red line—
there is a difference. These guys want to talk about 
jobs— 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members. 
 
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Honourable Members 
on the other side of the carpet . . . well, we are going 
to bring an atmosphere to create those jobs. And that 
is what gaming will do. 
 And while there will be those in the community 
who will be quite upset about the decision that the 
Premier and every single person on this side of the 
red carpet made . . . and I asked the Honourable 
Member, Mr. Burt (who has left the Chamber now), to 
come in and point out Members who are not standing 
strong on this side of the House in regard to this deci-
sion. Come in and point them out. He cannot. He can-
not. It is a figment of his imagination. Or would I say 
that green deer caught in the headlights again?  

We are standing united on this one. We un-
derstand we have to make those jobs. We are not go-
ing to talk about it; we are going to set that foundation 
forward, Mr. Speaker. 
 And [now for] the last thing I want to say about 
the four categories that I talked about. So what does 
all of that do—the direct inward investment, bringing 
life into tourism, helping to set that foundation for 
jobs—what does that do? It creates a brighter future 
for all of us in Bermuda, and brings confidence back 
to the Island. 
 Mr. Speaker, with that, with that confidence 
that we are going to bring back to the Island, we can 

 Bermuda House of Assembly 



590 13 December 2013 Official Hansard Report 
 
all have a brighter Christmas and a happier, healthier 
New Year. 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 Premier, are you ready to speak yet? 
 The Honourable and Learned Member from 
Sandys North says he is going to be short. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes. 
 
The Speaker: So I am giving him the— 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Benefit of the doubt. 
 
The Speaker: You have the floor. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, we are having two speeches 
now from the Government, and I want to adopt every 
observation by the Shadow Spokesman for Finance 
who just spoke. It was a sensible, strong, powerful 
analysis. We are having two speeches now from the 
Government.  

When a Government stands and makes 
statements in its Throne Speech that it is going to go 
with a referenda to the people of this country on gam-
ing, when it makes policy statements in the press that 
it is going to go with a referendum on gaming, when it 
makes public pronouncements and other policy 
statements, it shapes public opinion on the issue of 
gaming. And people who entrust the Government to 
govern, follow these policy statements. When the 
Government of the day tables a referendum Bill in the 
House, it shapes public opinion. The public of this 
country believe that the Government are set upon a 
course of a referendum. 

But now, tonight, we have this strategic blun-
dering that has gone on and the Shadow . . . and the 
Minister of Public Safety has just begun another con-
versation. He is now talking about inward investment 
that will ride upon the back of a straight, direct Bill on 
gaming. So this is the second conversation.  

It is a complete strategic blunder of the Gov-
ernment. And it is the point that the Opposition has 
been making all night. It is the point that former Hon-
ourable Member of this House, Mr. Edness, made on 
Facebook—you must govern. You cannot have two 
speeches—one as convincing as a Bill tabled in this 
House. A Whip indicating that the Bill is to be debated 
in this House . . . you cannot have statements made 
that you are going to stick with a referendum and then 
reverse it and tonight begin however many more 
speeches fall from the Government side that we are 
now nailing our colours to the mast and post of a 
straight Bill. This makes no sense to me. 

And you cannot . . . and this is where I adopt 
the observations of the Shadow Finance Minister. You 
cannot say that you are a credible Government and 

say that the PLP made me do this—the Opposition—it 
is completely incredulous. It is completely lacking in 
every shred of credibility. 

I am surprised that two honourable learned 
colleagues of mine—one the Attorney General of my 
country and the other the Tourism Minister, a Learned 
Member of this House—would stand as attorneys and 
seek to persuade me (a colleague attorney) and the 
rest of this House with an argument that went chapter 
and verse . . . went chapter and verse recording and 
repeating the words of the Honourable Opposition 
Leader in an attempt—a vain attempt—to justify that 
the basis for the advice of the Attorney General to his 
Premier, the advice to this . . . that become collective 
responsibility of the Cabinet and the Government was 
a remark that has been put into excellent context now 
by the Shadow Spokesman for Finance, put into ex-
cellent context by the Shadow Finance Minister, by 
saying that the objection now, the words of the Hon-
ourable Member, Mr. Marc Bean, the Leader of the 
Opposition, largely was based, Mr. Speaker . . . and I 
saw it (I had to listen carefully because I have heard 
so much), largely was based on the wording of this 
referendum question. 

And, frankly, it was in the mouth of the Oppo-
sition Leader, as it was . . . as the Honourable Mem-
ber, Mr. David Burt, has said, it was in his mouth to 
say that this question has been questioned. This 
question . . . and it was broadly questioned in the 
community, broadly questioned in the community. And 
that was another strategic blunder of this Government. 
This was another strategic blunder that you made be-
cause the question, Honourable Minister of Transport 
and Tourism, the question was not in play in March 
when the Honourable Member and Opposition Leader 
pledged from his heart—from his political heart—that 
he would support the referendum and/or that he would 
support a straight Bill. The question was not there.  

We depended on the Government to march 
through this exercise of the referendum with a ques-
tion that would not attract controversy. And they failed. 
And here lies the problem, here lies the problem—the 
question was filled with blunder. And so this is where 
you went wrong. This is where you went wrong. 

And to hear Honourable and Learned Mem-
bers seek to say . . . I mean, it could not be put any 
more smoothly than the Shadow Finance Spokesman 
put it—The PLP made me do it. That is not governing. 
That is not governing. You have the numbers in this 
House. You have the mandate of the Government in 
this House. You govern. And the Honourable Member 
Marc Bean and Opposition Leader, or any number of 
people, could have given you any bag of goods, made 
any number of statements to you, you are bound to 
disregard them and govern.  

This is what I find most disappointing in this 
entire discussion tonight. And I come back to it. You 
cannot now start having a second conversation. You 
lose all credibility. You cannot have a second conver-
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sation or start making a second speech that we have 
nailed our colours to the post of and mast of . . . we 
are going to have a straight Bill on which we are going 
to take a vote. This is why Mr. Edness, the former 
Honourable and Learned Member of this House, is so 
disappointed and expresses it in the way that he does. 

And why did you get, in the 12th month of the 
OBA Government’s term, why did you get a with-
drawal and a criticism of the question? I think it was 
connected with your poll marks, with your poll num-
bers that subsequently came out. These were signs 
that your support was drifting away, that people would 
stand— 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
[Mr. Walton Brown, Acting Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
The Acting Speaker: You may have a point of order, 
but I am not the Speaker. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Acting Speaker, the Honourable Member 
is misleading the House. We have made it clear that 
all of the polling that we took . . . there was strong 
support for gaming. Strong support—70 per cent. 
 
The Acting Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is certainly not the point I 
am making. I am not sure what that— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: The point I am making, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, is that the criticism, which did not flow 
from the ranks of this Progressive Labour Party Op-
position, was a widely discussed criticism that the 
question was . . . was . . . was poorly shaped. And I, 
too, was interestingly surprised, or took note of the 
broad discussion that was going on about this ques-
tion and its shaping. 
 
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair] 
 
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And so the fact . . . the point I 
was making is that it is a . . . it was a measure of the 
waning support that was subsequently, Mr. Speaker, 
reflected in that recent poll that appeared in the Royal 
Gazette. 
 And so, Mr. Speaker, Shakespeare and other 
justifications for the Premier’s climb-down of a tabled 
Bill on referendum is not persuasive and is not credi-

ble to me. It just is not. And the Government, Mr. 
Speaker, have not persuaded anyone. They have not 
made this one of their finest hours either as they were 
enjoined to do at the opening of this session.  

This has not been one of your finest hours. 
You have had your skill set put in the scales and you 
have come up wanting. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member. 
 The Chair recognises the Honourable Minister 
of Works and Engineering. Public Works stops at 
12:30, doesn’t it? 
 Honourable Member, carry on. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me hopefully bring some 
level of calm to this debate. The interesting thing from 
this perspective is, having campaigned on the issue of 
a referendum, having made the decision in our Throne 
Speech, having tabled a referendum Bill in this Hon-
ourable House, it must give people the conclusion that 
it was our intention to go down the road of referen-
dum. 
 With that said, Mr. Speaker, the question 
started to become undermined, the actual question 
tabled for the referendum. And everybody started get-
ting a little bit upset in terms of the question. And I 
think it is important to recognise that we were not off 
on a flight of fancy when we decided that we would 
look to gaming. Because we recognised that there 
was an underlying requirement for us to provide jobs 
for people in this country, and to stimulate inward de-
velopment for hotels. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just point out that as we 
got the report from the Innovation Group, the people 
who we consulted with, who did a lot of research and 
on whom we relied in coming through this whole proc-
ess of the referendum, they pointed out for us a cou-
ple of referendum questions that have been used his-
torically in other jurisdictions. And with your permis-
sion, I wonder if I can just have a quick reference to 
that because we are talking about adding instead of, 
Do you agree to having a referendum on legalised—
sorry, or controlled gaming (or whatever the wording 
was), we put in the additional phrase “to create new 
jobs and to encourage hotel development.”  
 Let me just mention for Honourable Members 
what the Ohio Legislature [did] when they were trying 
to change their Constitution at the time (their pro-
posed constitutional amendment). This was their 
question: 

“To adopt Section 6 to Article XV of the Con-
stitution of the State of Ohio . . . this proposed 
amendment would: 

“(1) Authorise only one casino facility at a 
specifically designated location within each of the cit-
ies of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, and Toledo. 
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“(2) Levy a fixed tax of 33% of gross casino 
revenue received by each casino operator of the four 
casino facilities. 

“(3) Distribute the casino tax as follows: 
“ 51% among all 88 counties in propor-

tion to such counties' respective 
populations. Half of each county's dis-
tribution will go to its largest city if that 
city's population is above 80,000. 

“ 34% among all public school districts 
“ 5% among all host cities 
“ 3% to the Ohio casino control com-

mission 
“ 3% to the Ohio state racing commis-

sion fund 
“ 2% to a state law enforcement “train-

ing fund 
“ 2% to a state problem gambling and 

addictions fund” 
 

This is a referendum. That was just up to point 
three and it went on for seven different points, at the 
end of which it says: “A ‘YES’ vote means you ap-
prove of amending the Ohio Constitution to permit one 
casino each in Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, and 
Toledo. A "NO" vote means you disapprove . . .” 
based on all of the seven criteria. And I am happy to 
table it so that Members can see. 

[This] means that to expand a question to in-
dicate the purpose for which we wanted this referen-
dum to be held was not inappropriate. 

The one thing that I can say though, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the Honourable Members who spoke 
on this side of the House thus far actually sanitised 
the conversation that was had at the time between the 
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition. And I 
commend them for sanitising it because had they 
been 100 per cent accurate in what was said, it would 
not have been permitted in this Honourable House, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Let me say that this party was . . . we were 
committed to the referendum until all of this foolish-
ness happened within the course of this past week. 
 
[Laugher and inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: We were commit-
ted.  

But it is interesting that it must be politically 
inconvenient for the Opposition to have to recognise 
the fact that here we are with polling that says that 
there is 70 per cent support—70-plus per cent sup-
port—for the idea of gaming, of controlled gaming, in 
the country, that it is politically inconvenient for them 
to say, Oh, my God! This is something that just might 
create jobs for our people and it might be something 
that just might encourage inward hotel development. 
That is inconvenient to the Opposition, an Opposition 
who, in my opinion, Mr. Speaker— 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the Member is 
misleading the House. 
 
The Speaker: Yes? 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The Member is presuppos-
ing that there are not Members on this side who are in 
favour of gaming for Bermuda. 
 
The Speaker: All right, definitely. 

Carry on, Honourable Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Thanks for that. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I am speaking to 
the issue of how this debate has developed for to-
night.  

And I am not suggesting that there are Mem-
bers on that side who are not in favour of gaming be-
cause I understand that there are. But let me just say 
that it is politically inconvenient. Whether they support 
gaming or not, it is politically inconvenient for Mem-
bers across the aisle to sit and suggest that anything 
that this Government can do is going to help the peo-
ple of Bermuda, which might perhaps thwart their op-
portunity.  

We heard their Leader speak, I do not know 
how many times, that we will have 14 months in Gov-
ernment—14 months. Now, we have been told, I have 
been told, Mr. Speaker, that certain Members on that 
side have actually put together teams of partnerships 
to actually look to find . . . to get gaming licences. 
However, Mr. Speaker, they do not want to be able to 
have it done now in a way . . . they want to thwart the 
referendum because they do not want the success of 
this Government. So thwart it, so that maybe in four 
years’ time, they can say, We will bring it ourselves.  

We saw it with the independence referendum. 
We are going to bring it in four years’ time when it 
suits us, when we have applied for the licences. We 
know what is happening in the situation. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, point of order. 
 The Honourable Member is clearly misleading 
the House. Can she prove . . . point to any evidence 
that Members on this side of the House tried to thwart 
a referendum? I do not believe so. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, thank you. 
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It is my consid-
ered opinion, Mr. Speaker— 
 
The Speaker: Yes— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It is my consid-
ered opinion. 
 
The Speaker: All right. That is okay. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And, Mr. Speaker, 
let me just say that if this situation is not determined 
now, and if there is a concerted effort to derail the 
process, there are two things at stake which are very 
fundamental to me. The first being to spend $500,000 
to have a referendum, if you know that the Opposition 
is having a concerted effort to ensure that it is de-
railed. That is $500,000— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, stay away from 
that line, please. All right? 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Okay. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member— 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I accept that and I 
will withdraw that comment— 
 
The Speaker: Yes, please. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —if the Honour-
able Member finds it offensive.  

It is my considered opinion, Mr. Speaker, that 
four years down the road is far too late because we 
will have people . . . we will, first of all, use $500,000 
to do a referendum, which, by appearances and by 
indications, will be derailed intentionally (I will put it 
that way). And, with that said, Mr. Speaker, that 
$500,000 could be better spent, because we have got 
people today who are hungry. We have people today 
who are demanding to be able to have some kind of 
revenue to give them comfort. So are we going to 
waste $500,000 in order to be able to satisfy what the 
Opposition wants to do? I do not think that that is a 
good use of money if you know the intent, Mr. 
Speaker, as it appears to me. 
 And four years down the road, Mr. Speaker, if 
we have got hungry people—if they are hungry today, 
four years to wait is too long for them. So when we 
speak in terms of collaboration and let’s get together, 
and then to listen to that against a backdrop of the 
entire conversation that was put to us in terms of how 
offensive that conversation was between the Leader 
of the Opposition and the Premier, Mr. Speaker, I 
think it is not just scary, it is most disappointing.  

When you have to listen time and time and 
time again, to be told that we on this side are practi-
tioners of the dark arts, Mr. Speaker, when we hear 
things like . . . when we have the Opposition Leader 
attempting to table some legislation (which was de-
nied), and as we were breaking for lunch I said, Why 
didn’t you bring that and show it to us before so that 
we might have been able to buy-in to what you were 
trying to do? He says, I don’t trust you! And I said, 
What have I done? And he says, No, no, I don’t mean 
you personally, but YOU—the rest of them. And I 
thought, Okay. And I heard that repeated again this 
week. 
 So, Mr. Speaker, when we talk about this col-
laboration in one breath and to be called, you know, 
practitioners of the dark arts in the same breath . . . 
there is a dichotomy there. There is something that 
just does not make sense; it does not ring true, it is 
totally disingenuous. So do not suggest for one sec-
ond, Mr. Speaker, that there is some sort of attitude 
and desire to reach across the aisle and work together 
collaboratively, because, clearly, there is not. And 
anybody who wants to fool themselves to that, Mr. 
Speaker, is living in cloud cuckoo land.  
 Mr. Speaker, I think the unfortunate thing is 
that they have used comments based on a former 
Member of this Honourable House who did not like the 
idea of gaming in the first place. So it is very easy to 
find somebody who supports your position, and you 
articulate that position. But on the other hand it is very 
easy . . . if we could see the number of e-mails and 
messages that have come to this side of the House 
saying, Thank God you guys have grown a pair, and 
that you have actually got the testicular fortitude to 
show some strong leadership.  

So you get that kind of argument. So there is 
always going to be those who favour a position who 
will take one position, and those who are against a 
position who will take another position. And amongst 
it, somewhere in the middle, Mr. Speaker, is where 
the opinions of the public of Bermuda lay. 
 But I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that no person 
in our community is going to want us to waste money 
if you know that there is some . . . if there appears to 
be an orchestrated attempt towards this. 
 
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, she continues 
to mislead this House. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I said “appears.” 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes, let us . . . 
you have made that point. All right? You have made 
that point, Honourable Member, if you could just leave 
that point alone. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
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 Let me also say, Mr. Speaker, that the pur-
pose with not being in a position to have this referen-
dum based on the withdrawal of the carry forward (or 
whatever we want to call it) of the Bill today, let me 
just say that we will go on an education campaign. We 
will listen to the people of Bermuda. We will allow 
them to know what the position is, how we can sup-
port the financial position, what controls and meas-
ures have been put in place that would enable us to 
help to dig out from under the mound of debt that this 
Government inherited, that we have to try and make 
sure that the people that we are concerned about are 
put back to work, Mr. Speaker. That is the challenge 
that we have from this side of the aisle. 

And one would have assumed that we would 
be looking at not just the idea of somebody saying, I 
don’t like the question, therefore, withdraw it or else. 
One would say, How can we work together on this? 
Not an ultimatum to the Government, Mr. Speaker, 
when the question contained two additional phrases—
creating new jobs and encouraging hotel develop-
ment—when you can see that history will show many 
jurisdictions with questions that are far more detailed, 
and that are voted on with a “yes” or a “no” for the 
purposes of ensuring effective education. 

I started out by saying, and I will end by say-
ing, Mr. Speaker, we are not going down the road of a 
flight of fancy by suggesting that there is going to be 
some kind of moral decadence that is going to be in-
fused in our community from this side of the aisle just 
for the sake of doing it. We are desperate in this coun-
try, Mr. Speaker, to see people being able to go to the 
grocery store, 10 per cent and all—irrespective of how 
the Opposition chooses to undermine it—but with the 
opportunity to be able to buy bread— 
 
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable 
Member, please, you are on a nice wicket. We are 
trying to go to Christmas. So finish it nicely, Honour-
able Member. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 Mr. Speaker, I want to know that people have 
the ability to go to the grocery store, as I said, with 
their 10 per cent discount (if need be) on a Wednes-
day— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —to be able to 
buy bread— 
 
The Speaker: Yes. 
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —and maybe 
even as we approach the Advent and the Christmas 

season, Mr. Speaker, they might even be able to buy 
a slice of turkey. But right now we have a community 
dinner that is being put on at which there are some 
600 people to be fed a Christmas meal—600 people, 
Mr. Speaker.  

I have had situations where we have gone 
and assisted in a church environment to assist in 
feeding people around the Christmas season, and 
invariably you might get 150 and maybe 200 people. 
When we can see that a dinner is being put on and 
that number of people are relying on that meal that is 
being provided, Mr. Speaker, it teaches . . . it speaks 
to us, to our hearts—my heart—to show the dire situa-
tion in which many of our people find themselves. 
 Mr. Speaker, let me just say that if anybody is 
willing to suggest that people on this side of the aisle 
do not have an interest in ensuring that there is some 
kind of inward investment so that we can start to re-
pay the debt, Mr. Speaker . . . there is something like 
$100 million going just to service the debt.  

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, how far $100 mil-
lion can go in terms of providing goods and services 
and programmes for the people of this country? And 
we are going to sit here and play politics when people 
are hungry? Mr. Speaker, a hungry man is an angry 
man. A hungry man is an angry man. 
 
[Inaudible interjection]  
 
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: And while Mem-
bers on the other side might be saying I am building a 
straw man, maybe they are not in touch with some-
body who is out there who is standing and knocking 
on their doorstep and saying, Can you buy me a cup 
of coffee? 

Yesterday a gentleman [asked me], Can you 
give me some money at all? I don’t know you Miss, 
but my bike it out of gas. I have to go to Somerset and 
I need some money. I am embarrassed to ask. Miss, 
will you tell me your name because I will give you the 
money back when I get it. And I said to him, No, you 
don’t have to give it back. Here is some money to buy 
some gas for your bike. But here is what I am going to 
suggest that you do—you do something nice for 
somebody and pay it forward.  

That is the kind of interaction that we have 
here, Mr. Speaker. That is the kind of concern. And 
yes, they do it to every Member. I am not suggesting 
that there is anything that is different about the fact 
that somebody would come and ask that sort of ques-
tion. But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, that we have so 
many people in that particular situation, that this is not 
isolated. It is not isolated. When somebody calls you 
up to say they do not have the money to buy bath-
room tissue . . . that is the kind of dire circumstances 
under which many of our people find themselves.  
 So if we are going to be able to find a meth-
odology by which our people can eat, that they can 
bathe, that they can have roofs over their heads, Mr. 
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Speaker, and that we can have jobs being created on 
a sustainable basis, Mr. Speaker . . .  it is going to be 
a matter of a couple of months before the hospital 
building is going to come to a close and that is going 
to be probably April or May. You have got 500 or 600 
people on that jobsite. Mr. Speaker, who will go to 
work? And where, if we do not provide something?  

So allow the Opposition their say in terms of 
how they choose to dance around and politicise and 
pontificate and act inappropriately when people are 
hungry, Mr. Speaker. Let them have their say in doing 
that. I choose not to go down that path. And I choose 
to stand with my Cabinet colleagues and to find some 
effective way to ensure that people have bread on 
their table. 
 And, Mr. Speaker, as I say that and as I close, 
let me also wish to the extent possible everybody a 
very Merry Christmas because Christmas is going to 
be a sorry time for a lot of people. And we want to be 
able to ensure, Mr. Speaker, that we try to give them 
some hope going into the next year so that they can 
have something to look forward to. And I certainly 
hope that the Opposition can hold hands with us on 
this one—stop playing politics with people’s lives and 
put some food in their bellies! 
 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Do you really want to speak, Honourable 
Member? Because the Premier is here. I want to go 
home, to tell you the truth. 
 Do you really want to . . . if you really want to 
speak, Honourable Member— 
 
[Inaudible response] 
 
The Speaker: All right, thanks. I appreciate that. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 
 I have already had my tirade earlier today so 
. . . I do want to wish everyone a very Merry Christ-
mas. It has been a wonderful year gone by. We have 
had a lot of great dialogue in the House over this last 
Parliamentary session, and it has been, actually, quite 
invigorating. I have learned a lot from very different 
Members on both sides of the floor. And so as we 
move on into this New Year and this Christmas sea-
son, I do want to remind us that we are our brothers’ 
keeper. 

I am reminded every day by Members of the 
Houses of Parliament here, members of Bermuda, the 
people of Bermuda, that these are tough times, very 
tough times, and that it is going to take an effort by all 
of us in order to move the country forward. And so 
sometimes we can get a bit animated and perceptions 
get rolled into our dialogue as we speak in the House. 

But I recognise that we all want what is best for the 
country. 

I want to remind the Opposition that this deci-
sion that was made today concerning the referendum 
was not their decision. It was this Government’s deci-
sion. And, at the end of the day, it was my decision to 
move in this vein. And just for clarification, a phone 
call was made by our Honourable Member from con-
stituency 6 to our Honourable Tourism Minister to ask 
about this coming together and not having a referen-
dum. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order. Point of order. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Sure. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes. 
 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Now I know why I should 
have spoken, Mr. Speaker. 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes, go ahead. 
 

POINT OF ORDER 
[Misleading] 

 
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Honourable Member is 
misleading this House. I did not call the Member to 
talk about coming together. I called the Honourable 
Member about changing the words. 
 
An Hon. Member: Ooh! 
 
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Mem-
ber. 
 Carry on, Premier. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am sure that the conver-
sation was transferred to me correctly and so, at the 
end of the day, I sought to clarify the information. So 
rather than take the word of just one person, I did call 
the Honourable Member from constituency 18 to con-
firm what was being said to me. And then from there I 
continued to confirm (because I was getting conflicting 
information) to the Opposition Leader. And so that is 
how this whole conversation came about. 
 
[Crosstalk]  
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And much of what you see 
today, Mr. Speaker . . . nothing was done in the vein 
of looking to castigate anyone in a negative light. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Member, can we be quiet? 
 
An Hon. Member: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I am being very polite here. 
I can say a lot. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That is all right. I could say 
a lot— 
 
[Inaudible interjections] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: There is no need to. 
 
The Speaker: The Premier has the floor, Honourable 
Members. Let’s have some respect. 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And so in the vein of mov-
ing forward, I recognise that there are people who are 
looking for us to relieve the pain very quickly. And with 
a  clear conscience, I recognise the value of almost a 
half a million dollars in a referendum could be further 
used, and better used, in helping the people of Ber-
muda at this time. 
 And so as we move forward, Mr. Speaker . . . 
and I take no issue with the fact that some want to 
chuckle. But I also recognise there are many in this 
House that do chuckle who I could speak about doing 
some pretty crass things. So while I am attempting to 
have a balance here, I would ward off any foolishness 
because I could say a lot. Because as the Premier of 
the country, I am privileged to a whole lot, and I could 
say a lot about many things that are going on and 
have gone on. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Oh, yes, you are right. We 
let it go. Because this is going to be a new Bermuda in 
2014 and we are going to get things done. 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, we are. We are going 
to get things done. A lot has been done over the past 
year and a lot more is going to get done. 

I am sure the heat will be turned up. But one 
of the things about progress and change and informa-
tion is this: Those of us who have kids many times 
have had to change our minds and direction with 
things because circumstances have changed.  

No one has “gotten” anyone, brother. But if 
you want to be “gotten” I can let it happen for sure . . . 
for sure . . . for sure— 
 
[Inaudible interjection] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That’s all right. That’s all 
right. As I said before, as the Premier of this country, I 
am privy to a lot. So just hold it, okay?  

 Let’s have a good Christmas, Mr. Speaker. I 
am going to go after this here and I am going to enjoy 
some of your libations in the back. 
 
The Speaker: It is all ready. It has been ready! 
 
[Laughter] 
 
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So Merry Christmas to 
everyone and Happy New Year. 
 
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier. 
 
[Desk thumping] 
 
The Speaker: Honourable Members, like the Premier, 
I just want to wish everyone a happy and safe holiday. 
 The House is adjourned to Friday, Febru-
ary 14th. What a day to come back—Valentine’s Day! 
A good day to come back. Come back kissing. 
 
[Gavel] 
 
The Speaker: Members, hold your places. Once I 
have left, you can come through that door.  

And honourable former Member, Tucker, 
since you are a former Member you might better join 
us. 
 
[Laughter] 
 
[At 12:43 am, [Saturday, 14 December 2013] the 
House adjourned until 10:00 am, Friday, 14 February 
2014.] 
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